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House of Representatives

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

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
June 24, 2019.

I hereby appoint the Honorable MARK
DESAULNIER to act as Speaker pro tempore
on this day.

NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 3, 2019, 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. All time shall be
equally allocated between the parties,
and in no event shall debate continue
beyond 1:50 p.m. Each Member, other
than the majority and minority leaders
and the minority whip, shall be limited
to 5 minutes.

———

IMPEACHMENT INQUIRY

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

Mr. HIMES. Mr. Speaker, my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle know
that I shy away from sharp partisan-
ship in favor of the negotiation and
compromise required for law to be
made.

I marvel every day at how rarely the
pragmatic common sense of the Amer-
ican people is given voice in this Cham-
ber. But, Mr. Speaker, there are mo-
ments for calculation, for prudence, for

compromise, for the careful weighing
of competing interests, and there are
moments for clarity and conviction.

This is such a moment. The time has
come, Mr. Speaker, for the House of
Representatives to begin an impeach-
ment inquiry into President Trump.
From the moment of his inauguration,
this President has shown contempt for
the truth, has attacked our institu-
tions, and has ignored the Constitution
he swore to defend.

He has refused the oversight which is
Congress’ long-established right and
duty. In recent weeks, he has refused
to comply with subpoenas, he has or-
dered administration officials to refuse
to testify, and he has asserted execu-
tive privilege of unprecedented scope
with respect to attempts to alter the
Census.

That we have not slouched closer to
autocracy is due to the strength of the
democratic safeguards and protections
that we have built and defended for
two-and-a-half centuries. Most Ameri-
cans sense the danger and have re-
acted, most recently, by electing a
House of Representatives with the
power and desire to check this Presi-
dent. The President has persistently
refused to acknowledge or acquiesce to
that power.

Mr. Speaker, the Framers of the Con-
stitution placed the power of impeach-
ment, not in the courts, but in the Con-
gress so that this body might consider
not just the facts and the letter of the
law, but the broader interests of the
Republic. I have, until now, been con-
flicted about those interests.

Impeachment, along with the right
to declare war, is the most awesome
power of the Congress. The politics of
impeachment are messy and uncertain
and might, in the short run, serve the
President’s narrow political interests.

But look at where we are today. Re-
publicans in this Chamber cheer, or
justify, or stand woefully silent in the
face of behavior for which they would

have impeached a Democratic Presi-
dent many times over. Our best and
most proven ideas cannot get even a
hearing in the United States Senate.
Unless we restore respect for the law,
respect for truth, and respect for com-
mon decency, we cannot hope to solve
any of our other pressing problems.

The American people should under-
stand that opening an impeachment in-
quiry is not removal of the President.
Given the behavior of the United
States Senate, that outcome is prob-
ably out of the question. An impeach-
ment inquiry will be a fair consider-
ation of the facts that the American
people must understand with both sides
fairly and openly represented.

Mr. Speaker, I know that I will be
asked if my motive today is to pressure
the Speaker of the House whose leader-
ship of this Congress has been superb.
It is not. She leads us today in the epic
mission of defending our democracy.
That mission requires a vigorous de-
bate and competing ideas, but it also
requires care, discipline, and a measure
of deference.

I represent the people of south-
western Connecticut, the Constitution
State. From my house, I can walk to
the hill where General Israel Putnam
made a daring escape from the British
cavalry in 1779, so that Americans
would never have to answer to a tyrant
for their opinions, politics, or religious
beliefs.

Just up the road is the town of
Ridgefield where General David Woos-
ter and 20 young patriots died in April
of 1777 so that Americans would be
spared ever living under a capricious
and arbitrary power.

Mr. Speaker, there are moments for
careful calculation, for weighing polit-
ical expediency and conflicting inter-
ests, and there are moments for clarity
and conviction. This is that moment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the
President.
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HONORING THE LIFE OF PRIVATE
FIRST CLASS WILLIAM HOOVER
JONES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. BUTTERFIELD) for 5
minutes.

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker,
yesterday, at World Tabernacle Church
in Rocky Mount, North Carolina, I had
one of the highest honors in my life, to
speak at the funeral service for Private
First Class William Hoover Jones who
served in the Korean war.

He went missing on 26 November 1950.
His remains were recently returned to
U.S. soil by the North Koreans. The fu-
neral service was handled by H.D. Pope
Funeral Home, and he will be interred
at Arlington National Cemetery on Au-
gust 22 of this year with full military
rites.

Mr. Speaker, with your permission, I
will read into the RECORD my remarks
from the funeral:

‘““As Representative for North Caro-
lina’s First Congressional District,
please allow me to extend official con-
dolences to this family on behalf of the
President and Congress of the United
States of America.

“PFC William Hoover Jones gave his
young life on the battlefield on foreign
soil in defense of our country as part of
the historic 24th Infantry Regiment, a
Black Army regiment first organized in
1869 following the Civil War.

“Private First Class Jones fought on
the front line for the Republic of South
Korea during the Korean war.

“For his service, Private First Class
Jones was promoted to private first
class and posthumously awarded the
Purple Heart, the Combat Infantryman
Badge, the Korean Service Medal, the
National Defense Service Medal, the
Republic of Korean Presidential Unit
Citation, and the Republic of Korea
War Service Medal.

“This Nation is indebted to PFC
Jones for his service to our country
and for offering the highest sacrifice
for freedom. His life.

“PFC Jones was born in Nash County
in 1931 at the beginning of the Great
Depression. Life in Nash County during
that period was Third World. Not only
did African Americans suffer from sec-
ond-class citizenship, but they suffered
from extreme poverty. Undoubtedly,
William Hoover Jones wanted a better
life.

“On 31 May 1950, at the tender age of
18, Hoover enlisted to serve for 3 years
in the Army, recognizing that he would
be deployed to Korea to engage in a
deadly war. I am confident that he vol-
unteered not only to defend our Nation
and our Nation’s interests, but to seek
a better future for himself.

“The record reflects that Private
Jones was poorly trained as an infan-
tryman. History reveals that most
Black soldiers of that era were poorly
trained. Though his training was in-
complete, Private Jones was deployed
to Korea, placed in an all-Black unit,
Company E, 2nd Battalion, 24th Infan-
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try Regiment of the 25th Infantry Divi-
sion. President Truman had ordered
that unit integrated in 1948, but as of
1950, integration in the unit had not oc-
curred.

“The Black soldiers of the 24th Infan-
try fought valiantly, but the North Ko-
reans and the Chinese were too fierce
and greatly outnumbered our soldiers.

“The only African American officer
serving the 24th Infantry was Lieuten-
ant Leon Gilbert of York, Pennsyl-
vania. Lieutenant Gilbert led his sol-
diers into fierce battles with the enemy
near the 38th parallel. On 1 September
1950, recognizing that the 24th Infantry
was literally on a suicide mission,
Lieutenant Gilbert ordered his soldiers
off of a deadly hill. The division’s com-
manding officer directed Lieutenant
Gilbert to return his soldiers to the
fight, but he refused.

“Gilbert was court-martialed for his
refusal. He was given a death sentence.
After widespread outrage from Black
Americans, President Harry Truman
commuted the sentence to 20 years of
imprisonment. He served 5 of those 20
years.

‘“‘Because of these events, the 24th In-
fantry Regiment was disbanded, but
the division was desperately in need of
infantry soldiers. Therefore, the 24th
Infantry was reactivated and forced
back to the front line. It was there
that PFC Jones went missing on 26 No-
vember 1950 at the age of 19 years old.

‘““He was recovered by the North Ko-
reans, and his remains have been se-
creted for the past 68 years. They were
returned to American soil just a few
weeks ago. That is the record of PFC
Jones and the story of the 24th Infan-
try Regiment in the Korean war.

“PFC Jones represents a generation
of young African American men who
stood for this country when this coun-
try didn’t stand for them.

“I thank the Department of Defense
for its efforts in recovering and trans-
porting these remains and enabling
this ceremony as we salute an Amer-
ican hero.

“Finally, I pray solace will be found
in knowing that a loved-one’s remains
are home. His soul is in Heaven, and he
died on the battlefield with integrity.
God bless each of the members of his
family.”

Mr. Speaker, I am grateful for the op-
portunity to honor and recognize the
life and work of Private First Class
William Hoover Jones.

———

CONCERNS OVER WAIVER
PROCESS

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

Mr. BERA. Mr. Speaker, this Wednes-
day, June 26, marks the 1-year anniver-
sary of the Supreme Court upholding
President Trump’s travel ban which
suspended the issuance of immigrant
and nonimmigrant visas to applicants
from five Muslim-majority countries:
Iran, Libya, Somalia, Syria, and
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Yemen; plus Venezuela and North
Korea.

In upholding the travel ban, the
court indicated that by including
North Korea and Venezuela, the admin-
istration was not targeting only Mus-
lim countries. In addition, the adminis-
tration was creating a mechanism by
which foreign nationals from those
banned countries could be issued a
waiver to enter the United States if:
one, the applicant did not represent a
security threat with their entry; or,
two, if denying entry would cause
undue hardship.

One year later, we can evaluate
whether the Trump administration has
honored the court ruling.

Mr. Speaker, from my experience
with my constituents in Sacramento
County, the resounding answer is ‘‘no.”
In my district, a young girl named
Omnia, who was born in Libya to an
American mother and a Libyan father,
was separated from her family for 2
years because of the travel ban.

Her mother, an American citizen,
took Omnia, who was then 2 years old,
to the immigrant visa interview at the
Embassy in Tunis, where the interview
was only minutes long with no ques-
tions. Instead, the consular officer said
the Embassy had all of the documents
and everything was in order, but they
could not issue the visa for the 2-year-
old. The consular officer told the moth-
er, who was 7 months pregnant at the
time, to go back to the U.S. and have
her baby, and then come back when the
travel ban was over.

The consular office did not reference
the undue hardship exception which
was stipulated in the visa waiver proc-
ess. I don’t believe this 2-year-old was
a security risk and separating a 2-year-
old from their mother clearly causes
undue hardship, so I am not sure what
that process was.

There is also the disturbing case last
year of a Yemeni mother who fought to
obtain a visa waiver to travel to Cali-
fornia to see her terminally ill son. It
was only after widespread media cov-
erage that she was finally granted a
visa waiver to visit the United States
to see her son just days before he
passed away.

This story takes place over and over
again in districts all across this coun-
try. Thus, I have serious concerns
about the waiver process, how it is
being implemented unevenly and with
little guidance, and that waivers grant-
ed are not leading to the issuance of
visas for cleared individuals.

O 1215

My concern is further heightened due
to the cases of constituents in my dis-
trict and across the country who are
being negatively impacted by con-
fusing and uneven processes.

Now, in my role as chairman of the
Subcommittee on Oversight and Inves-
tigations for the House Foreign Affairs
Committee, I am aiming to shed light
on how the visa waiver process is being
implemented. We have asked—and the
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State Department has not provided in-
formation to us that we have re-
quested—about how to gain a waiver,
what is the process, and what is the
yes/no here.

I think I know why. It is because
there isn’t one, as countless examples
and stories have shown.

We have got to continue to shine a
spotlight on the millions of Americans
whose lives have been thrown into
chaos due to the President’s reckless
and ill thought-through process. I, as
an American, am going to continue to
fight on their behalf.

———

VIOLENCE AGAINST HEALTHCARE
WORKERS

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

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, on
June 11 of this month, the House Edu-
cation and Labor Committee reported
out legislation, H.R. 1309, the Work-
place Violence Prevention for
Healthcare and Social Service Workers
Act. Mr. Speaker, this is a culmination
and a milestone of a 7-year process
that began in 2013.

Like many Members of Congress, I
have been hearing about stories of ris-
ing violence in emergency rooms, am-
bulances, and treatment facilities to
nurses, doctors, and nurses aides that
showed a disturbing trend.

One such case was Helene Andrews, a
registered nurse from Danbury, Con-
necticut, who was assaulted multiple
times during her career. Shortly before
she retired, while she was dispensing
medication to a patient, she was
thrown to the floor and her pelvis was
shattered.

In 2013, former Congressman George
Miller of California and I requested a
report from the Government Account-
ability Office to dig deeper to deter-
mine how pervasive this violence is and
what strategies are at our disposal to
reverse this trend. The report, which
was completed in 2016, found that
workers in healthcare facilities experi-
enced substantially higher rates of
nonfatal injuries due to violence in the
workplace compared to workers over-
all.

Between 2006 and 2016, there was a 70
percent increase in violent incidents
that occurred in healthcare and social
service workplaces that resulted in em-
ployees being away from work. Accord-
ing to the Bureau of Labor Statistics,
healthcare and social service workers
are nearly five times more likely to
suffer a serious injury from workplace
violence than workers in other set-
tings.

Up to 30 percent of hospital workers
report being assaulted at work. For
employees in psych hospitals, that
number is drastically higher. Nearly 50
percent of emergency room physicians
have been physically assaulted at
work, and 80 percent report that this
violence affects patient care.
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Despite these alarming statistics, we
know that violence against this work-
force is, in fact, grossly underreported.
Many medical professionals are dis-
couraged from reporting incidents, fear
further stigmatizing patients, or are
just told: ‘“Move on. Shake it off. It is
part of the job.”

Mr. Speaker, during the course of
work on this legislation, we actually
heard from the Cleveland Clinic in
northeast Ohio, which is one of the
largest healthcare networks in Amer-
ica. The CEO of Cleveland Clinic, Tom
Mihaljevic, gave his 2019 state of the
clinic address, where he described that
there is a national epidemic of violence
against healthcare workers, especially
in emergency room departments. Last
year alone, nearly 30,000 weapons were
confiscated from patients and visitors
in that healthcare network. At the
time we did the markup, one of the
members of our committee actually ex-
pressed disbelief that, in fact, that sta-
tistic was accurate.

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
a letter I supplied to Congresswoman
FoxX at the end of last week citing Mr.
Mihaljevic’s report, which was a
YouTube that is easily found, as well
as an article from Modern Healthcare,
which quoted this amazing and aston-
ishing statistic.

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
2nd District, CT, June 21, 2019.
Rep. VIRGINIA FOXX,
Ranking Member, Committee on Education
and Labor, Washington, DC.

DEAR RANKING MEMBER Fo0xX: During our
June 11th mark up of H.R. 1309, the Work-
place Violence Prevention for Health Care
and Social Service Workers Act you ques-
tioned the veracity of a statement I made re-
garding the high number of weapons con-
fiscated from patients and visitors at the
Cleveland Clinic in 2018. The number I cited,
30,000, is indeed alarming. It is also accurate,
and further evidence that health care and so-
cial service workers require enforceable pro-
tections to limit potential violence against
them at their place of work.

During the mark up, you asked publicly
that I verify this statistic, so I would like to
share with you two resources which confirm
that 30,000 weapons were confiscated from
the Cleveland Clinic’s Northeast Ohio facili-
ties in 2018.

In Cleveland Clinic CEO Dr. Tom
Mihaljevic’s 2019 ‘‘State of The Clinic” ad-
dress from February 27, 2019, he states:
‘‘there is a national epidemic of violence
against health care workers, especially in
emergency departments . . . last year alone,
nearly 30,000 weapons were confiscated from
patients and visitors.” You can view the ad-
dress here: https:/www.youtube.com/
watch?v=pOr2UqlNzuY

Additionally, a March 11,
Healthcare article entitled ‘‘Healthcare
workers face violence ‘epidemic’” cites Dr.
Mihaljevic’s address and reports that “‘In
2018, the clinic confiscated a staggering
30,000 weapons from patients and visitors in
its system in the Northeast Ohio region.”
The article can be read here: https:/
tinyurl.com/y5thhm4r

Given your understandable alarm upon
hearing that the tens of thousands of em-
ployees working at these facilities face daily
exposure to violence, I would welcome your
support of H.R. 1309. As you know, violence
against this workforce is on the rise. Both
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Democratic and Republican OSHA Secre-
taries believe an enforceable standard is the
best way to reverse this trend, and this legis-
lation will ensure that happens in a timely
manner.
Thank you,
JOE COURTNEY.

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, it is
obviously not limited just to the State
of Ohio. We know these incidents are
preventable.

Since 1996, OSHA has published vol-
untary guidelines that recommend
commonsense preventative measures
that employers can take to reduce the
risk and severity of violent incidents,
and that is what our bill does. It basi-
cally requires, through OSHA, that
there be a violence prevention plan in
healthcare settings.

It is not one size fits all. It recog-
nizes that some facilities are different
from others. But, in fact, there has to
be a way to train staff to understand
patient risk, to understand ways to de-
escalate violence, and a way to design
workforces to reduce the incidence of
violence.

In addition, it requires that there be
a reporting mechanism to OSHA when
these incidents occur. Today, in a hos-
pital, if there is a slip and fall, it must
be reported; if there is a chemical leak,
it must be reported; but if a nurse is
punched, kicked, or spit at, that is not
required to be reported, and that is
what our bill will do.

The legislation was reported out with
a favorable report. We have 187 cospon-
sors of the legislation. It is bipartisan,
and it will be brought up this summer
for final action.

We have waited far too long to pro-
tect the caregivers, the people in the
caring professions which every Amer-
ican relies on and depends on to be
healed, consoled, and cared for. Yet it
is clear from the GAO report that they
are being subjected to incidents of vio-
lence which, again, are totally unac-
ceptable and which hinder their ability
to do their mission. It is time to pass
H.R. 1309.

Again, I applaud the support from
the emergency room physicians, the
emergency room nurses, and the Amer-
ican Nurses Association, as well as a
host of other groups that are affiliated
with our healthcare delivery system.

Let’s protect the caregivers. Let’s
pass H.R. 1309.

———

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 20
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

———
[ 1400

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. PRICE of North Carolina)
at 2 p.m.
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PRAYER

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

God, Father of us all, we give You
thanks for giving us another day.

Please send Your spirit upon this as-
sembly, that the men and women who
serve the United States in contentious
times such as these might better work
together for the benefit of our Nation.
This is not easy, so bless them with
Your wisdom and give them the pa-
tience and understanding to rise to the
demands of their calling.

So also we ask Your blessing upon
our world, where so many live and, un-
fortunately, die in nations and regions
cursed by violence and division. We are
mindful, O God, of the descendants of
Abraham in the Middle East. Imbue
them with the grace to see their broth-
ers and sisters in one another. Lord,
have Mercy.

Lord, be with us this day and all
days, and may all that is done 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 Texas (Mr. CONAWAY)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. CONAWAY led the Pledge of Al-
legiance 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.

——————

HONORING REPRESENTATIVE BILL
PASCRELL

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

Ms. SHERRILL. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor our colleague, Rep-
resentative BILL PASCRELL, for whom
the fire headquarters in his hometown
of Paterson, New Jersey, is being
named.

Representative PASCRELL has been a
tireless champion of our country’s fire-
fighters. In 2000, he led the passage of
the FIRE Act, the only Federal pro-
gram to deliver grant funds directly to
local fire departments. In 2015, he
helped secure a $7.5 million grant for
the Paterson Fire Department, which
prevented a dangerous reduction of
forces. He is co-chair of the Congres-
sional Fire Services Caucus.

Just this month, I proudly cast my
vote for Representative PASCRELL’S
amendment to increase funding for the
Firefighter Cancer Registry to ensure
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our firefighters can get the care they
need.

As a representative of New Jersey
and as an American, I am grateful for
all the work the Congressman has done
to ensure protection and care for the
brave men and women who put their
lives on the line to keep our commu-
nities safe.

Though I regret I cannot be there
with him this morning in Paterson, I
congratulate Representative PASCRELL
on this well-deserved honor.

———————

OBSERVING ALZHEIMER’S AND
BRAIN AWARENESS MONTH

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

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, June is Alzheimer’s and Brain
Awareness Month.

As a member of the Congressional
Task Force on Alzheimer’s Disease, I
am grateful to continue supporting
families facing Alzheimer’s. Addition-
ally, I appreciate the BOLD Infrastruc-
ture for Alzheimer’s Act that President
Donald Trump signed into law in De-
cember last year.

Currently, there are more than 5 mil-
lion Americans who live with Alz-
heimer’s, with 16 million family mem-
bers and friends who serve as care-
givers. It is inspiring to know that
313,000 caregivers in South Carolina
provide over 352 million hours of un-
paid care.

South Carolina has extraordinary fa-
cilities to provide exemplary care for
Alzheimer’s patients in a friendly envi-
ronment, including Carroll Campbell
Place of Lexington Medical Center,
honoring our late Governor.

Support and research are provided by
the Alzheimer’s Association Walk to
End Alzheimer’s, with walks held an-
nually in more than 600 communities
nationwide, with Taylor Wilson orga-
nizing the Midlands events.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September the
11th in the global war on terrorism.

——

WISHING MARK WILLIAMS GOOD
LUCK IN HIS FUTURE ENDEAVORS

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

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, it is
with a bittersweet heart today that I
rise to recognize my current chief of
staff, Mark Williams.

Mark will finish 16 years of service
with the House of Representatives and
be moving on to the private sector. He
has been my chief for 4% years. He
served, faithfully, Todd Rokita, Sam
Johnson, and myself. He is one of those
quiet professionals who makes this
place work.

He is a consummate professional, and
I am a better Member of Congress be-
cause of his wise counsel, his advice,
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his hard work, and his dedication to
my team and our team.

I wish he and his wife, Noel; son,
Nolan; and daughter, Katherine all the
best and Godspeed in this next endeav-
or. They will be missed. Although we
won’t see them on a day-to-day basis,
they are still a part of Team Conaway
and also my family.

Mr. Speaker, I wish Mark good luck.
We love him.

WELCOMING CONGRESSIONAL ART
COMPETITION WINNER CINDY LAM

(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, today, I welcome Cindy
Lam to the Capitol. Cindy is the win-
ner of Pennsylvania’s 15th Congres-
sional District Congressional Art Com-
petition.

The annual art competition orga-
nized by the Congressional Institute
showcases the artwork of high school
students from across every congres-
sional district in the country.

Cindy just finished up her sophomore
year at DuBois Area Senior High
School earlier this month. Her artwork
entitled ‘‘Self” is a prism-colored pen-
cil drawing.

Cindy’s artwork was selected, by an
independent panel of judges, from 68
entries, which is one of the largest
groups of students to participate in the
15th District’s Congressional Art Com-
petition. All the winning pieces will be
displayed for the year in the Cannon
tunnel, where they will be viewed by
Members of Congress, staff, and many
visitors of the Capitol every day.

Today, Cindy is participating in a re-
ception where she and fellow winners
from across the country will be hon-
ored for their talented work.

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate Cindy
and all the students who participated
in the competition.

———

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.

———
O 1500

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. PRICE of North Carolina)
at 3 p.m.

——————

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Miss Kaitlyn
Roberts, one of his secretaries.
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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, June 24, 2019.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
The Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to the
permission 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
June 24, 2019, at 11:14 a.m.:

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 559.

With best wishes, I am,

Sincerely,
CHERYL L. JOHNSON.

——————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

The House will resume proceedings
on postponed questions at a later time.

——

BOOSTING RATES OF AMERICAN
VETERAN EMPLOYMENT ACT

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2109) to amend title 38, United
States Code, to authorize the Secretary
of Veterans Affairs, in awarding a con-
tract for the procurement of goods or
services, to give a preference to
offerors that employ veterans.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2109

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 ‘‘Boosting
Rates of American Veteran Employment
Act” or the “BRAVE Act”.

SEC. 2. PREFERENCE FOR OFFERORS EMPLOY-
ING VETERANS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter II of chapter
81 of title 38, United States Code, is amended
by adding after section 8128 the following
new section:

“§8129. Preference for offerors employing
veterans

‘‘(a) PREFERENCE.—In awarding a contract
for the procurement of goods or services, the
Secretary may give a preference to offerors
that employ veterans on a full-time basis.
The Secretary shall determine such pref-
erence based on the percentage of the full-
time employees of the offeror who are vet-
erans.

‘“(b) ENFORCEMENT PENALTIES FOR MIS-
REPRESENTATION.—(1) Any offeror that is de-
termined by the Secretary to have willfully
and intentionally misrepresented the vet-
eran status of the employees of the offeror
for purposes of subsection (a) may be
debarred from contracting with the Depart-
ment for a period of not less than five years.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

‘(2) If the Secretary carries out a debar-
ment under paragraph (1), the Secretary
shall commence debarment action against
the offeror by not later than 30 days after de-
termining that the offeror willfully and in-
tentionally misrepresented the veteran sta-
tus of the employees of the offeror as de-
scribed in paragraph (1) and shall complete
debarment actions against such offeror by
not later than 90 days after such determina-
tion.

‘“(3) The debarment of an offeror under
paragraph (1) includes the debarment of all
principals in the offeror for a period of not
less than five years.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of such chapter is
amended by inserting after the item relating
to section 8128 the following new item:
¢‘8129. Preference for offerors employing vet-

erans.”’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. TAKANO) and the gentle-
woman from American Samoa (Mrs.
RADEWAGEN) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and to
insert extraneous material on H.R.
2109.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
2109, the Boosting Rates of American
Veteran Employment Act, or BRAVE
Act.

We know that overall veterans’ un-
employment rates are below the na-
tional average, and that includes a 3.5
percent rate for our younger post-9/11
veterans. However, this hides an alarm-
ing statistic: nearly one-third of vet-
eran jobseekers are underemployed at a
rate 15.6 percent higher than non-
veteran jobseekers.

Both parties agree that men and
women returning from our most recent
conflicts deserve to come home to a re-
liable, good paying job. We owe them
that.

We can start right here in the Fed-
eral Government. The VA establishes
long-term contracts with private com-
panies for medical equipment, con-
struction supplies, services, and more.

Currently, the VA gives a preference
for these contracts to veteran-owned
small businesses.

The BRAVE Act would expand this
contracting preference to allow the VA
Secretary to give a preference to com-
panies that actively employ veterans, a
policy that would incentivize compa-
nies to hire more veterans, already a
smart approach for companies, because
veterans bring to a job the skills they
earned and learned in their years of in-
valuable military training.

This bipartisan bill would not add
any additional costs or burdens to the
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taxpayers. It allows for the debarment
of any company that knowingly mis-
represents its proportion of veteran
employees in order to receive a con-
tracting preference.

The BRAVE Act represents a win-win
for the private sector, the Federal Gov-
ernment, and most importantly, vet-
erans themselves.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank Rep-
resentative RICE for her hard work on
this excellent bill, and Ranking Mem-
ber ROE for beginning work on this bill
last Congress. I urge my colleagues to
support it today.

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

Mrs. RADEWAGEN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself as much time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 2109, introduced by Representa-
tive RICE of New York.

Mr. Speaker, to improve employment
opportunities for veterans and business
opportunities for the companies that
employ them, H.R. 2109 would author-
ize the Department of Veterans Affairs,
VA, to consider the number of veterans
who would be employed by a potential
contractor and give the company that
employs certain veterans credit for
doing so during the contract approval
process.

The bill would also allow VA to debar
any contractor who willfully and inten-
tionally misrepresents the number of
veterans they employ.

Mr. Speaker, thanks to President
Trump and Republican pro-growth poli-
cies, the veteran unemployment rate is
at a near historic low of 2.7 percent.

I firmly believe that we should en-
courage businesses to provide job op-
portunities to veterans as well as pro-
vide VA with the authority to consider
veteran hires when making contracting
decisions. This legislation emphasizes
that.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Representative
RICE for her work on this bill, which
has my full support. I urge all my col-
leagues to support H.R. 2109.

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

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentlewoman from New
York (Miss RICE), my good friend, who
is a member of the Veterans’ Affairs
Committee and a member of the Sub-
committee on Economic Opportunity,
and the sponsor of H.R. 21009.

Miss RICE of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today in support of H.R. 2109, the
Boosting Rates of American Veteran
Employment Act, which I introduced
along with PAUL CooK from California.

The BRAVE Act is commonsense, bi-
partisan legislation that will authorize
the VA Secretary to give preference to
contractors with high concentrations
of full-time veteran employees when
awarding Federal contracts.

First, this bill will reward companies
that actively hire and invest in vet-
erans, companies that seek out vet-
erans and give them opportunities to
bring their unique skills and training
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and experience to the civilian work-
force.

Second, it will create an incentive
for other companies to do the same,
which in turn will help bring more vet-
erans into the workforce, and with
good-paying jobs at that, the types of
opportunities that give veterans and
their families the stability they need
as they transition to civilian life.

Most importantly, as more and more
companies hire more and more vet-
erans, they will ultimately see that in-
vesting in veterans is just good for
business. That is what the real incen-
tive should be, not just an advantage in
securing Federal contracts, but getting
the benefit of employees who have
worn the uniform, who have been
trained by the greatest military in the
world, and who have learned to get the
job done no matter what the job is or
how tough it may be.

What business wouldn’t want to have
employees like that?

Lastly, it bears emphasizing that
this bill will cost taxpayers absolutely
nothing.

We need more businesses in the pri-
vate sector to recognize the value of in-
vesting in the men and women who
have served our country.

To be clear, this isn’t an act of char-
ity. Veterans are not looking for a
handout. They just need an oppor-
tunity to show what they can do. That
is what this bill will help accomplish.

The BRAVE Act will help ensure that
more veterans have those opportuni-
ties.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank Chair-
man TAKANO and Ranking Member ROE
for supporting this bill and for helping
to bring it to the floor today.

This legislation passed unanimously
in the last Congress, and I urge my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to
once again give it the bipartisan sup-
port it deserves.

Mrs. RADEWAGEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
am prepared to close, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, I urge all
of my colleagues to support the legisla-
tion sponsored by Miss RICE, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
TAKANO) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2109.

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.

———

REDUCING CREDIT HOUR REQUIRE-
MENT FOR EDITH NOURSE ROG-
ERS STEM SCHOLARSHIP

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2196) to amend title 38, United
States Code, to reduce the credit hour
requirement for the Edith Nourse Rog-
ers STEM Scholarship program of the
Department of Veterans Affairs.
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The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The text of the bill is as follows:
H.R. 2196
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. REDUCTION IN CREDIT HOUR RE-
QUIREMENT FOR EDITH NOURSE
ROGERS STEM SCHOLARSHIP.

Section 3320(b)(4)(A)(i) of title 38, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘more
than the standard 128 semester (or 192 quar-
ter) credit hours’” and inserting ‘‘at least the
standard 120 semester (or 180 quarter) credit
hours”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. TAKANO) and the gentle-
woman from American Samoa (Mrs.
RADEWAGEN) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and to
insert extraneous material on H.R.
2196.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
2196, a bill to reduce the credit hour re-
quirement for the Edith Nourse Rogers
STEM Scholarship program.

H.R. 2196 is a technical correction to
the Edith Nourse Rogers STEM Schol-
arship, which was codified into law
with the passage of the Harry W.
Colmery Veterans Educational Assist-
ance Act of 2017, also known as the
Forever GI Bill.

This STEM scholarship program,
named after the former chairwoman of
the House Veterans’ Affairs Com-
mittee, Edith Nourse Rogers, provides
veterans who are enrolled in STEM
programs with additional support if
their GI benefits are exhausted before
they complete an undergraduate de-
gree.

Unfortunately, this much needed
scholarship program is crippled by the
qualification criteria, which neces-
sitates that veterans must be enrolled
in STEM programs that require more
than 128 semester credit hours to grad-
uate.

According to the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, these criteria only allow
veterans enrolled in three programs at
higher learning institutions to partici-
pate in this great scholarship program.

Now, this was not the intent of the
Congress. H.R. 2196 would correct this
oversight by reducing the required se-
mester credit hours of a degree pro-
gram from 128 to 120, to allow more
programs at a wider array of institu-
tions of higher learning to qualify for
the program.

Now, veterans across the country are
enrolling in Science, Technology, Engi-
neering, and Math based degree pro-
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grams at rapid rates, and we should
continue to encourage veterans to pur-
sue STEM programs and employment
in STEM fields.

By continuing to invest in our vet-
erans, we are investing in the Amer-
ican economy and our great Nation.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank Rep-
resentative BARR, Representative
LEVIN, and Ranking Member ROE for
their hard work on this excellent bill. I
would especially like to thank Chair-
man LEVIN and the rest of the Eco-
nomic Opportunity Subcommittee for
their bipartisan work to get this bill to
the floor in a timely fashion.

Mr. Speaker, I urge the rest of my
colleagues to support this legislation,
and I reserve the balance of my time.

Mrs. RADEWAGEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself as much time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 2196. This bill, which is intro-
duced by an outstanding new member
of our committee, Representative BARR
of Kentucky, would clarify the eligi-
bility for the Edith Nourse Rogers
STEM Scholarship program.

This program, enacted as part of the
Forever GI Bill, authorizes extra GI
bill funding to help veterans complete
their undergraduate degrees in a STEM
field.
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Mr. Speaker, we all know about the
need to fill vacancies for high-paying
jobs in the STEM field. The Smithso-
nian Science Education Center pro-
jected that, in 2018, 2.4 million STEM
jobs went unfilled. This program is
critical to ensure that veterans are the
ones who fill these vacancies. However,
because of the way the law was drafted,
most students are prevented from
using this new benefit due to a tech-
nical glitch that excludes all but a few
STEM programs.

With this program going live on Au-
gust 1, just over a month from now, I
am grateful to Representative BARR for
quickly stepping up to the plate and of-
fering this bill to fix the law’s lan-
guage. Hopefully, with cooperation
from our friends in the Senate, we can
make this change before August.

I encourage all Members to support
H.R. 2196.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. BARR).

Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker. I rise today
in support of my bill, H.R. 2196, which
would amend the credit hour require-
ment for the Edith Nourse Rogers
Science, Technology, Engineering, and
Math Scholarship program and the
Forever GI Bill, named after Congress-
woman Edith Nourse Rogers, who
served 18 consecutive terms in Con-
gress and was a tireless advocate for
veterans throughout the 21st century.
This legislation follows the spirit of
this pioneering Congresswoman and en-
sures that our veterans are able to ac-
cess the benefits that they have
earned.

The Rogers STEM Scholarship pro-
vides up to 9 months of additional



June 24, 2019

Post-9/11 GI Bill benefits to qualifying
veterans and Fry Scholars seeking an
undergraduate STEM degree or who
have earned a STEM degree and are
seeking a teaching certification.

Our bill makes a necessary and time-
ly change to the eligibility require-
ment for the Rogers STEM Scholarship
program from 128 required credit hours
to a much more common 120 credit-
hour requirement.

After passage of the Forever GI Bill,
the VA discovered that there were only
three States where the average STEM
degree exceeds 128 required credit
hours, meaning that the vast majority
of veterans would be unable to access
this benefit.

This scholarship is set to launch Au-
gust 1, as was recently said, of this
year, and it is incumbent on Congress
to make this fix before then to ensure
that more student veterans pursuing
STEM degrees are able to utilize the
additional funding Congress provided
for them in the Forever GI Bill.

I would like to thank my colleague,
Congressman LEVIN, for his support in
introducing this bill, as well as Rank-
ing Member ROE and Representative
RADEWAGEN for their cosponsorship as
well.

This is a win-win. There is a labor
supply shortage, especially in critical
STEM fields, and so employers need
STEM-educated workers. At the same
time, there is no better group of people
than veterans who know teamwork,
who know about putting a cause great-
er than themselves, and who, in many
cases, have skills that are particularly
adaptive to the STEM fields where this
is a win for them, as well, in their
movement to civilian life.

I am proud to see this legislation
pass by voice vote in our committee,
and I urge my colleagues to support
this important legislation to ensure we
are setting up our veterans for success
and job security after their service to
our Nation.

Mrs. RADEWAGEN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. MEUSER).

Mr. MEUSER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Representative RADEWAGEN for yield-
ing to me, and I thank my friend, Mr.
BARR, for his leadership on this impor-
tant issue.

We live in an information-based tech-
nological world. As we look around us,
all our lives are touched by STEM in-
novation. It is the science- and math-
based education that will continue to
shape our country and world and drive
our economy into the next century.

H.R. 2196 is a commonsense, bipar-
tisan fix to give student veterans who
are enrolled in STEM programs more
flexibility to utilize the educational
benefits they earned through their
service.

By allowing student veterans to take
additional credit hours, such as addi-
tional math and science courses, the
Edith Nourse Rogers Scholarship helps
veterans receive a strong STEM edu-
cation, which is essential for suc-
ceeding in technological industries.
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As I travel around my district in
Pennsylvania, I consistently hear from
local businesses about the widening
skills gap, and I know these are senti-
ments echoed in districts throughout
the Nation. Our workforce demands
more individuals with a STEM edu-
cation, and who better to have on the
front lines of our evolving global econ-
omy than men and women who bravely
served our country.

We owe it to our student veterans the
ability to pursue a STEM education
and to ensure they have the tools and
resources they need as they transition
back into civilian life. This legislation
takes an important step in doing just
that.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues in
the House to vote in support of this
bill.

Mrs. RADEWAGEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, I want to
urge my colleagues to support H.R.
2196, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MALINOWSKI). The question is on the
motion offered by the gentleman from
California (Mr. TAKANO) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 2196.

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.

—————

IMPOSING SANCTIONS WITH RE-
SPECT TO IRAN—MESSAGE FROM
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 116-45)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the TUnited
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, referred
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs
and ordered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

Pursuant to the International Emer-
gency Economic Powers Act (60 U.S.C.
1701 et seq.) (IEEPA), I hereby report
that I have issued an Executive Order
with respect to Iran that takes addi-
tional steps with respect to the na-
tional emergency declared in Executive
Order 12957 of March 15, 1995.

I am enclosing a copy of the order I
have issued.

DONALD J. TRUMP.
THE WHITE HOUSE, June 24, 2019.

———

COMMERCE, JUSTICE, SCIENCE,
AND RELATED AGENCIES APPRO-
PRIATIONS ACT, 2020

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 445 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill, H.R. 3055.

Will the gentleman from the North-
ern Mariana Islands (Mr. SABLAN) kind-
ly take the chair.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
3055) making appropriations for the De-
partments of Commerce and Justice,
Science, and Related Agencies for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 2020,
and for other purposes, with Mr.
SABLAN (Acting Chair) in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-
mittee of the Whole rose on Friday,
June 21, 2019, amendment No. 221 print-
ed in House Report 116-119 offered by
the gentleman from TUtah (Mr.
McADAMS) had been disposed of.
AMENDMENT NO. 229 OFFERED BY MR. WOODALL

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 229 printed
in part B of House Report 116-119.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Strike section 193.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 445, the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. WOODALL) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Georgia.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Chairman, if you
had granted me more than 5 minutes, I
would have spent much more of that
time talking about how good it was to
see you there in the chair, but you will
just have to know I am feeling it here,
even though I can’t belabor that point.

I serve on the Transportation Com-
mittee, Mr. Chairman, and my amend-
ment proposes to strike jurisdiction
that belongs to the Transportation
Committee from the appropriations
bill. Now, as you know, clause 2 of the
House Rules prohibits legislating on an
appropriations bill, but the House
Rules Committee waived those rules as
this bill came to the floor, so the only
alternative I have is to come and try to
strike that provision.

The truth is that we have not had a
single hearing on this provision in the
Transportation Committee, Mr. Chair-
man. We have not had a single witness
testify in the Transportation Com-
mittee. We have had bills sitting in the
Transportation Committee that pur-
port to deal with this topic since Janu-
ary and have not called a single bit of
activity directed in this direction, de-
spite having moved a whole host of
bills to the House floor already this
year.

I see that my friends, the chairman
of the Transportation Committee and
the chair of the subcommittee, have
put out a Dear Colleague encouraging
the defeat of this amendment, surren-
dering this jurisdiction of the Trans-
portation Committee to the Appropria-
tions Committee.
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Mr. Chairman, there are times that
we do have to legislate on appropria-
tions bills, those times that we can’t
have a functioning authorizing process.
That is not the case with Chairman
DEFAZzIO. It is not the case with Chair-
woman HOLMES NORTON, and I cannot
imagine, for the life of me, why this
House would choose to tuck into the
back of an appropriations bill language
that should be heard by the full au-
thorizing committee.

If we strike this language today, my
commitment is to work with all my
friends in the House to try to move
language forward through the regular
authorizing process and have that back
on the House floor this year.

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

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from North Carolina is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, section 193 simply ensures
that when TIFIA loans are repaid by
local funds, they are treated as part of
the 1local share of transportation
projects. That sounds like common
sense to me.

Let me address some of the concerns
addressed by my colleague from Geor-
gia.

First, this provision was included in
the bill with the full support of the au-
thorizers, the Transportation and In-
frastructure Committee.

Second, when my colleague was in
the majority, I would remind him there
were no concerns with making perma-
nent authorizing changes on the Trans-
portation appropriations bill, and it did
not matter if a highway reauthoriza-
tion bill was on the horizon.

Third, section 193 is not a significant
departure from current law. Today, the
Department of Transportation may—
may—determine that a TIFIA loan re-
paid from non-Federal funds—that is,
local funding—can be designated as
part of a non-Federal share of Trans-
portation projects costs. This is par-
ticularly important for large, complex
projects, which are seeking to piece to-
gether local, State, and Federal fund-
ing from multiple sources.

The gentleman claims to be con-
cerned about small communities losing
their fair share of Federal capital in-
vestment grant funding, but he should
know that we have appropriated ample
funding for all projects in the grants
pipeline. The bill includes more than
$430 million for smaller projects, which
are often projects in small and midsize
communities, in addition to the $500
million that was appropriated last
year.

To provide greater certainty to
States and local communities, section
193 requires the Department to con-
sider if a TIFIA loan has been repaid by
local funds. That is just common sense.
If a local government is going to use
local revenue to repay a loan, why
wouldn’t that count as a local share?
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For an administration that speaks so
often about innovative financing, pub-
lic-private partnerships, and local com-
munities taking on more when it
comes to improving our Nation’s infra-
structure, it makes no sense to dis-
courage State and local governments
from contributing to the overall cost of
a project. I strongly urge my col-
leagues to oppose this amendment.

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

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Chairman, I
would have said in the realm of com-
mon sense that the authorizing com-
mittee should be allowed to authorize.

I would have said the realm of com-
mon sense would have been that, if we
have a committee that is functioning,
we should allow that committee to
function.

I would have said in the realm of
common sense, if the committee chair-
man supports it and the subcommittee
chairman supports it, that perhaps we
should have had a hearing where we at
least talked about it.

I ask, Mr. Chairman, when 80 percent
of the TIFIA money goes to only 10
States, what impact does this have on
smaller States?
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I would yield to anyone who knows,
but we don’t know because this isn’t
the authorizing committee.

The cardinal is absolutely right: He
provided additional money in CIG dol-
lars this year. But when there are
projects on the horizon that would, by
themselves, as a single project, Mr.
Chair, consume not 1l-year’s worth of
funding, not 2-years’ worth of funding,
but 3-years’ worth of funding, leaving
nothing for any other projects in the
Nation, what is the impact of having a
mandatory authorization?

I see my friend, the chairman, at the
desk. I love working with my friend,
the chairman, in the committee. In his
Dear Colleague that he and ELEANOR
HOLMES NORTON sent last year, he
pointed out exactly what I am con-
cerned about today, Mr. Chair. He said:
““As you know, the CIG program’s stat-
utory language is not like a typical
discretionary grant program. . . . It is
a pipeline program where eligible
projects that meet the statutory cri-
teria . . . are funded subject only to
continuing appropriations.”

The ‘“may’’ language my friend from
North Carolina cited, rather than
“‘shall” language, is included specifi-
cally because there is no discretion to
prevent the large projects from sucking
all the money out of the funding
stream.

I have that concern, and I would love
to be able to share that concern and
talk about that concern in the com-
mittee of jurisdiction. Again, I commit
to working with any Member who
wants to move such language forward.

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

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, I appreciate my colleague’s con-
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cern about the committee of jurisdic-
tion, so I am happy to be able to yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO),
the chairman of that committee.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chair, this is a ri-
diculous issue, to put it mildly. This
administration has taken two totally
contradictory positions on this.

Prior to this administration, if you
had a TIFIA loan, you were responsible
for paying it back with local funds. It
was counted as a local match. It is
their obligation. They have to pay it
back. They have to pay the loan fees.
They have to pay for everything that is
involved.

Then, in the first year of this admin-
istration, they said it is local. It
counts as a match.

Oh, wait a minute, a year ago, they
changed their mind. Exactly 1 year
apart: June 29, 2017, TIFIA loans will be
considered a local match; June 29, 2018,
they will not be considered a local
match. They will be considered as Fed-
eral money, ineligible.

What happened in between? I don’t
know. I think it had something to do
with the Portal Bridge in New Jersey
and the Gateway Program, and Presi-
dent Trump being in a dispute with the
Democratic leader of the Senate.

This is about politics, plain and sim-
ple, rotten politics, for critical infra-
structure that this country needs.

If a jurisdiction borrows money—
they borrowed it, they have to pay it
back—that doesn’t count. If they go to
a bank and borrow it and pay higher
interest rates, putting more burden on
local taxpayers, that is okay. But if
they got it from the Feds—by the way,
the Feds make money on TIFIA loans.
It is one of the most amazing pro-
grams. We make money on it. There
has only been like one default in the
history of the program. These are good
loans.

They have to pay it back, so why
wouldn’t it count? Politics, plain and
simple. This is trying to return to poli-
tics, as opposed to common sense, fol-
lowing preexisting practices and the
letter of the law.

By the way, this is just clarifying ex-
isting law because of a bizarre interpre-
tation written by the Trump DOT a
year ago this June.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Chair, how much
time do I have remaining?

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Georgia has 1 minute remaining.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Chair, I know
my friend from Oregon, when he talked
about rotten politics and those motiva-
tions, wasn’t talking about me. I know
that he was not. If he had been, we
would have taken that conversation a
different direction. I know that he was
not because my concern is sincere.

The fact that so much of that con-
versation centered on the White House
does make me wonder whether or not
politics is at play here.
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To have the authorizing chairman
say on the floor of the House that there
is no statutory difference between the
Secretary ‘‘may’” and the Secretary
‘‘shall” is the most shocking thing I
have heard in 2019. It is the definition
of a categorical difference.

We put “may’’ in there for a reason,
and that is to prevent a perversion of
the process, the perversion that I am
concerned about, the perversion that
my friend from Oregon could dismiss if
only we would hold a hearing in the
committee and allow me to hear from
some experts about it.

My concern is sincere, and the con-
cern of communities in my State is sin-
cere. There is a reason the House rules
prohibit doing this on the House floor
because our shared concerns are sin-
cere.

Mr. Chair, I urge support of the
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, if our colleague says that the
word ‘“‘may’’ was put in to prevent a
perversion of the process, I will simply
say, as Mr. DEFAZIO has made very
clear, we put in the word ‘‘shall’ to
prevent a clear and present perversion
of the process.

Mr. Chair, I yield the balance of my
time to the gentleman from Oregon
(Mr. DEFAZIO).

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chair, I certainly
wasn’t referring to my colleague, who 1
know is here in good faith on his own
terms.

The point is, on June 29, 2017, the
DOT stated that TIFIA loans will not
be considered Federal funds for the
purposes of evaluating how much local
share an applicant brings to the table.

What changed in that year? All years
prior, that was allowed. In 2017, sud-
denly, they changed their mind.

That is what I am talking about, rot-
ten politics.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, I yield back the balance of my
time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. WOODALL).

The amendment was rejected.

AMENDMENTS EN BLOC NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR.

PRICE OF NORTH CAROLINA

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, pursuant to section 3 of House
Resolution 445, as the designee of the
gentlewoman from New York (Mrs.
LOWEY), I offer amendments en bloc.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendments en bloc.

Amendments en bloc No. 7 consisting
of amendment Nos. 230, 236, 238, 242, 245,
250, 252, 254, 256, 260, 261, 262, 264, 266,
269, 270, 271, 272, 275, 276, 277, 278, 279,
280, 281, 283, 285, 286, 287, and 290 printed
in part B of House Report 116-119, of-
fered by Mr. PRICE of North Carolina:

AMENDMENT NO. 230 OFFERED BY MR.
DESAULNIER OF CALIFORNIA

Page 448, line 22, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $2,000,000) (in-
creased by $2,000,000)"’.
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AMENDMENT NO. 236 OFFERED BY MS. NORTON OF
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Page 464, line 5, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $1) (increased by $1)".

AMENDMENT NO. 238 OFFERED BY MS. WATERS OF
CALIFORNIA

Page 550, line 8, after the dollar
insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)"’.

Page 550, line 24, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(reduced by $5,000,000)"".

Page 592, line 8, after the dollar
insert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)’.

Page 594, line 16, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)"’.

Page 594, line 22, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)"’.

AMENDMENT NO. 242 OFFERED BY MS. JACKSON

LEE OF TEXAS

Page 449, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘“‘(reduced by $10,000,000) (increased by
$10,000,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 245 OFFERED BY MR. LANGEVIN
OF RHODE ISLAND

Page 448, line 22, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $800,000)"’.
Page 644, line 11, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $800,000)".
AMENDMENT NO. 250 OFFERED BY MR. FOSTER OF
ILLINOIS

Page 449, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $1).

Page 449, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $1)”".

AMENDMENT NO. 252 OFFERED BY MR. KEATING
OF MASSACHUSETTS

Page 447, line 6, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000) (in-
creased by $5,000,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 254 OFFERED BY MS. SEWELL OF
ALABAMA

Page 447, line 6, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $1)(reduced by
$1)”.

AMENDMENT NO. 256 OFFERED BY MR. BERA OF

CALIFORNIA

Page 447, line 6, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $2,000,000)"".

Page 515, line 16, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $2,000,000)"’.

Page 515, line 24, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $2,000,000)’.
AMENDMENT NO. 260 OFFERED BY MS. ADAMS OF

NORTH CAROLINA

Page 448, line 22, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $2,000,000)"".

Page 468, line 15, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $2,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 261 OFFERED BY MS. ADAMS OF
NORTH CAROLINA

Page 550, line 8, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000)"’.
Page 550, line 13, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000)"’
Page 599, line 6, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)’.
AMENDMENT NO. 262 OFFERED BY MS. ADAMS OF
NORTH CAROLINA

Page 550, line 8, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $2,000,000)"’.

Page 555, line 21, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $2,000,000)"’.

AMENDMENT NO. 264 OFFERED BY MR. SEAN

PATRICK MALONEY OF NEW YORK

Page 455, line 16, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000) (increased by
$1,000,000)’.
AMENDMENT NO. 266 OFFERED BY MS. PLASKETT

OF VIRGIN ISLANDS

Page 450, line 25, insert ¢, or any territory
or possession of the United States” before
the colon.

amount,

amount,
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Page 517, line 21, insert ‘‘, or any territory
or possession of the United States’ before
the colon.

AMENDMENT NO. 269 OFFERED BY MS. JAYAPAL
OF WASHINGTON

Page 471, line 6, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘“‘(reduced by $2,000,000) (increased by
$2,000,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 270 OFFERED BY MS. JAYAPAL

OF WASHINGTON

Page 447, line 6, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000)’.
Page 535, line 12, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)".
AMENDMENT NO. 271 OFFERED BY MS. BLUNT
ROCHESTER OF DELAWARE

Page 592, line 8, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000) (increased by
$1,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 272 OFFERED BY MR. CARBAJAL
OF CALIFORNIA

Page 461, line 6, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘“‘(increased by $500,000)’.
Page 461, line 6, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(reduced by $500,000)"’.
AMENDMENT NO. 275 OFFERED BY MR. LEVIN OF
CALIFORNIA

Page 608, line 10, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $1,500,000) (reduced by
$1,500,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 276 OFFERED BY MS. OMAR OF

MINNESOTA

Page 603, line 24, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $500,000)".
Page 603, line 25, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $500,000)".
AMENDMENT NO. 277 OFFERED BY MS. SCHRIER
OF WASHINGTON

Page 500, line 11, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000) (in-
creased by $1,000,000).

AMENDMENT NO. 278 OFFERED BY MS. ESCOBAR

OF TEXAS

Page 472, line 1, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘“‘(increased by $5,000,000) (reduced by
$5,000,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 279 OFFERED BY MS. ESCOBAR

OF TEXAS

Page 450, line 15, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000) (reduced by
$5,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 280 OFFERED BY MS. PORTER OF
CALIFORNIA

Page 447, line 6, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $10,000,000)"".

Page 479, line 21, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $10,000,000)"’.

Page 480, line 5, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $10,000,000)"’.

AMENDMENT NO. 281 OFFERED BY MR. PHILLIPS
OF MINNESOTA

Page 519, line 22, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000) (increased by
$1,000,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 283 OFFERED BY MR.
MALINOWSKI OF NEW JERSEY

At the end of division E (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used in contravention of
section 5309(d)(2) of title 49, United States
Code.

AMENDMENT NO. 285 OFFERED BY MR.
MALINOWSKI OF NEW JERSEY

Page 533, line 25, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)(reduced by
$1,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 286 OFFERED BY MR.
MALINOWSKI OF NEW JERSEY

Page 447, line 6, after the first dollar

amount, insert ‘“‘(reduced by $1,000,000)".
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Page 535, line 12, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $1,000,000)"’.

AMENDMENT NO. 287 OFFERED BY MS. CRAIG OF
MINNESOTA

Page 469, line 14, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘“‘(increased by $1,500,000) (reduced by
$1,500,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 290 OFFERED BY MS.
FINKENAUER OF IOWA

Page 447, line 6, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘“‘(reduced by $1,000,000)".

Page 454, line 12, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $1,000,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 445, the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. PRICE) and
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. DIAZ-
BALART) each will control 10 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from North Carolina.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, the amendments included in the
en bloc amendment were made in order
by the rule.

Mr. Chair, I support this amendment.
I urge its adoption, and I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chair, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, I yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. FOSTER).

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chair, I thank the
chair for yielding.

My amendment provides direction to
do everything possible to fix the inde-
fensible disparity between States in
the per capita allocation of transpor-
tation funding through the Highway
Trust Fund. Under the current process,
known as apportionment, many States
receive far more in Federal funding for
surface transportation than they con-
tribute through the gas tax.

Apportionment in no way is a sci-
entific or mathematical formula but is
simply grandfathering in a table of
numbers that were used to buy votes in
the Senate generations ago.
Unsurprisingly, this table of numbers
greatly favors the low-population
States that are overrepresented in the
Senate.

This problem is compounded by the
fact that high-wage States like Illinois
pay more in taxes but get no credit for
this when income tax funds are trans-
ferred into the Highway Trust Fund. As
a result, some States receive some-
times five times more per person than
Illinois and other large States.

My amendment represents a clear
statement by the House of Representa-
tives that we should move toward a per
capita allotment that is fair to people
no matter what State they live in.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘‘yes’ on this en bloc package.

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chair, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, I yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr.
MALINOWSKI).

Mr. MALINOWSKI. Mr. Chair, my
first amendment increases funding for
the Department of Transportation’s Of-
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fice of the Inspector General by $1 mil-
lion and decreases funding for the Of-
fice of the Secretary by $1 million.

I am very concerned about recent re-
ports that the Department assigned
senior officials to smooth a ‘‘special
path’ for the Senate majority leader’s
favored grant projects.

I have no problem with funding
transportation projects in Kentucky or
any other State. We should all have a
problem with the Department setting
up a concierge service for one State
while slow-walking obviously critical
projects like New Jersey’s Gateway
Program.

My second amendment makes clear
that the Capital Investment Grant pro-
gram cannot be run in a manner out-
side the bounds we have established in
law. Congress never intended for politi-
cally motivated, indefinite delays to
transportation projects or for some
projects to be held to a much higher
standard than others.

Infrastructure spending is something
we all agree on. It is something we all
need.

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

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, I yield an additional 1 minute to
the gentleman from New Jersey.

Mr. MALINOWSKI. Every part of the
country will lose, if not now then even-
tually, if we allow grantmaking to be-
come politicized and the intent of Con-
gress to be ignored.

Mr. Chair, I urge support for the en
bloc amendment.

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chair, I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, I yield back the balance of my
time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chairman, | rise in
support to En Bloc No. 7, which includes Jack-
son Lee Amendment No. 242.

| wish to thank Chairman MCGOVERN and
Ranking Member COLE of the Rules Com-
mittee for making this Jackson Lee Amend-
ment in order.

| thank Chairman PRICE and Ranking Mem-
ber DIAZ-BALART for their hard work in bringing
Division E, the Transportation Housing and
Urban Development portion of this omnibus
appropriations legislative package, to the floor.

| include in the RECORD letters of endorse-
ment for this Jackson Lee Amendment pro-
vided by Bike Houston and the League of
American Bicyclists.

| thank them all for this opportunity to ex-
plain the Jackson Lee Amendment, which
makes a good bill even better by providing
$10 million to support urban bicycle and pe-
destrian safety programs.

In June the National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration published its traffic fatality re-
port which showed a one percent decrease in
traffic fatalities and a four percent increase in
pedestrian fatalities but a whopping 10 percent
increase in bicyclist fatalities.

On March 30, 2019, in the city of Houston,
at the intersection of North Shepherd Drive
and West 10th Street located in the 18th Con-
gressional District of Texas, Lesha White, 54,
was driving with her daughters when she saw
Jesus “Jesse” Perez struggling to cross the
intersection in a wheelchair.
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Ms. White pulled over and got out of her car
to help Mr. Perez cross the street when an-
other vehicle struck them, and they were both
killed.

On March 7, 2019, 23 year-old David Leon
Loya was killed in a collision with a school bus
while riding his bicycle in The Heights area of
Houston.

Police report that Mr. Loya was in the bike
lane and tried to avoid the accident by sliding
under the bus, but unfortunately he was run
over by the back axle.

This young man was greatly loved by his
family, the lives of the people he touched in
his volunteer work, and the bicyclist commu-
nity.

}I,'his amendment was offered in remem-
brance of Lesha White, Jesus “Jesse” Perez,
David Leon Loya, and all of the other pedes-
trians and bicyclists who have lost their lives
in accidents with motor vehicles in urban
areas.

In the past sixteen years, the Houston area
has seen 2,000 deaths of bicyclists and pe-
destrians, at an average of 100 a year, with
the last three years seeing the rate increase to
150 a year, according to federal statistics.

In 2017, the most recent year for which
comprehensive statistics are available, accord-
ing to the Texas Department of Transportation
(“TDOT”), the numbers were no more encour-
aging.

According to TDOT, 1,409 Houston-area pe-
destrians were injured in roadways crashes:

275 of them were injured seriously; 146 pe-
destrians were killed in roadways crashes; 639
bicyclists were injured in roadways crashes;
and 82 bicyclists were injured seriously.

The National Highway Traffic Safety Admin-
istration has called the number of deaths a
‘public health crisis.’

The problem is no more encouraging on the
national level as Texas ranks third nationwide
in bicycle deaths, behind California and Flor-
ida.

Nationwide, the number of fatal bicyclist ac-
cidents is rising and are also amounting to a
greater percentage of total traffic fatalities.

Cities are uniquely susceptible to this prob-
lem, as the National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration reports that 70 of bicycle fatali-
ties occur in cities.

City of Houston Mayor Turner has launched
a Vision Zero Policy initiative to address the
issue of bicycle and pedestrian fatalities.

In May 2019, Mayor Turner invited bike ad-
vocacy groups like Bike Houston to partner
with LINK Houston to identify the 10 highest
priority intersections for improving pedestrian
and bicyclist safety.

LINK Houston analyzed motor vehicle
crashes involving pedestrians and bicyclists
from January 1, 2013 to December 31, 2017,
to identify priority intersections across Hous-
ton.

This work identified seven priority intersec-
tions that if addressed could reduce pedes-
trian and bicyclist fatalities and injuries:

Fanning & Pierce; Rochester & Bellaire;
Westheimer & South Dairy Ashford; Long
Point & Gessner; Westpark Dr. & U.S. 59
South; OIld Spanish Trail & U.S. 288 South,
Fondren & West Belfort; Bissonnet & Wilcrest;
West & Airline; Bellair & Gessner.

Mayor Turner prioritized twelve intersections
for the Safer Streets initiative by selecting
seven intersections selected by LINK Houston
and five intersections  proposed by
BikeHouston.
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The city then reached out to the Federal
Highway Administration to request their assist-
ance in performing a multi-disciplinary Road
Safety Audit for six of the twelve locations.

The city of Houston could fund six of the
areas that are listed as high priorities and
needs funding to perform assessments on the
remaining six.

Additionally, funding is needed to make the
needed changes to the intersections to im-
prove pedestrian and bicyclists safety.

We must come together to tackle this prob-
lem and work to ensure that we stem the tide
in these fatalities.

The rising death and injury toll of pedestrian
and bicyclists is alarming and merits serious
attention but as we know too tragically, behind
the statistics are stories about people who are
treasured and sorely missed by family, friends,
and coworkers.

| ask my colleagues to join me in support of
En Bloc No. 7, which includes Jackson Lee
Amendment No. 242 to help reduce the num-
ber of pedestrian and bicycle fatalities in urban
areas.

BIKEHOUSTON,
Houston, TX.
LiLLIE CONEY, Policy Director,
Congresswoman Sheila Jackson Lee (TX-18),
Washington, DC.

DEAR Ms. CONEY: BikeHouston is writing
to endorse Jackson Lee Amendment 103 to
the Transportation. Housing and Urban De-
velopment Appropriations section of HR 3055.
Cities throughout the country are experi-
encing major changes to urban mobility, in-
cluding an increasing number of trips taken
by biking, walking, and riding scooters and
other micro-mobility options. At the same
time, fatalities are on the rise for people who
walk and ride a bike.

This month, June 2019, the National High-
way Traffic Safety Administration released
preliminary traffic fatality data for 2018 that
shows while overall traffic fatalities dropped
by one percent, pedestrian fatalities rose by
4 percent, and bicyclist fatalities rose by 10
percent! Nationally, bicycling and walking
account for 12 percent of transportation
trips, but 18 percent of overall traffic fatali-
ties, and yet states report spending less than
one percent of their highway safety funds to
address the too common deaths of vulnerable
road users. By setting aside funds to specifi-
cally address bicyclist and pedestrian fatali-
ties in cities, this amendment will help ad-
dress this unacceptable increase in fatalities
of our most vulnerable road users.

Thank you again introducing this amend-
ment to set aside national infrastructure in-
vestment funds to address bicyclist and pe-
destrian safety in cities. We look forward to
continuing our work with you to address this
serious issue.

Respectfully,
CLARK MARTINSON,
Ezxecutive Director, BikeHouston.
THE LEAGUE OF
AMERICAN BICYCLISTS,
Washington, DC, June 18, 2019.
Hon. SHEILA JACKSON LEE,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CONGRESSWOMAN JACKSON LEE: The
League of American Bicyclists is writing to
endorse amendment 103 to the Transpor-
tation, Housing and Urban Development Ap-
propriations section of HR 3055. Cities
throughout the country are experiencing
major changes to urban mobility, including
an increasing number of trips taken by
biking, walking, and riding scooters and
other micro-mobility options.

At the same time, bicyclist and pedestrian
fatalities are on the rise. This month, the
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National Highway Traffic Safety Adminis-
tration released preliminary traffic fatality
data for 2018 that shows while overall traffic
fatalities dropped by one percent, pedestrian
fatalities rose by 4 percent, and bicyclist fa-
talities rose by 10 percent!

Nationally, bicycling and walking account
for 12 percent of transportation trips, but 18
percent of overall traffic fatalities, and yet
states report spending less than one percent
of their highway safety funds to address the
too common deaths of vulnerable users. By
setting aside funds to specifically address bi-
cyclist and pedestrian fatalities in cities,
this amendment will help address this unac-
ceptable increase in fatalities of our most
vulnerable road users.

Thank you again introducing this amend-
ment to set aside national infrastructure in-
vestment funds to address bicyclist and pe-
destrian safety in cities. We look forward to
continuing our work with you to address this
serious issue.

Sincerely,
BILL NESPER,
Executive Director,
League of American Bicyclists.

[From Houston Chronicle, June 24, 2019]
DYING TO RIDE,
(By Dane Schiller)
A CYCLE OF LOSSES

Teenager Miguel Marcial pedaled his bike
along a narrow, dark stretch of Richmond
Avenue early one morning last July, fol-
lowing closely behind his older brother. The
immigrant dish washers had worked the late
shift and were both biking to a nearby phar-
macy to buy toilet paper. Only a few feet
from the drug store’s parking lot, a brand-
new BMW driven by a law student, Steven
Moritz, who had just left the Estate Lounge,
smacked 17- year-old Marcial from behind
and launched him head-long into an oak
tree. The vehicle didn’t stop, according to
police. It dragged Marcial’s orange and white
bike beneath it for six blocks before dis-
appearing into the humid summer gloom.”’If
I had not pulled in, we would both be dead,”’
Miguel’s brother Palemon recalled
hauntingly last week.

Marcial was one of at least 23 bike riders
killed on Houston streets in the past five
years, according to police and safety reports,
as well as court and medical records re-
viewed by the Houston Chronicle. But only
four times in five years have drivers been
charged with a crime after fatally hitting a
cyclist.

The tally comes as tensions have increased
in Houston’s cycling community, with two
bike riders killed in recent weeks in un-
solved hit-and run crashes. Outspoken cy-
clists contend the city hasn’t created enough
clean, safe bike lanes. They also believe po-
lice aren’t ticketing cars for coming too
close to riders or doing enough to find people
who run them down.

Fred Zapalac, co-owner of Blue Line Bike
Lab bike shops and a cycling community ad-
vocate, said anger is simmering over a lack
of accountability.

“If we are getting run down, and there are
no consequences for the driver’s actions then
our lives have about as much value as a
stray animal,”’ Zapalac said.

A review of municipal court records con-
ducted at the Chronicle’s request found that
no citations were issued during the first six
months of a city ordinance that went into ef-
fect in May and required that cars stay at
least 3 feet from cyclists and pedestrians,
and trucks 6 feet away.

Some motorists, however, counter that
certain cyclists think they own the ’roads
and openly defy traffic laws.

City Council Member Ed Gonzalez, who has
been an advocate for cycling issues, said
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more should be done to protect and educate
riders, as well as motorists, and train police
on enforcing the 3-feet ordinance.

“We are a very car-centric city,” he said.
“We are very dependent on the automobiles,
and we don’t have a very robust mass transit
system. There are some major shifts that
need to occur.”

THREE CONVICTED

Crashes that claimed the lives of riders
over the past five years are often a ’blend of
bad choices by bike riders and motorists.

Three drivers were convicted after plead-
ing guilty in agreements that include de-
ferred adjudication—a form of probation that
enables them to have their criminal records
cleaned if they stay out of trouble.

One was for causing an accident with a
death, another for criminally negligent
homicide, and a third for failing to stop at
the scene.

Moritz, a student at South Texas College
of Law, was eventually arrested and faces up
to 10 years in prison if he is convicted of fail-
ing to stop and render aid. Marcial’s death
was typical among fallen cyclists and re-
flects a reality about many people who ride
bikes in this city.

He was riding for transportation, not exer-
cise. He was in the street, not on a bike path.

Marcial and his brother had recently got-
ten off work. Like many undocumented
workers, they didn’t have cars or driver’s li-
censes, so they rode bikes.

But his death also stands out.

There were witnesses and charges were
filed, although authorities didn’t know about
Moritz until more than a week after the inci-
dent when a lawyer for the car’s owner called
police.

He is not accused of breaking the law by
killing Marcial, but by not stopping after-
ward and calling for help. Moritz’s lawyer, J.
Gordon Dees, declined comment.

‘REALLY FRUSTRATING’

The deaths cross the spectrum of cir-
cumstance, from cyclists who were riding on
sidewalks to others who tried to roll across
freeways.

Mohammad Qureshi, then 19, was driving
along the Southwest Freeway in 2010, when
he bolted across four lanes of the highway to
make the Hillcroft exit. He lost control of
His Honda Accord and hit a cyclist riding on
the sidewalk of the service drive.

A year later, he pleaded guilty to crimi-
nally negligent homicide in the death of
Marcotulio .”’Benjamin” Tzul as part of an
agreement that requires him to serve 45 days
in jail in five-day chunks: nine days each
year for five years, through 2015. In 2010,
Carmenza Arreaga, then 24, pleaded guilty to
a charge of ‘‘accident involving death’ of
Paul Miller and was required to pay $18,000
in restitution to the bike rider’s family.

She hit Miller in the early morning hours
along the Loop 610 feeder road and drove
away, leaving behind pieces of the front
bumper of her Honda Civic. An anonymous
tip to Crime Stoppers led to her arrest.

Jonathan Turner pleaded guilty in 2010 to
failing to stop and render assistance after
the death of Anthony Jones, who was trying
to cross Interstate 45 at 10:15 p.m. Turner
was given 30 days in jail and ordered to pay
$5,199 in restitution. A sheriff’s deputy
caught him at a gas station trying to pull a
mangled bicycle out from under his Chevy
Tahoe.

Harris County prosecutor Alison
Baimbridge said it is not unusual for defend-
ants to serve sentences in segments on the
anniversary of a victim’s death to repeatedly
remind them they killed someone and didn’t
g0 to prison.
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““There is no sentence that you can give
anybody that would actually justify losing
somebody’s life,” she said. ‘“You can’t do
that, you can’t bring them back. You have to
look at the defendant’s life, the cir-
cumstances and any potential issues in the
case.”

Despite criticism from some cyclists who
contend authorities treat biker deaths as
less than a priority, Baimbridge said the
cases are investigated as thoroughly as the
deaths of motorists or pedestrians.

“Their lives are just as valuable as anyone
else’s,” she said. She said many cases in
which bikers have been killed in car crashes
are especially challenging because they often
involve both the motorist and the cyclist
doing something wrong.

“It is kind of a double-fault situation,” she
said of cases such as when motorists should
have steered clear of a cyclist, but the cy-
clist was crossing the street inappropriately
or not having reflectors or lights.

Among the toughest cases are hit and runs
where no one saw the incident, she said. “‘It
is really frustrating,” she said. ‘“Their fami-
lies deserve to know what happened, if noth-
ing else. It is horrible.”’

HIT AND RUN

In the two hit-and-run crashes in recent
weeks there have been no arrests. Nabor
Rosas, 40, was found in the bayou in mid-
January after he was hit riding over a bridge
on Harrisburg at night on the way home and
landed in the water.

Chelsea Norman, 24, was killed in the
Montrose neighborhood in early December as
she rode home from her job at Whole Foods,
also at night.

Each time a bike rider’s death makes the
news it hits hard for Xenia Sanchez. Her
daughter, Leslie Roman, 6, was riding her
bike in 2009 in her apartment complex park-
ing lot when she was hit and killed by a sil-
ver PT Cruiser that has never been found.

“It comes back,” she said at a table be-
neath three photos of Leslie that were hung
on the wall as part of a shrine of sorts, along
with her daughter’s Barbie doll perched on a
shelf beneath them.

“I know exactly how his or her mom is
feeling. It is painful to see other people go
through what we went through.”

Leslie’s father, Leonardo Roman, who ran
into the parking lot and picked up his daugh-
ter, who was still barely alive, found some
peace in that though her body was badly bat-
tered, she was not crushed.

“It could have been so much worse,” he
said quietly.

Houston Police Sgt. Carlos Miller, of the
vehicular crimes division, said there are
many reasons why motorists flee after hit-
ting a bike rider.

“A lot of times they are frantic over what
just happened,” he said, noting that they can
be motivated to drive away by everything
from fear, even if they have done nothing
wrong, to wanting to hide the tracks of other
criminality.

Among the others to die was Cruz Riojas,
67, who worked in sculpture repair. He was
riding back to work in 2011 from an Alco-
holics Anonymous meeting. He had been on
the sidewalk on Sawyer Street, just outside
the Heights neighborhood, but was hit as he
tried to cross an intersection.

The car’s driver, Ricardo Abonce, 30, said
he was coming back from a Target and drove
through the intersection with a green light.
Riojas came over the car’s hood and hit the
windshield.

It was a moment of ‘‘silent shock” as the
glass shattered, then as he got out of the car
and other motorists streamed by honking at
him.

“I feel bad because he didn’t make it,”
Abonce said. ‘I can’t have that over me all
the time.”
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Police found that Riojas was at fault for
crossing an intersection when he had the red
light. No charges were filed against Abonce.

NEVER FORGET

One of the few sport riders to be killed was
Jonathan Lennard. The 47-yearold aerospace
engineer, known for being meticulous, had
once traveled to Europe to see the Tour de
France and cycled across that continent.

He was killed last August, on Memorial,
where it cuts through Memorial Park, after
being struck by a 19-year-old motorist.

The driver told police that he had the
green light and swerved to avoid Lennard.
Police found that Lennard was at fault.

But Kevin Hood, a lawyer who is a cyclist
and runner, said he was watching Lennard
and believes the driver was not paying atten-
tion and ran a red light.

Hood said he will never forget what he saw.
“It is terrifying. You cannot unsee that
stuff.”

Back where Marcial lived, a few blocks
from where there are now flowers and a cross
rising from the dirt beneath the tree where
he landed, his family waits for answers.

They have adapted to Houston, but some
struggle with English and even Spanish, as
they are from a rural region of Mexico where
an indigenous language is spoken.

Marcial had been in Houston three weeks.
He was proud of his first paycheck and
planned to save enough to one day go back
home and buy a house.

Family in Houston who had not seen him
since he was very young was just getting to
know him. The brothers went to the store so
they would be ready for a party at their
apartment later that Sunday.

They decided to ride in the street because
the sidewalk was a minefield of cracks, tele-
phone poles and trees. The road was empty.

‘“There was no noise,”” Marcial’s brother
recalled, ‘‘not even any cars.”

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendments en bloc offered by
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. PRICE).

The en bloc amendments were agreed
to.

AMENDMENTS EN BLOC NO. 8 OFFERED BY MR.

PRICE OF NORTH CAROLINA

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, pursuant to section 3 of House
Resolution 445, and as the designee of
the gentlewoman from New York (Mrs.
LOWEY), I offer amendments en bloc.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendments en bloc.

Amendments en bloc No. 8 consisting
of amendment Nos. 239, 240, 243, 246, 247,
249, 255, 257, 259, 263, 265, and 274 printed
in part B of House Report 116-119, of-
fered by Mr. PRICE of North Carolina:

AMENDMENT NO. 239 OFFERED BY MR. MEADOWS
OF NORTH CAROLINA

Page 447, line 9, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000) (reduced by
$1,000,000)".
AMENDMENT NO. 240 OFFERED BY MR. DOGGETT

OF TEXAS

Page 464, line 10, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $7,500,000)".

Page 464, line 16, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(reduced by $7,500,000)’.

AMENDMENT NO. 243 OFFERED BY MS. JACKSON

LEE OF TEXAS

Page 613, line 20, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $2,000,000) (increased by
$2,000,000)°.
AMENDMENT NO. 246 OFFERED BY MR. GRAVES OF

LOUISIANA

At the end of division E (before the short

title), insert the following:
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SEC. 422. None of the funds made available
by this division may be used to issue rules or
guidance in contravention of section 1210 of
Public Law 115-254 (132 Stat. 3442) or section
312 of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief
and Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C.
5155).

AMENDMENT NO. 247 OFFERED BY MR. LIPINSKI
OF ILLINOIS

Page 508, line 6, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000) (reduced by
$1,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 249 OFFERED BY MR. BOST OF

ILLINOIS

At the end of division E (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used in contravention of
Executive Order 13858.

AMENDMENT NO. 255 OFFERED BY MR. BURCHETT
OF TENNESSEE

Page 447, line 6, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘“‘(reduced by $12,000,000)"".

Page 479, line 21, after the dollar amount,
insert “(increased by $12,000,000)"".

Page 480, line 5, after the dollar amount,
insert “(increased by $12,000,000)"".
AMENDMENT NO. 257 OFFERED BY MR. SPANO OF

FLORIDA

Page 464, line 14, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $8,089,000)"".

Page 464, line 16, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $8,089,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 259 OFFERED BY MR. TAKANO OF
CALIFORNIA

At the end of division E (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used by the National
Railroad Passenger Corporation in con-
travention of the Worker Adjustment and
Retraining Notification Act (29 U.S.C. 2101 et
seq.).

AMENDMENT NO. 263 OFFERED BY MS. KUSTER OF
NEW HAMPSHIRE

Page 551, line 22, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(reduced by $2,000,000)"’.

Page 553, line 1, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $2,000,000)"".

Page 555, line 21, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $2,000,000)"".

Page 567, line 13, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $2,000,000)"’.

AMENDMENT NO. 265 OFFERED BY MISS RICE OF
NEW YORK

Page 469, line 14, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000) (reduced by
$1,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 274 OFFERED BY MR. GARCIA OF
ILLINOIS

Page 519, line 4, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘“(increased by $1,000,000)’.

Page 519, line 4, after the dollar amount,
insert “(reduced by $1,000,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 445, the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. PRICE) and
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. DIAZ-
BALART) each will control 10 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from North Carolina.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, the amendments included in this
en bloc were made in order by the rule.
They have been agreed to by both
sides. I support the amendment, and I
urge its adoption.

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

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chair, first,
I thank my friend, Chairman PRICE, for
working with me to include a number
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of provisions important to Members on
both sides of the aisle.

Mr. Chair, I congratulate Mr. MEAD-
ows for his amendment to help un-
manned aircraft manufacturers, one of
our most important and innovative
transportation sectors.

I also thank Mr. GRAVES and Mr.
SCALISE on their tireless work on be-
half of their constituents to help them
recover from devastating hurricanes
and floods.

Mr. BURCHETT has a great amend-
ment that increases funding for high-
way and bridge infrastructure.

Also, Mr. Chair, I want to mention
Mr. CALVERT and Mr. CoOK. They have
cosponsored an amendment to address
an issue that is critical to Amtrak em-
ployees in their districts.

Finally, I congratulate Mr. SMITH of
New Jersey for his tireless advocacy
for veterans housing, as he always
does.

Mr. Chair, I urge a ‘‘yes’” vote on
this, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, I yield 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from New York (Miss RICE).

[ 1545

Miss RICE of New York. Mr. Chair,
my amendment supports the Federal
Aviation Administration Airport and
Airway Trust Fund. This program is re-
sponsible for the research, engineering,
and development of aircraft tech-
nologies that reduce aviation noise.

In my district, communities near
JFK Airport and La Guardia Airport
must endure the constant noise of
overhead aircraft, and other commu-
nities farther away are beginning to
experience significant airplane noise as
a result of newly developed flight
plans.

I am disappointed that the FAA re-
cently announced it would postpone
important minimum altitude regula-
tions for certain flight patterns coming
into JFK Airport, and I call on the
FAA to implement these regulations as
soon as possible.

While changing flight paths are no
silver bullet to solving airplane noise,
we must continue to adequately fund
Federal efforts to discover new tech-
nologies that can retrofit existing air-
planes to be quieter for the benefit of
communities not just on Long Island,
but airport communities across the
country.

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chair, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. GARCIA).

Mr. GARCIA of Illinois. Mr. Chair, I
offer this amendment to bring atten-
tion to the provision I fought to in-
clude in the Transportation, Housing
and Urban Development funding pack-
age.

With support from the Amalgamated
Transit Union, we were able to secure
$56 million in technical assistance and
training in this bill, with a specific $2.5
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million set aside for frontline bus, rail,
and transit workers.

These critical funds would provide
frontline workers with professional de-
velopment and training to help bus and
transit operators hone their profes-
sional skills. This funding will make
our public transit safer, more efficient,
and help workers better provide for
their families as they climb up the pro-
fessional ladder.

Mr. Chair, I thank Chairman PRICE
and NITA LOWEY for supporting the in-
clusion of this provision, and I urge
support for this en bloc amendment.

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, we are prepared to close,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Chair, | rise today in sup-
port of En Bloc Amendment number eight,
which includes my amendment to reaffirm Am-
trak’s legal obligations under the Worker Ad-
justment and Retraining Notification (WARN)
Act.

The WARN Act was created to protect work-
ers and their families by requiring certain em-
ployers to provide notice 60 days in advance
of mass layoffs. As many of my constituents
learned first-hand, having advance notice of a
major staffing decision is essential for employ-
ees so they can make thoughtful and delib-
erate decisions about their future and the fu-
ture of their families.

Last year, Amtrak shuttered a reservation
call center in my district. Hundreds of my con-
stituents and their families had just 60 days’
notice before having to decide whether to up-
root their lives and accept another Amtrak job
across the country—or accept a meager sev-
erance package and keep their families rooted
in the community they grew up in and love. It
was part of Amtrak’s tactic to only meet the
statutory requirement of providing 60 days’ no-
tice under the WARN Act and force attrition by
applying pressure on its employees. Today,
we must go further to protect these workers.

Congress must reaffirm the legal require-
ments under the WARN Act, but also strength-
en these protections to ensure that workers
have more advance notice of executive deci-
sions that will impact their lives. Congress
must also ensure that the penalties for vio-
lating this law will send a clear message to
employers that this anti-worker behavior will
not be tolerated.

Mr. Chair, | thank Representatives KEN CAL-
VERT, BRENDAN BOYLE, and PAuUL COOK for
joining me in putting forth this bipartisan
amendment and | look forward to building on
these protections for workers all across the
United States.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendments en bloc offered by
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. PRICE).

The en bloc amendments were agreed
to.

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 231 printed
in part B of House Report 116-119.

It is now in order to consider amend-
ment No. 232 printed in part B of House
Report 116-119.

AMENDMENT NO. 233 OFFERED BY MR. DEFAZIO

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 233 printed
in part B of House Report 116-119.
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Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of division E (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to carry out section
4(b) of Executive Order 13868 or to issue a
special permit under section 107.105 of title
49, Code of Federal Regulations, that allows
liquified natural gas to move by rail tank
car.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 445, the gentleman
from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Oregon.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chair, this is an
extraordinary move to suddenly turn
trains into liquid natural gas pipelines.
Of course, liquid natural gas is not
transported by pipeline. It brittlizes
metal, and this would be a new and in-
novative way of moving liquified nat-
ural gas.

Now, there are a few problems with
this. We had the Administrator into
the committee last week. It is going to
be moved in DOT 113 tank cars.

I said: Are those puncture-proof?

He said: No, they are not puncture-
proof.

I said: Well, what happens?

He said: Oh, we carry volatiles all the
time.

I said: You don’t carry anything like
liquified natural gas.

There 1is something called the
BLEVE; it is a boiling liquified explo-
sive vapor explosion. So the BLEVE
has an unbelievable blast impact. And
this is just one rail car. These will be
six trains a day going through the most
populated parts of Florida, 100 cars in
each train.

Envision this: Here is Fort Lauder-
dale, Florida. This is the blast zone.
And that is just one—one—of these
tank cars. It is likely it will cause a
chain reaction and explosion. It is
going to be about as powerful as Hiro-
shima if it goes off.

Now, this maybe will get someone’s
attention. This is the Brightline high-
speed rail line. That is where they are
going to run six trains a day with 100
cars of liquified natural gas—never,
ever been done before; except in small
containers, never been done before.

And, oh, by the way, within the blast
zone is Mar-a-Lago. Are they going to
allow the trains to run while the Presi-
dent is there?

All you need is someone with a .50
caliber to shoot a hole in one of those
tank cars and you are going to have
one humongous explosion that goes be-
yond Mar-a-Lago.

So what is the foolishness?

The Pipeline and Hazardous Safety
Materials Agency has not evaluated
this. They are the ones who are sup-
posed to do this. They haven’t finished
imposing laws that we put in place in
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2011 for the safe movement of haz-
ardous goods, but now they are rushing
this through.

The administration says, oh, no, we
want this permit done in 12 months.
Well, maybe the President doesn’t
know he is in a blast zone. Maybe he
wouldn’t be ordering it be done in 12
months if he knew it was within the
blast zone.

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

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Florida is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman,
liquefied natural gas is a major compo-
nent of domestic U.S. energy growth,
and it is facilitating the export of U.S.
natural gas around the world.

Railroads have been successfully
moving flammable gases for 100 years.
As a matter of fact, Transport Canada
already allows LNG on rail and tank
cars. So this provision would put us at
a huge disadvantage with our largest
trading partner.

Furthermore, DOT always conducts a
thorough, comprehensive, and trans-
parent safety evaluation, accounting
for public input and, again, before al-
lowing for transportation of any haz-
ardous material.

This amendment would block a prov-
en process at DOT and would inhibit
U.S. LNG from meeting growing mar-
kets, the demand from growing mar-
kets for cleaner—again, cleaner—and
more affordable energy.

And again, Mr. Chairman, this is an-
other important point. Currently, this
is moved by trucks. They are all over
the country, trucks moving LNG. And
s0, obviously, the question is: Are rails
less safe than moving this on trucks?
Obviously, the answer, I would say, is
no.

Mr. Chairman, I urge a ‘‘no’ vote,
and I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chair, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

The gentleman referred to trucks.
Actually, we are talking about very
small quantities in special containers,
not massive rail tank cars holding
these amounts.

Another thing is that there is no
known company. You can’t contact
them. There is no publicly available
contact information, no headquarters,
but they have petitioned and they are
going through a special permit process
with—the gentleman says there is
going to be public review and input—
sure—to move six trains a day with 100
cars in each one, essentially, a liquid
pipeline through these heavily popu-
lated areas.

We saw what happened at Lac-
Megantic up in Canada with just crude
oil in tank cars killing dozens of peo-
ple, obliterating a town. This is 10
times more powerful than that.

Yet the gentleman from Florida is
advocating that this should happen in
Florida, and the people living all along
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the Brightline—Fort Lauderdale, Hol-
lywood, the President at Mar-a-Liago—
just shouldn’t worry their sweet little
heads about it: It won’t be a target of
terrorists; there won’t be an accident;
it is never going to happen. Well, we
have heard that before.

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

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I
would just remind everyone that there
are trucks with natural gas right in
Florida and in, pretty much, every
State around the Nation.

Mr. Chair, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Oklahoma (Mr. KEVIN HERN).

Mr. KEVIN HERN of Oklahoma. Mr.
Chairman, I rise in opposition to this
amendment.

Mr. Chairman, the liquid natural gas
revolution going on in this country is
making us more energy secure, and it
is revitalizing our local economies
across the country.

According to the Department of En-
ergy, natural gas applies to nearly one-
third of the United States’ primary en-
ergy. It is the primary heating fuel for
approximately half the U.S. house-
holds.

The o0il and gas industry generates
more than $50 billion a year in my
home State of Oklahoma. The industry
has been the single largest contributor
to Oklahoma tax revenues in recent
years.

The discovery of promising new nat-
ural gas formations in the Permian
Basin of Texas and New Mexico along
with the Marcellus shale formation in
Ohio, Kentucky, West Virginia, Mary-
land, Pennsylvania, and New York
show that the near-term future of our
country’s energy mix will be supplied
by an abundance of natural gas.

Natural gas is a cost-effective, reli-
able, and clean form of energy that has
created thousands of high-paying jobs
across the Nation, including in OKkla-
homa’s First Congressional District.
America is now the world’s largest pro-
ducer of natural gas. For the first time
since 1957, we are a net exporter of nat-
ural gas to the rest of the world.

Recognizing the benefit that the nat-
ural gas revolution is having on our
economy and energy security, Presi-
dent Trump issued an executive order
in April of this year. Section 4(b) of the
executive order requires the Depart-
ment of Transportation Secretary to
propose a rule for notice and public
comment that would ‘‘treat liquid nat-
ural gas the same as other cryogenic
liquids and permit liquid natural gas to
be transported in approved rail tank
cars.”

Mr. Chairman, no matter our produc-
tion levels of natural gas, we cannot
realize its full potential unless we have
safe and reliable ways to transport it.
That is what the President’s executive
order is all about.

I believe this amendment unneces-
sarily takes away a vital transpor-
tation option for transporting our nat-
ural gas to both underserved markets
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on the mainland United States and to
our ports so it can be exported around
the world.

With certain States making it more
difficult to transport LNG by pipeline,
we need all the available options at our
disposal to transport these much-need-
ed energy sources.

We have been transporting oil by rail
for decades, but since liquid natural
gas is a relatively new energy com-
modity, Federal rules and regulations
have not caught up to the need for
flexibility in transporting LNG, which
is why I was pleased to see section 4(b)
included in President Trump’s execu-
tive order.

Instead of trying to inhibit this ad-
ministration’s effort to make our Na-
tion more energy secure, I believe we
should be assisting them in any way
possible to benefit our economy and
our energy security.

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I ask that
my colleagues join me in opposing this
amendment.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chair, may I in-
quire as to how much time I have re-
maining.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Oregon has 1 minute remaining.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chair, I yield my-
self 10 seconds.

Again, this has potential for massive
explosions. This has not been done be-
fore.

This is not natural gas. It is liquefied
natural gas, 600 times as dense, and, if
punctured, this is the blast zone. I hope
the President is watching.

Mr. Chair, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. PRICE), the sub-
committee chairman.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I thank the gentleman for
raising this issue.

I want to note that the underlying
bill provides $1 million for the Trans-
portation Research Board to conduct a
study to review all aspects of the
transportation of liquefied natural gas
in rail tank cars, and it requires the
Department to incorporate findings
and recommendations from this study
into any rulemaking on the transpor-
tation of LNG in rail tank cars before
issuing a final rule authorizing such
shipments.

Mr. Chair, I plan to vote for this
amendment, and I look forward to con-
tinuing to work with my colleague on
this issue.

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Chair, I find it ironic that some
of the same folks who are concerned
about climate change and global warm-
ing want to make it so difficult to
transport things that actually lower
emissions compared to other sources of
energy.

Mr. Chair, I ask for a ‘‘yes” vote on
the amendment, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chair, again, in
closing, I think it would be wise to ac-
tually conduct a study before this is
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permitted. That is not the intention of
this administration, and that is why I
offer this amendment.

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

O 1600

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. KEVIN HERN of Oklahoma. Mr.
Chair, I demand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Oregon will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 234 OFFERED BY MR. DUNCAN

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 234 printed
in part B of House Report 116-119.

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Strike line 20 on page 642 and all that fol-
lows through page 643, line 8.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 445, the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. DUNCAN) and
a Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from South Carolina.

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today to offer a commonsense amend-
ment that will allow the Department of
Housing and Urban Development Sec-
retary Ben Carson to restore the long-
standing, scientific definition of gender
as it relates to federally subsidized
same-sex housing.

The underlying legislation strips the
Secretary of that power, and my com-
monsense amendment simply gives it
back to him. I ask the House to sup-
port my amendment, and I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I rise in strong opposition
to this amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from North Carolina is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, I yield 2 minutes to the gentle-
woman from Virginia (Ms. WEXTON).

Ms. WEXTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in strong opposition to the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from South Carolina.

June is LGBT Pride Month, a time
when people across the country are
taking a positive stance against dis-
crimination and violence against LGBT
individuals, but this amendment seeks
to allow discrimination against the
LGBT community in HUD-funded hous-
ing and shelters.

Make no mistake, this amendment
will weaken protections for LGBT peo-
ple, especially children, who are experi-
encing homelessness and fleeing nat-
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ural disasters, as well as survivors of
violence.

These protections are important be-
cause nearly one-third of transgender
and gender nonbinary people experi-
ence homelessness at some point in
their life; about one-half of transgender
people do.

According to a Center for American
Progress study done in 2015, only 30
percent of shelter providers across four
States, including my own of Virginia,
were willing to properly accommodate
transgender women. According to an-
other recent survey, over half of
transgender survey respondents who
stayed in a shelter in the past year
were verbally harassed, physically at-
tacked, and/or sexually assaulted be-
cause of their gender identity.

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from
Missouri (Mrs. HARTZLER), chairwoman
of the House Values Action Team.

Mrs. HARTZLER. Mr. Chairman, I
rise to support my colleague’s amend-
ment to strike section 236 from this
bill. This amendment will preserve the
right of women to be protected in a do-
mestic violence shelter designated just
for them, free from the unexpected and
unsettling presence of a man identi-
fying as a woman sharing the same fa-
cility. Faith-based organizations and
many community organizations seg-
regate programs based on gender, but
under the Obama administration, rules
were changed allowing policies that
forced domestic violence survivors into
unwanted and unsafe coed housing ar-
rangements.

We can see how this is causing prob-
lems as already in Anchorage, Alaska,
Downtown Hope Center’s mission was
providing overnight shelter for abused
and battered women. However, the cen-
ter is facing a lawsuit for not allowing
a man, who identifies as a woman, ac-
cess to the women’s shelter.

The core to the Downtown Hope Cen-
ter’s mission of providing women suf-
fering from rape, physical abuse, and
domestic violence as a safe place to
sleep at night without the presence of
men, is at risk.

This nonsense must stop, and I urge
my colleagues to support this very
commonsense amendment for the pro-
tection of women.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the gen-
tlewoman from Virginia (Ms. WEXTON).

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

Some say that this amendment will
negatively impact the safety and pri-
vacy of women in shelters. Service pro-
viders around the country who operate
shelters every day disagree. These pro-
viders believe that nondiscrimination
protections are necessary to ensure ev-
eryone in need can access shelters.

Over 300 domestic and sexual violence
organizations across the country
signed a national consensus statement
in support of full and equal access for
the transgender community. These
leaders agree that serving transgender
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women victims in shelters is appro-
priate and does not pose a safety issue.

While housing transgender people ac-
cording to their gender identity does
not propose a safety risk to others,
failing to do so puts transgender people
in danger. Transgender people experi-
ence shockingly high rates of sexual
and physical violence and forcing
transgender people to use facilities
that don’t match their gender identity
leaves them at risk for harassment, as-
sault, and a host of harms that result
when people avoid using the bathroom
during the day.

Allowing shelter providers to decide
who is eligible for access to single-sex
or sex-segregated shelters opens the
door to discrimination. Make no mis-
take, this is incredibly dangerous. The
consequences of being turned away
from a shelter can be dire.

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. ROY).

Mr. ROY. Mr. Chair, I thank the gen-
tleman from South Carolina for yield-
ing.
In 2016, HUD published a final rule,
the Equal Access in Accordance with
an Individual’s Gender Identity in
Community Planning and Development
Programs rule requiring Community
Planning and Development-funded sin-
gle-sex projects ‘‘to provide all individ-
uals, including transgender individuals
and other individuals who do not iden-
tify with the sex they were assigned at
birth, with access to programs, bene-
fits, services, and accommodations in
accordance with their gender identity
without being subjected to intrusive
questioning or being asked to provide
documentation.”

This rule prohibits a HUD-funded
shelter from providing for single-sex
facilities based on an individual’s gen-
der at birth. There are other rules that
were put in place in the Obama admin-
istration, similarly. None of these rules
recognize that housing programs, par-
ticularly faith-based facilities, ability
to distinguish between genders and an
individual’s marital status; both rules
placing vulnerable women at risk.

This administration announced a
proposed rule that ‘‘permits shelter
providers to consider a range of factors
in making such determinations, includ-
ing: privacy, safety, practical concerns,
religious beliefs, any relevant consider-
ations under civil rights and non-
discrimination authorities 1
could go on. It is a commonsense rule.

Yet, now, we are sitting here in an
appropriations bill when we are sup-
posed to be figuring out how to fund
the important, ailing infrastructure of
this country, housing and urban devel-
opment, figure out how to solve the
problems in this country, while we
have got a border that is being over-
whelmed every single day—yes, I am
coming back to that because it is the
crisis of our day—and now we are turn-
ing this into a gender-identity game.

The gentleman from South Carolina
is properly trying to protect the ability
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of this administration to have a com-
monsense rule to ensure that people
are safe when we have got facilities in
place and the Federal Government has
something to do it with. I applaud him
for doing so.

I would ask my Democrat colleagues
why we are not getting back to the
business of the day, making sure that
we have strong infrastructure, strong
border security, and doing the job the
American people actually sent us to do
instead of manufacturing social engi-
neering and gender identities.

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Chair, I ask my
colleagues to support this amendment.
It is important that we give the Sec-
retary the ability to set this definition.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. May I
inquire how much time I have remain-
ing.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from North Carolina has 3 minutes re-
maining.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I am baffled and distressed
that my colleagues seem so intent on
targeting such a vulnerable population.

This Equal Access in Accordance
with an Individual’s Gender Identity in
Community Planning and Development
Programs rule simply ensures that all
Americans have access to HUD services
regardless of sexual orientation, gender
identity, or marital status.

This amendment strikes protections
for homeless youth seeking help in
shelters. It also strikes eligibility for
other HUD programs and for FHA
loans. Mr. Chairman, research shows
that same-sex couples and transgender
individuals experience significant dis-
crimination when seeking housing.

LGBTQ youth comprise up to 40 per-
cent of the homeless population. Let
me, again, remind my colleagues of the

risks faced, as Ms. WEXTON has
stressed, the risks faced by
transgender, homeless youth when

they are living on the streets.

This population is much more likely
to experience physical, emotional, sex-
ual abuse, intimate partner violence,
sexual exploitation, or trafficking.
LGBTQ youth have over twice the rate
of early death compared to other youth
experiencing homelessness.

When these young people arrive at a
shelter, they are not a safety risk for
others. On the contrary, they are des-
perate. They are vulnerable. Many are
homeless because their families re-
jected them for being transgender. We
should be doing everything we can to
ensure they have alternatives to living
on the streets, and that when they ask
for help, they are not turned away and
revictimized.

Secretary Carson assured our com-
mittee and our colleagues on the Fi-
nancial Services Committee as well,
that HUD would not revoke these pro-
tections. But right after he made those
assurances, the announcement came
that he was doing just that.

Our subcommittee has repeatedly
asked the Department to provide a re-
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port detailing their strategy for con-
tinuing to ensure that LGBTQ individ-
uals have access to HUD programs, and
that they plan for disseminating this
information to housing providers. They
have yet to provide such a strategy or
such a plan, leaving us with no choice,
Mr. Chairman, but to enshrine the
Equal Access in Accordance with an In-
dividual’s Gender Identity in Commu-
nity Planning and Development Pro-
grams rule in law, and to permanently
reinstate the Department’s guidance to
ensure that providers have the tools
they need to protect and to serve this
vulnerable population.

This heartless amendment would lead
to more discrimination, more homeless
LGBTQ youth, and more vulnerability
to abuse and violence.

We simply must vote ‘‘no,” and I
urge my colleagues to do so, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. DUN-
CAN).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, I demand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 rule XVIII, further proceedings
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from South Carolina will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 235 OFFERED BY MR. DUNCAN.

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 235 printed
in part B of House Report 116-119.

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 643, strike lines 9 through 14.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 445, the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. DUNCAN) and
a Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from South Carolina.

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today to offer another commonsense
amendment that will allow the Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment Secretary Ben Carson to restore
the longstanding and scientific defini-
tion of gender as it relates to federally
subsidized same-sex homeless shelters.

The underlying legislation strips the
Secretary of that power, and my com-
monsense amendment simply gives it
back to him. By doing this, we are
working to protect at-risk homeless
women and children in the shelters.

I ask the House to support the
amendment, and I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I rise in opposition to this
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from North Carolina is recognized for 5
minutes.

‘e
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Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, I yield such time as she may
consume to the gentlewoman from
Massachusetts (Ms. CLARK).

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, I join Chairman PRICE in
strong opposition to this amendment.
Two years ago, HUD removed guidance
that was meant to ensure our
transgender community members are
able to access emergency housing or
homeless shelters.

House Democrats stood up against
this assault on LGBTQ Americans, and
HUD Secretary Ben Carson assured us
that the removal of this guidance was
only temporary.

Later this spring, Secretary Carson
testified that we should not be pressing
for guidance or pressing him on this
issue because we wouldn’t like the an-
swer that HUD would provide.
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In other words, HUD stood ready to
explicitly allow or promote LGBTQ
discrimination.

Discrimination in any form for any
amount of time is reprehensible and
unacceptable, and now we have an
amendment before us that would make
housing discrimination permanent. It
would continue the uncertainty around
LGBTQ protections and make vulner-
able people’s lives harder.

Let’s remember what is at stake. One
in three transgender people have expe-
rienced homelessness, and we Kknow
that homelessness in the LGBTQ com-
munity overwhelmingly impacts our
young people.

Right now, there are approximately
350,000 transgender people under the
age of 25 in the U.S., and it is esti-
mated that over 20 percent of them
lack secure housing.

Through the appropriations process,
House Democrats have put in place
protections for transgender Americans
and have taken the proactive step of
protecting the rights of LGBTQ indi-
viduals in emergency housing interven-
tion situations.

No American seeking refuge and safe-
ty should be kicked to the curb. No one
should be discriminated against, espe-
cially not in a time of dire need.

Mr. Chairman, I urge every Member
of this body to reject this amendment,
reject discrimination, and reject the
Trump administration’s and Secretary
Carson’s cruel rollback of LGBTQ pro-
tections.

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from
Missouri (Mrs. HARTZLER), who heads
up the Values Action Team which is an
important voice for Americans.

Mrs. HARTZLER. Mr. Chairman, I
appreciate Mr. DUNCAN offering this
amendment which would strike section
237 from the underlying legislation be-
cause without this amendment, a Feb-
ruary 2015 HUD notice, which is no
longer applicable under this adminis-
tration and which requires the place-
ment of transgender persons in single-
sex emergency shelters, would become
law.
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Should this notice become Federal
law, it would offer no protections for
women facing harassment in the shel-
ters’ showering or sleeping areas. This
bad policy is at the heart of the Cali-
fornia emergency shelter lawsuit. Nine
women were sexually harassed by a
male by birth, a trans individual, while
using the showering facilities. The
women’s shelter confessed that they
would rather allow the abuse to con-
tinue than lose Federal grant funding.
The shelter went as far as threatening
the nine women out of the shelter if
they continued to refuse to shower
with their attacker. This is prepos-
terous.

We should not codify this notice. In-
stead, HUD must review and strength-
en its resolution and notices governing
shelters and housing so that these ex-
amples do not become the new normal.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to join me in supporting Mr. DUNCAN’S
amendment.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I rise in strong support—in
strong opposition to this amendment.

Our subcommittee has repeatedly
asked the Department to provide a re-
port detailing their strategy for con-
tinuing to ensure that LGBTQ individ-
uals have access to HUD programs and
the plan for disseminating that infor-
mation to housing providers. HUD has
yet to provide any strategy or any
plan. So that is why we have acted. It
has left us no choice but to act.

This House took great strides a few
weeks ago in passing the Equality Act,
and we are certainly not going to turn
around today and take those rights
away. I am offended we have not one,
not two, but three amendments de-
signed precisely to take those rights
away.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to oppose this discrimination and to
oppose this amendment, and I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Chairman, I want
to thank the gentleman for his Freud-
ian slip because he knows we shouldn’t
allow men in the bathrooms with our
female children.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. ROY).

Mr. ROY. Mr. Chairman, I want to
thank the gentleman from South Caro-
lina for yielding, and I want to thank
the gentlewoman from Missouri for her
comments. I can’t expound upon her el-
oquent comments much more or the
gentleman from South Carolina about
the concerns that we have with what
has been put in this appropriations bill
and why I support the gentleman from
South Carolina’s amendment to make
sure that the Secretary of HUD has the
ability to do his job and to do the right
thing.

I notice that my friend on the other
side of the aisle mentioned the Equal-
ity Act. Well, what I am hearing from
my constituents in Texas is they are
concerned. They are concerned that
were the Equality Act to be passed out
of the Senate, it would undermine the
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ability of their daughters to compete.
What we are seeing around the country
is boys who decide to declare them-
selves females run in races and make it
impossible for girls to compete. This is
happening. We see it. It is happening in
real time.

I just wonder what my colleagues on
the other side of the aisle think is
being accomplished with an Equality
Act that turns on its head the very
idea and the very notion of what we
have got with respect to the differences
between men and women and the abil-
ity to recognize that, embrace it, and
be able to have women compete in
sports.

Here we are in this false name of
equality blowing up the ability of sec-
retaries and people in the administra-
tion to make commonsense determina-
tions about how to house people, to
make tough choices, and to be able to
figure out what to do. Heaven forbid
they rely upon biological sex to make
that determination.

This is why my wife and I, who have
been products of public schools K
through law school, have our children
in a private school because we keep
getting our values blown to heck and
common sense blown to heck in schools
where bathrooms suddenly become so-
cial engineering experiments.

That is what we see happening as a
result of what is happening in the body
and what is happening in an appropria-
tions bill.

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Chairman, I want
to thank my colleagues for joining me
on this.

We all know that many of the home-
less on our streets have mental issues,
but my colleagues on the other side of
the aisle are okay with allowing those
homeless men in the bathrooms with
our female children, and that is just
wrong.

Mr. Chairman, this is a commonsense
amendment. I ask my colleagues to
support it, and I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, may I ask how much time is
remaining.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
has 1%2 minutes remaining.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, this incredible amendment
would target some of our most vulner-
able people in our society today.

A study by True Colors United found
that among homeless transgender
youth, 75 percent had been victims of
physical, emotional, or sexual abuse; 25
percent had been victims of intimate
partner violence; and 20 percent had
been victims of sexual exploitation or
trafficking.

Mr. Chairman, more than 300 domes-
tic violence and sexual violence organi-
zations have signed a national con-
sensus statement agreeing it is appro-
priate to serve transgender women
alongside other women according to
their gender identity.

They agreed there is no safety issue
despite the rhetoric heard today. In
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fact, transgender women are much
more likely to suffer abuse themselves.

So let’s not turn that safety issue on
its head. Let’s reinstate the guidance,
let’s enforce the rule, and let’s make
certain that in this society people are
treated equally and fairly.

Mr. Chairman, let’s reject this
amendment. I yield back the balance of
my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. DUN-
CAN).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from South Carolina
will be postponed.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, as the designee of Chair-
woman LOWEY, I move to strike the
last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I yield to the gentlewoman
from California (Mrs. NAPOLITANO) for
the purpose of a colloquy.

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Chair, I
thank Chairman PRICE for yielding and
discussing this issue with me regarding
the FAA’s recent threat to withhold
over $250 million annually in FAA
grants to California’s airports and di-
vert over $70 million in voter approved
local general sales tax away from their
voter approved purpose for transpor-
tation, police, fire, and the healthcare
of our citizens.

Mr. Chairman, on May 17, California
and Illinois were sent letters by FAA
threatening to withhold Federal avia-
tion funds because FAA believes the
States have not followed a 2014 FAA
policy change which would require
State and local governments across the
country—not just California and Illi-
nois—to use general sale taxes col-
lected on aviation fuel for airport pur-
poses.

Although FAA sent the first letters
to California and Illinois, they have
sent letters of inquiry to other States
like Georgia, and this issue also has
significant effects in Georgia and any
State and local government that has
aviation fuel as a part of their general
sales tax.

Mr. Chairman, California sent a let-
ter to the FAA over a year and a half
ago on December 8, 2017, explaining
their plan of action for compliance
with the FAA policy change. FAA did
not respond to California’s letter until
last month when they gave California
30 days to change their compliance
plan and seek burdensome tax informa-
tion from all 58 State counties and over
100 cities in our State.

This is further concerning in the
State of California because our general
sales taxes are voter approved by two-



H5058

thirds margin. FAA is trying to under-
mine the will of our California voters.

Mr. Chairman, I ask that you work
with me and my colleagues who are
concerned about FAA’s action and with
Representatives ALAN LOWENTHAL,
JARED HUFFMAN, ADAM SCHIFF, HARLEY
ROUDA, JOHN  GARAMENDI, SALUD
CARBAJAL, DAVID ScoTT, and JOHN
LEWIS in addressing this situation re-
garding FAA’s threat of unreasonable
enforcement on many States and local
governments.

Mr. Chairman,
much.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, I thank the gentlewoman and
the colleagues she mentioned for bring-
ing up this important issue. It may im-
pose legal and financial challenges to
certain States. Certainly it is an im-
portant issue for my friend from Cali-
fornia and for her State, so I will be
happy to work with her and the FAA to
find a mutually acceptable solution.

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

Mr. Chairman, I rise as the designee
of Chairwoman LOWEY, and I move to
strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I yield to the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. RASKIN) for the
purpose of a colloquy.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today to share the frustrations of
many of my constituents who are suf-
fering from severe noise pollution
caused by the FAA’s NextGen program
which has altered flight paths to
Reagan National Airport. Montgomery
County, Maryland, residents who live
as much as 20 miles away from the air-
port have experienced a 300 to 500 per-
cent increase in air traffic over their
homes. These flight path changes have
significantly disrupted life below with
relentless noise pollution.

As 400 flights per day cross over Be-
thesda at low altitudes, many of my
constituents are woken up in the mid-
dle of the night, others are interrupted
and distracted at work by the on-
slaught of noise, and there are children
complaining that they cannot hear
their teachers speak over the noise oc-
casionally caused by commercial jets
flying over their schools.

After more than 3 years of incessant
disturbance of their peace and quiet,
my constituents were stunned last
month when the FAA announced that
it would implement yet another change
to flight paths at Reagan National Air-
port that would lead to even more air
traffic over our communities. The FAA
casually announced the change slated
for an August 2019 implementation
date at a meeting with the Community
Noise Working Group that works with
FAA to address the problem of noise
pollution at Reagan National Airport.
Given the substantial consequences of
this change and the complete lack of
public input in its development, I urge
the FAA to delay the implementation

I thank you very
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date and to engage seriously with our
Community Noise Working Group,
which is eager to evaluate the proposed
changes and work towards alternative
proposals or strategies to avert or at
least mitigate the impact.

It is my hope, Mr. Chairman, that
with the $17.7 billion that this bill ap-
propriates to the FAA, the agency will
take serious steps toward dramatically
reducing the noise pollution in residen-
tial areas in my district, in Mont-
gomery, and throughout the Nation.

Thank you, Chairman PRICE, for your
indulgence.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I want to thank our col-
league from Maryland for highlighting
this issue of aviation noise and the
need for the FAA to be responsive to
community concerns.

Noise we know is an unfortunate and
unpleasant side effect of the invest-
ments, the jobs, and the mobility
gained from aviation service. We re-
ceived numerous requests about noise
from colleagues this year, and we un-
derscore the FAA should make every
feasible effort to assist airports, air-
lines, and local communities mitigate
noise for the health and benefit of
those affected.

Mr. Chair, I thank our colleague for
raising this issue, and I yield back the
balance of my time.
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The Acting CHAIR. The Chair under-
stands that amendment No. 237 will not
be offered.

AMENDMENT NO. 241 OFFERED BY MR. HECK

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 241 printed
in part B of House Report 116-119.

Mr. HECK. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 582, line 9, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)"’.

Page 584, line 8, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)"’.

Page 612, line 15, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)"’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 445, the gentleman
from Washington (Mr. HECK) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Washington.

Mr. HECK. Mr. Chair, I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

My amendment is about creating eco-
nomic opportunities in Indian Country.
It is about improving housing condi-
tions, creating jobs, and helping Native
communities meet their community
development needs.

It is a bipartisan amendment, and it
provides an additional $56 million for
the Indian Community Development
Block Grant program, which is one of
the most flexible, most competitive
grant programs of its kind and, might
I add, one of the most effective.
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Frankly, I was disappointed to see
the President’s budget request attempt
to eliminate the program, especially
when the problem statement associated
with the need to increase our invest-
ment in infrastructure is so clear.

I have said it before, and I will say it
again here today: We are in the middle
of a housing crisis, in large part be-
cause we simply do not have enough
homes.

While it is true that housing short-
ages exist across the country, nowhere
is the issue more pronounced than it is
in Native American communities. Na-
tive Americans experience worse hous-
ing conditions and a higher incidence
of homelessness than nearly every
other demographic.

One of the most important duties I
have as a Member of Congress is ensur-
ing the sovereignty of the four Tribes
in my district that I have the privilege
to represent, as well as the 29 Tribes in
my State, and to help them as they
work to provide better opportunities
for Tribal members.

That is our Federal trust responsi-
bility. Cutting this program violates
that trust responsibility. I urge my
colleagues to join me in supporting the
Indian Community Development Block
Grant program and, in doing so, sup-
porting the many Native American
communities who will benefit from it.

Finally, I thank my colleagues, Rep-
resentatives DON YOUNG, GWEN MOORE,
JARED HUFFMAN, DEB HAALAND, and
TULSI GABBARD, for joining me in offer-
ing this bipartisan amendment.

I also sincerely thank Chairman
PRICE and his staff for putting together
such a comprehensive appropriations
package that funds our Nation’s vital
transportation and housing programs.

Mr. Chair, I urge the adoption of this
amendment, and I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr.
claim the time in opposition.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Florida is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chair, I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. HECK. Mr. Chair, I yield to the
gentleman from North Carolina.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, I rise to support this amend-
ment.

The Indian Community Development
Block Grant program provides Indian
Tribes and Alaska Native Villages the
opportunity to compete for a flexible
source of funding to address pressing
housing and community needs in In-
dian Country.

We know the needs continue to ex-
ceed the funding available. In fiscal
year 2017, HUD was able to fund only 62
percent of the eligible applications it
received. That is why we provided in
the bill $75 million, a $10 million in-
crease over last year, for the program.
This amendment would further in-
crease that to $80 million.

Mr. Chair, I support this amendment
and the strong investment it would

Chair, I
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make possible, but I do want to express
a note of concern about the offsetting
cuts to HUD’s Cybersecurity and Infor-
mation Technology Fund.

HUD is facing daunting challenges to
upgrade its technology infrastructure.
As we head into conference negotia-
tions with the Senate, I am hopeful we
can reach a comprehensive, bipartisan
agreement that makes it possible to
boost funding both for critical housing
programs and for IT modernization at
HUD.

Again, I urge adoption of the gentle-
man’s amendment.

Mr. HECK. Mr. Chair, I thank the
chair of the subcommittee, again, very
much.

It seems to me that often around
here, we have solutions in search of
problems. That is absolutely not the
case in this instance. The problem
statement here is clear. It is screaming
in its need and the depth of the need.

As a consequence, again, I thank the
chair of the subcommittee and the bi-
partisan cosponsors of this amend-
ment.

Mr. Chair, I urge its adoption, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. HECK).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 244 OFFERED BY MR. GROTHMAN

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 244 printed
in part B of House Report 116-119.

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Chair, there is
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of division E (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . Each amount made available by
this division (other than an amount required
to be made available by a provision of law) is
hereby reduced by 4.6 percent.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 445, the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. GROTHMAN) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin.

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Chair, I guess
there is a series of amendments like
this.

It is well known that we have a huge
deficit out here. Obviously, one way to
deal with a deficit is to make sure that
the appropriations bills are not exces-
sive.

We are approaching borrowing 20 per-
cent of the Federal budget. That is just
almost beyond belief.

We just got done with an amendment
in which some people out there felt we
weren’t spending enough on commu-
nity block grants, which is appalling. I
am much more in line with President
Trump’s opinion of that. I don’t think
we should be increasing things at this
time.

This amendment is a modest amend-
ment. Rather than having decreases—
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which, of course, we should have—we
are taking a 4.6 percent across-the-
board cut on this overall provision.

I realize it touches a variety of pro-
grams. We are still allowing a 2 percent
increase. Quite frankly, I think a 2 per-
cent increase here is more than
enough, but what I do here is I propose
a 4.6 percent across-the-board reduc-
tion.

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

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, I strongly oppose this amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from North Carolina is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, this amendment indiscrimi-
nately cuts programs in transportation
and housing with, apparently, very lit-
tle thought as to the relative merit of
the programs contained in the bill.

The amendment would result in less
affordable housing and less support for
Habitat for Humanity, public housing,
homeless veterans, housing, the elder-
ly, the disabled, and the Department of
Transportation and its agencies re-
sponsible for the safety of our roads,
our bridges, our aviation, our pipelines,
and our waterways.

It would reduce funds available to
pay the bills submitted by State and
local governments for their transpor-
tation programs. These programs are
the legal responsibility of the Federal
Government.

The base bill enables us to continue
to make progress in restoring our in-
frastructure. This amendment would
roll that back.

This amendment would not encour-
age DOT or HUD to do more with less.
It would force them to do less with
less.

Our colleague describes this as a
modest amendment. Well, let me just
ask how modest these cuts are for his
home State of Wisconsin.

Mr. Chair, is $3.1 million for CDBG
funding, which could have been used to
rehabilitate housing or improve water
mains and sewers, a modest cut?

$12.4 million in Wisconsin funding for
CDBG dollars, the money that would be
generated, is that modest?

Or is $1.5 million in HOME funding in
Wisconsin, $1.8 million in funding for
transit in Wisconsin, or $1.3 million in
funding for highway infrastructure in
Wisconsin?

Our colleague may want to inquire
back home as to how modest those cuts
are.

The amendment is particularly gall-
ing since the gentleman voted for the
2017 tax bill, a $1.5 trillion tax cut,
most of which went to the top 1 per-
cent.

He is concerned about the deficit.
That tax bill alone adds $1.9 trillion to
our deficit from 2018 to 2027.

Why is it more important to give tax
cuts to the wealthy than it is to build
affordable housing and other infra-
structure like roads and bridges that

H5059

all of our citizens need and that they
benefit from? It doesn’t make sense.

Mr. Chair, I strongly urge Members
to oppose this damaging and indis-
criminate amendment, and I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Chair, I didn’t
come here to debate the tax cut, but I
will point out one more time that the
Republicans who voted against the tax
cut did so at the request of the wealthi-
er taxpayers in given States who felt
that the tax cut unnecessarily didn’t
help the wealthier members of society.

As far as the other things that were
rattled off, the State of Wisconsin
right now is running a significant sur-
plus, unlike the Federal Government
that continues to borrow substantially.
Fiscally, if anybody should be increas-
ing spending on these programs, it
should be the States, not the Federal
Government.

Not to mention our Constitution—
the gentleman rattles off a lot of
things that really have nothing to do
with interstate commerce and nothing
to do with the Federal Government. We
not only should be not increasing these
programs, but we should be cutting
them.

Again, my amendment still allows a 2
percent increase. When I go back home
and explain it to the folks, I think the
major thing they will be saying is,
“GROTHMAN, why are you SO generous
as to give a 2 percent increase?”’

I have no problem saying this amend-
ment is responsible. On the floor, I will
probably wind up voting for other
amendments that have greater reduc-
tions than this.

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

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, as to the tax cut, I will simply
quote very reliable figures from the
Center on Budget and Policy Priorities:
The top 1 percent of the population re-
ceived 34 percent of the benefits of the
tax cut.

As to the constitutional point, if I
hear that correctly, the point is that
these programs should be eliminated.
Constitutionality raises the issue as to
whether this should, perhaps, be zero
funding, as opposed to these indiscrimi-
nate cuts that would do so much dam-
age to the State of Wisconsin and to
the entire country.

Mr. Chair, I urge opposition of the
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Chair, I have
nothing more to add, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
GROTHMAN).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr.
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by

Chair, I de-
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the gentleman from Wisconsin will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 248 OFFERED BY MR. BOST

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 248 printed
in part B of House Report 116-119.

Mr. BOST. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 552, line 1, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000)"".

Page 552, line 1, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)"’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 445, the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. BosT) and a Member
opposed each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois.

Mr. BOST. Mr. Chair, the purpose of
my amendment is to put the House on
record in support of strengthening
HUD’s oversight of public housing.

Many of my colleagues may have
never heard of Cairo, Illinois, or what
took place at the Alexander County
Housing Authority, but they should.

An investigation by The Southern Il-
linoisan newspaper discovered a public
housing agency plagued with corrup-
tion and mismanagement.

Residents lived in unsafe, unsanitary
conditions, with mold, rodents, and
broken air ducts that allowed for the
creation of black mold—public housing
that was not suitable for any human
being to live in. The problem was so
bad that many of the buildings had to
be demolished.

O 1645
Residents were forced to move far
from Cairo.
All the while, the housing

authority’s senior leadership was cash-
ing in. Officials received excessive pay
and benefits, large pensions, lavish
travel expenses, and a big consulting
contract for a former director; all of
this paid for with taxpayer money.

These problems did not occur over-
night. It took decades of corruption
and neglect. The Federal regulators
were asleep at the switch. Despite the
terrible living conditions, HUD inspec-
tors gave a passing grade to the Alex-
ander Housing Authority on several oc-
casions.

HUD failed to properly audit the fi-
nancials. If they did, they would have
taken action before conditions became
a crisis.

Last year, HUD Office of Inspector
General issued a report on failures in
Alexander County. The report included
four specific recommendations on im-
provement to the agency’s regulations
of public housing.

The House Committee on Financial
Services conducted a hearing on this
report. I testified as a witness. I was
glad to see the bipartisan outrage
which occurred about the situation
that occurred in Cairo.

More recently, the HUD Inspector
General issued a report on the specific
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criminal actions of Alexander County
Housing Authority leadership. Charges
have been filed against these officials.
Unfortunately, it comes too late for
most residents of the housing author-
ity.

But we can stop this from happening
again. The purpose of my amendment
is for HUD to implement the OIG im-
provements.

In addition, it is my hope that the
House Financial Services Committee
continue its work to conduct oversight
of public housing agencies. What hap-
pened in Alexander County may be the
most extreme outcome, but it is not
the only one of these types of issues
that are occurring around this Nation
today.

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

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I am prepared to claim the
time in opposition, although I am not
opposed to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman is recognized for 5
minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I want to strongly support
this amendment and commend the gen-
tleman for offering it. He is high-
lighting horrible conditions with the
situation in Alexander County, Illinois.

HUD’s IG has concluded that HUD
should have done more to oversee this
decades-long situation, these deterio-
rating conditions at the Alexander
County Housing Authority and has
made multiple recommendations to ad-
dress the situation and to ensure that
something like this doesn’t recur.

In fiscal year 2018, our House THUD
report requested that HUD work with
the community to find adequate hous-
ing for displaced residents, and to
quickly investigate the root causes of
the situation.

The base bill, I am happy to say, does
fund the IG account above the request
level, partly to help with work on this
issue. And we have also increased fund-
ing in the Public Housing Operating
and Capital Funds to provide more re-
sources to public housing authorities
for capital improvements and better
management.

Mr. Chairman, we are continuing to
monitor this situation. We expect HUD
to implement the Inspector General’s
recommendations as quickly as pos-
sible. So I urge adoption of the amend-
ment.

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

Mr. BOST. Mr. Chair, I thank the
chairman for his support of the amend-
ment. With this, it is our hope that
things like what happened in Alex-
ander County will not happen again;
that proper oversight will be given.

The effect that this has on people’s
lives is tremendous, and anyone that
has worked with these situations
knows and understands.

I appreciate the fact that my col-
league, the chairman, supports this,
and I ask for my colleagues’ support.
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Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. BOST).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 251 OFFERED BY MR. BANKS

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 251 printed
in part B of House Report 116-119.

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Chairman, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of division E (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . Bach amount made available in
division E, except those amounts made avail-
able to the Department of Defense, is hereby
reduced by 14 percent.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 445, the gentleman
from Indiana (Mr. BANKS) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Indiana.

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Chairman, here we
go again. Another bloated spending
deal that doesn’t just bust the spending
caps but spends more than ever before
on this division. With a $22 trillion na-
tional debt, you would think my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle
would show a little restraint.

My friends on the other side of the
aisle, who I have enormous respect for,
including the chairman, are proposing
to spend $137.1 billion in this division
alone, which is $6 billion more than
last year’s enacted level.

Mr. Chairman, we simply can’t con-
tinue to go down this path. While both
parties have contributed to Washing-
ton’s $22 trillion national debt, my col-
leagues are recklessly proposing to
bust the budget caps, trigger sequestra-
tion, and continue to mortgage our
children’s future. At some point, we
have got to do something to confront
this town’s spending addiction.

I acknowledge that reducing our na-
tional debt is a daunting challenge, and
I am prepared to debate today how to
best accomplish the goal of a balanced
budget. But my friends on the other
side of the aisle do not even want to
have that discussion.

Hoosier families in my district have
these tough talks every day around
their kitchen table. Why can’t Wash-
ington, D.C., do the same?

With these spending packages threat-
ening to bust the budget caps and ini-
tiate sequestration, there appears to be
an indifference from my Democrat col-
leagues as to the severe harm that this
poses to our national security.

I will not be silent about this, Mr.
Chairman. This is my seventh time
coming to this microphone offering the
same amendment in the last couple of
weeks alone. I am looking forward to
having a substantive debate today
about this particular amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.
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Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the
amendment.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I suppose if you liked a 4.6
percent across-the-board, indiscrimi-
nate cut, you will love 14 percent, even
more draconian, and equally indis-
criminate.

I won’t repeat what I said a few min-
utes ago about the drastic effects a cut
of this magnitude would have on the
range of housing and transportation
priorities for this country. But I will
look at a particular State, the gentle-
man’s own State, Indiana, and just
mention what some of the con-
sequences would be. I hope this is use-
ful information.

The gentleman’s amendment would
cut $10.2 million in CDBG funding for
Indiana, which could have been used to
rehab housing, to repair streets and
sidewalks, provide senior and youth
programs. The amount of additional
funding generated by CDBG dollars in
Indiana is estimated to be—the cut, the
effect is estimated to be $40.6 million
in money taken out of the Indiana
economy.

Home funding, the most flexible af-
fordable housing funding we have, $4.8
million taken out of that funding in In-
diana.

Transit projects in Indiana take a
whopping loss of $23.8 million.

Highways in Indiana, highway infra-
structure, a loss of $56.1 million; and so
it goes.

These are cuts that would reverse the
progress we have made.

A lot of people are talking infrastruc-
ture these days, including our Presi-
dent. This bill is actually doing some-
thing about it. We are making long
overdue investments in this country’s
infrastructure, and that includes the
housing infrastructure.

Yet, colleagues who—I don’t know
what they have said about this as a na-
tional priority. Certainly, if they offer
an amendment like this, or vote for an
amendment like this, they are march-
ing back down the hill in terms of the
progress we have made and hope to
make.

So this amendment, I would think,
has very little to recommend it for any
Member who wishes to invest in our
country’s future, and I urge its rejec-
tion.

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

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Chairman, a very
wise former Governor of Indiana once
said that you will never know how
much government you will never miss.
And these days, as we roll out spending
package after spending package that
spends more and more than ever spent
before, I look back to those wise words
of that former governor, because that
former Governor, knew, just as I do, as
a former State Legislator, that the
States can always run these programs
and do better with running govern-
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ment, administering programs like
these than the Federal Government
ever can.

And while there is a difference of
opinion between my colleague, again,
who I respect and admire so much, it is
clear that there is a difference of opin-
ion between those who believe that
Washington, D.C., should tax more
hard-earned tax dollars out of the
pockets of hardworking Hoosier fami-
lies, just so that Washington, D.C., can
spend more and more on spending
packages just like these.

In closing, Mr. Chairman, President
Ronald Reagan once said: ‘“We don’t
have a trillion-dollar debt because we
haven’t taxed enough; we have a tril-
lion-dollar debt because we spend too
much.”

Since then, we have added roughly
$21 trillion to our Nation’s debt. This
simply cannot go on. If we do not begin
to tackle this challenge now, it will be
tackled for us by our creditors.

We need to learn from the common-
sense words of President Reagan and
start to live within our means today. If
we don’t, we will be putting our troops
at a disadvantage and our national se-
curity at risk because of sequestration
and leave for our children a country
with less freedom and less opportunity
than the one that we inherited. That is
unacceptable to me, and I plan to fight
to prevent that future from becoming a
reality. I urge my colleagues’ support
for this amendment.

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BANKS).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Chairman, I demand
a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Indiana will be
postponed.

It is now in order to consider amend-
ment No. 253 printed in part B of House
Report 116-119.

AMENDMENT NO. 258 OFFERED BY MR. VARGAS

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 258 printed
in part B of House Report 116-119.

Mr. VARGAS. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of division E (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. 422. None of the funds made available
by this division may be used to deny eligi-
bility of a single family mortgage for insur-
ance under title II of the National Housing
Act on the basis of the status of the mort-
gagor as an alien in deferred action status
pursuant to the Deferred Action for Child-
hood Arrivals (‘DACA’) Program announced
by the Secretary of Homeland Security on
June 15, 2012.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 445, the gentleman
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from California (Mr. VARGAS) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

Mr. VARGAS. Mr. Chair, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Until recently, recipients of the De-
ferred Action for Childhood Arrivals, or
DACA program, have been able to se-
cure mortgage insurance from the Fed-
eral Housing Administration, or FHA.

In 2018, lenders began reporting to
news sources such as, HousingWire and
BuzzFeed, that officials from the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment had informed them that DACA
recipients were not eligible for FHA in-
surance.

HUD’s conflicting responses to public
inquiries on the matter left uncer-
tainty in the market over the past
year. Then HUD sent a letter to Rep-
resentative PETE AGUILAR 2 weeks ago
confirming they had stopped providing
FHA insurance for DACA recipients’
mortgages.
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DACA recipients are individuals liv-
ing in the U.S. under the Deferred Ac-
tion for Childhood Arrivals, DACA,
program. They were brought to the
United States as children. They were
children.

As individuals even within this ad-
ministration have expressed, the
United States is the only place many of
them know. It is their home.

DACA recipients are taxpayers, stu-
dents, teachers, and soldiers. They are
our neighbors. They contribute to our
economy and are pillars of our commu-
nities. Yet, individuals now seek to
deny DACA recipients access to owning
a home.

Our government insures mortgages
through FHA to help low- and middle-
income individuals buy a home. This
program allowed DACA recipients to
buy their first homes. HUD’s move to
deny these young people access to Fed-
eral insurance has already blocked peo-
ple from homeownership.

That is why my colleague, Represent-
ative PETE AGUILAR, and I have offered
the amendment here today. This
amendment simply prohibits HUD from
using funds to deny DACA recipients
access to FHA-insured mortgages.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
support the amendment and provide
these individuals with access to home-
ownership.

Mr. Chair, I yield as much time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
California (Mr. AGUILAR).

Mr. AGUILAR. Mr. Chair, I thank the
gentleman from California (Mr.
VARGAS) for his advocacy for decades
on behalf of immigrants and his com-

munity.
It has been nearly 2 years since the
Trump administration arbitrarily

ended the DACA program, throwing the
lives of these thousands of young peo-
ple into turmoil. Despite bipartisan ef-
forts to provide Dreamers with a path
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to citizenship and the certainty that
they deserve, the Trump administra-
tion has done all it can to block
progress on this issue.

Earlier this year, we learned about
Republicans’ latest efforts to deny
these young immigrants access to the
American Dream. For years, FHA-
backed loans have made it possible for
borrowers with little savings and a low
downpayment to become homeowners,
giving young families a chance at
building generational wealth.

This critical resource helps to build
our middle class, invigorates local
economies, and gives families security
to control their own future. Under the
Trump administration, HUD has in-
structed lenders to deny this oppor-
tunity to DACA recipients by declaring
them ineligible for FHA-backed home
loans.

Let me be clear: This new and cruel
policy shift takes away a key tool to
help Dreamers succeed in this country,
allowing the President’s anti-immi-
grant agenda to seep into our Nation’s
housing policy.

DACA recipients are every bit as
American as anyone in this Chamber
today. They grew up in this country.
They have started businesses and ca-
reers in this country. They are raising
families in this country. If our govern-
ment will not take the necessary steps
to allow them to live freely as citizens
in this country, the least we can do is
to make sure that they will be success-
ful here.

That is why I am proud to support
the amendment by Mr. VARGAS, which
would give Dreamers the opportunity
to use FHA-backed loans to become
homeowners and to build their futures
in the only country that they have ever
known.

Mr. Chair, again, I thank Mr. VARGAS
for this amendment.

Mr. VARGAS. Mr. Chair, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chair, I
claim the time in opposition to the
amendment, even though I am not op-
posed to it.

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. TONKO).
Without objection, the gentleman from
Florida is recognized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chair, again,
I want to first thank Mr. VARGAS, not
for this amendment, but for his leader-
ship and for his support of immigrants.
He has done that for many, many
years, and I thank him for that. But I
want to make some things clear.

There is no DACA policy related to
FHA-backed mortgages. As a matter of
fact, there has been no change in pol-
icy. FHA’s published policy states that
non-U.S. citizens without formal lawful
residency are not eligible for FHA-in-
sured loans.

Again, this is not a new policy. This
was the policy during the previous ad-
ministration. This was the policy when
Secretary Castro was Secretary of
HUD. It has been in place since the pre-
vious administration. There has been
no change.
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Mr. Chair, obviously, I don’t question
the motives of the gentleman, whom I
have great respect for, and I once again
thank him for his concern on this
issue. If T have some concern, it is the
fact that this may let some people be-
lieve, those folks out there who are
DACA recipients, that, all of a sudden,
they have this new protection, which
this amendment does not give them.

Mr. Chair, I have no real objection
other than to the fact that this really
doesn’t do anything. But I do appre-
ciate my friend for his years of leader-
ship and of care. Again, I don’t have a
real objection. This amendment just
doesn’t do anything.

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

Mr. VARGAS. Mr. Chair, I do thank
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. DIAZ-
BALART) for his kind words. I appre-
ciate my good friend.

Mr. Chair, I yield as much time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. PRICE).

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, I am happy to strongly support
this amendment, and I thank my col-
leagues for offering it.

I want to make a comment on what
is going on over at HUD. Secretary
Carson assured our committee that
Dreamers were not being denied FHA
loans, that there was no change to the
policy, no plan to change the policy.
Now, HUD has confirmed that FHA will
no longer make loans available to
Dreamers.

This is the latest in what is becoming
a disturbing pattern of HUD telling
Congress one thing and then doing an-
other. They haven’t been forthcoming,
to say the least, on this issue.

This amendment reverses that deci-
sion, that HUD decision that would ef-
fectively block a key part of the Amer-
ican Dream, homeownership, to this
population.

Dreamers are already in limbo, Mr.
Chair. Let’s not make these young peo-
ple pay a further price for our failure
to act.

Mr. Chair, I thank my colleagues for
the amendment and urge its adoption.

Mr. VARGAS. Mr. Chair, again, I
urge my colleagues to support this
amendment. I thank the gentleman
from North Carolina, the gentleman
from California, and, again, my friend
from Florida for their comments.

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

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chair, I
want to add what I said before, that
there has been no change in policy.
This was the same policy that was
there during the previous administra-
tion. Again, that does not take away
my great respect for the gentleman
who is introducing this amendment.

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

Mr. VARGAS. Mr. Chair, I would just
close with saying this: Remember,
these are children who were brought to
the United States through no decision
of their own. It was their parents’.
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So many of us have children, and
they don’t get to make their own deci-
sions. We make the decisions when
they are children on where they go,
where they live.

Mr. Chair, let’s show some heart.
Let’s show some love to these young
people and allow them to pursue the
American Dream. I urge its support.

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. VARGAS).

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, I rise as the designee of Chair-
woman NITA LOWEY, and I move to
strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, I yield to the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) for the pur-
pose of entering into a colloquy.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chair, let
me thank the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. PRICE) and let me thank
the gentlewoman from New York (Mrs.
LOwEY) for their kindness. I wish to
enter into a colloquy with the distin-
guished gentleman.

Mr. Chair, I thank Chairman PRICE
for the assistance and resources he has
helped direct to my home State of
Texas in the aftermath of Hurricane
Harvey and for his commitment to re-
vitalizing the Nation’s infrastructure
in a way that preserves our Nation’s
cultural heritage.

In 1966, President Lyndon Johnson
signed into law the landmark National
Historic Preservation Act, which,
among other things, established the
National Register of Historic Places.

Independence Heights is just one of
the dozens of communities throughout
the United States that can trace its be-
ginning to freed slaves. Since its begin-
ning in 1915, it has survived economic
hardship and natural disasters in the
period of 1919 to 1921 called the burn-
ings.

Because of its historical significance,
Independence Heights is included in
legislation I have introduced, H.R. 434,
that will create the Emancipation Na-
tional Historic Trail, which begins at
the location in Galveston, Texas, where
General Gordon Granger announced
President Lincoln’s emancipation of
slaves on June 19, 1865.

Mr. Chair, I would inquire of the
chairman if he agrees with me that the
requirements of the National Historic
Preservation Act and NEPA regarding
the environment apply with respect to
USDOT approval of the I-45 Highway
project that may adversely impact his-
toric buildings and neighborhoods in
Independence Heights, Texas, which, in
1915, became the first African Amer-
ican municipality incorporated in
Texas?

Would it be appropriate for USDOT
officials to consider the views and
input of civic and community leaders
of Independence Heights and others in
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assessing whether Federal support of
the I-45 transportation project com-
plies with the requirements of the Na-
tional Historic Preservation Act and
NEPA?

Mr. Chair, will the gentleman work
with me to ensure that the approval
process for this I-45 transportation
project in my congressional district is
conducted in a manner that complies
with the law and preserves to the max-
imum extent feasible historic sites in
Independence Heights, in compliance
with NEPA, that have national, State,
and local historic significance for the
Nation?

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, I thank my colleague from
Texas for those questions, which high-
light the issue of historic preservation
and NEPA review.

As part of its evaluation and ap-
proval process, the Department of
Transportation must consider the ef-
fects of proposed projects on areas of
historical significance. Under the law,
the Department must make an assess-
ment of any effects of a project on his-
toric properties and evaluate options
to avoid, minimize, and mitigate nega-
tive effects. This assessment must be
completed in consultation with State
and local partners, as well as civic and
community leaders.

Mr. Chair, I look forward to working
with the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms.
JACKSON LEE) on issues of historic pres-
ervation.

Mr. Chair, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Texas for any comments
she might have.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chair, I
thank the gentleman very much.

Mr. Chair, thank you, Chairman PRICE, for
the assistance and resources you helped di-
rect to my home state of Texas in the after-
math of Hurricane Harvey, and for your com-
mitment to revitalizing the nation’s infrastruc-
ture in a way that preserves our nation’s cul-
tural heritage.

In 1966, President Lyndon Johnson signed
into law the landmark National Historic Preser-
vation Act, which, among other things, estab-
lished the National Register of Historic Places.

Independence Heights is just one of dozens
of communities throughout the United States
that can trace its beginning to freed slaves
and since its beginning in 1915 it has survived
economic hardship, natural disasters, and the
period of 1919-1921 called the “Burnings.”

Because of its historical significance, Inde-
pendence Heights is included in legislation |
have introduced (H.R. 434) that will create the
Emancipation National Historic Trail which be-
gins at the location in Galveston, Texas,
where General Gordon Granger announced
President Lincoln’s Emancipation of slaves on
June 19, 1865.

Mr. Chair, may I ask how much time
is remaining.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from North Carolina has 1 minute and
35 seconds remaining.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chair, I
thank the gentleman very much. If I
might, I would like to thank the chair-
man again for an amendment that in-
creases and decreases by $10 million
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funds for the National Infrastructure
Investment Account to provide funding
for urban bicycle and pedestrian safety
programs.

Let me say that, tragically, we lost a
brilliant young man on May 30, 2019, at
the intersection of North Shepherd
Drive and West 10th Street in the 18th
Congressional District. When Lesha
White was driving, it was Jesus
“‘Jesse’” Perez who was struggling to
cross the intersection, and this caused
him to lose his life.

Let me also indicate that we know
that, in Houston, there are 2,000 deaths
of bicyclists and pedestrians. We would
like to make sure that we increase op-
portunities for safety.

Mr. Chair, I thank the gentleman and
the Rules Committee for this amend-
ment being made in order.

According to TxDOT, 1,400 Houston
area pedestrians are injured, and 275 of
them are injured seriously.

We hope that this will work for both
pedestrians and bicyclists. Bicycling in
Houston has taken off in the State of
Texas and everywhere, and we cer-
tainly want to make sure that they are
safe.

Mr. Chair, let me also thank the gen-
tleman for an amendment that gives $2
million for the Office of Inspector Gen-
eral account to investigate the Depart-
ment of HUD’s delay in releasing $4 bil-
lion in Hurricane Harvey disaster com-
munity block grant dollars.

We are still desperate. Every day,
people ask me when their homes are
going to be able to be fixed. We do
know that we are working to move
that along, but we know what is impor-
tant is to make sure that those dollars
get to those individuals and that we
can restore our communities.

We are going into hurricane season
again, and I thought it was very impor-
tant that we work strongly to ensure
that these citizens are made whole.

Mr. Chair, I thank the gentleman for
including them in the en bloc and for
allowing Houston to stand up again
after a devastating hurricane, Hurri-
cane Harvey.

Mr. Chair, | have an amendment at the
desk; it is listed in the Rule as Jackson Lee
#243.

| wish to thank Chairman MCGOVERN and
Ranking Member COLE of the Rules Com-
mittee for making this Jackson Lee Amend-
ment in order.

I thank Chairwoman PRICE and Ranking
Member DIAZ-BALART for their hard work in
bringing Division E, the Transportation Hous-
ing and Urban Development portion of this
omnibus appropriations legislative package, to
the floor.

| thank them all for this opportunity to ex-
plain the Jackson Lee Amendment, which
makes a good bill even better by providing $2
million to an effort to explain why the Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Development has
not released the funds appropriated almost
two years ago to the State of Texas, the City
of Houston and Harris County to rebuild fol-
lowing Hurricane Harvey.

In August of 2017, Hurricane Harvey para-
lyzed the Houston region dumping nearly 60
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inches of rain, claiming 88 lives and causing
$113 billion of damage.

In February of 2018, Congress appropriated
$4.383 billion to Texas through CDBG-DR
funds. In June of 2018, HUD approved the
State Action Plan Texas submitted by The
General Land Office (GLO), which outlined
how the CD BG-DR grants would be distrib-
uted throughout the state.

This money still has not made it to Texas to
help those in need.

While the waters receded nearly two years
ago, many Texans are still struggling to put
their lives back together and rebuild.

Homes and neighborhoods remain with visi-
ble damage from the flood waters.

I, along with members of the Texas House
and Senate Delegations have made numerous
requests to HUD Officials to move the process
of releasing funding forward, but without suc-
cess.

The last resort left is to seek the assistance
of the Inspector General of HUD to determine
the cause of the delay in distributing funds
and to determine what needs to be done to re-
lease the funds.

The mission of the Office of Inspector Gen-
eral (OIG) is to prevent and detect fraud,
waste, and abuse in the programs and oper-
ations of HUD by conducting independent au-
dits, evaluations, and investigations.

The OIG can get answers on why the proc-
ess of releasing funds is taking so long and
whether there is any waste, fraud or abuse as-
sociated with the delay.

Hurricane Harvey was the most economi-
cally destructive hurricane to hit Texas in its
history and the second-most expensive hurri-
cane in American history.

Hurricane Harvey and the resulting flood im-
pacted over 1,000 square miles along the mid-
to-upper Texas Gulf Coast, and into the
state’s interior.

Congress immediately recognized the vast
extent of the damage throughout the state and
that federal action would be needed to help
Texas start to rebuild and recover.

Finally, it would be beneficial to Congress to
know if there are other factors within the agen-
cy that may be hindering effective administra-
tion of the duty to distribute the Harvey Dis-
aster Block Grant Development funds such as
agency vacancies, skills and competence of
personnel, or administration policy that may be
contributing factors.

As the lead state agency for administering
CDBG-DR funds, GLO entered into an agree-
ment with HUD and has worked closely with
the agency to define the meaning of mitigation
and to identify projects that would best help
those impacted by Hurricane Harvey.

Despite the collaboration between the GLO
and HUD, the rules have not yet been pub-
lished in the Federal Register.

As a result, the GLO has been significantly
delayed in implementing a State Action Plan
for the funds, the critical next step needed be-
fore the grants can get to those who need
them.

| ask my colleagues to support this Jackson
Lee Amendment that may pave the way for
the funding appropriated in 2017 to reach
those still in need of disaster recovery assist-
ance.

Additionally, funding is needed to make the
needed changes to the intersections to im-
prove pedestrian and bicyclists safety.

We must come together to tackle this prob-
lem and work to ensure that we stem the tide
in these fatalities.



H5064

The rising death and injury toll of pedestrian
and bicyclists is alarming and merits serious
attention but as we know too tragically, behind
the statistics are stories about people who are
treasured and sorely missed by family, friends,
and coworkers.

| ask my colleagues to join me in support of
this Jackson Lee Amendment to help reduce
the number of pedestrian and bicycle fatalities
in urban areas.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, I thank my colleague for her
kind words and also for her relentless
efforts, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

AMENDMENT NO. 267 OFFERED BY MR.
KRISHNAMOORTHI

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 267 printed
in part B of House Report 116-119.

Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI. Mr. Chair, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of division E (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. 422. None of the funds made available
by this division may be used in contraven-
tion of section 2635.702 of title 5, Code of Fed-
eral Regulations.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 445, the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI) and
a Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois.
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Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI. Mr. Chair, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Chair, I rise today in support of
amendment No. 267 and in support of
H.R. 3055, legislation that includes ro-
bust funding for the Department of
Transportation.

Simply put, H.R. 3055 will bolster our
infrastructure and increase the safety
and security for citizens across the
country, and I am proud to support it.
But, Mr. Chair, when we use billions of
dollars in taxpayer money to invest in
our infrastructure, our -constituents
are relying on us to do so in a manner
that is fair, transparent, and ethical.

That is why I am introducing, today,
amendment No. 267, which would pro-
hibit any funding in the appropriations
bill from being used in violation of sec-
tion 2635.702 of title 5, which is the law
mandating that no public office be used
for private gain.

In light of recent reporting alleging
potential misconduct by the Secretary
of the Department of Transportation,
it is imperative that we remind Federal
officials that public money cannot be
used for private purposes. Government
officials across agencies should not
make policy decisions with the intent
of benefiting family businesses. They
should never use their position in an
official capacity to promote their own
personal financial interests, and when
tasked with any decision where there
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are potential conflicts of interest, they
must recuse themselves.

Government officials should make
decisions only for the public good, not
private gain. Favoritism corrodes trust
in government and in the vital institu-
tions that have Kkept our democracy
strong for over 200 years. For these rea-
sons, I urge my colleagues to support
this amendment.

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

Mr. DIAZ BALART. Mr.
claim the time in opposition.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Florida is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. DIAZ BALART. Mr. Chair, I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI. Mr. Chair, I
yield to the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. PRICE).

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I am pleased to rise in sup-
port of this amendment and commend
my colleague and a number of col-
leagues, actually, for offering it.

The recent news reports about the
Secretary of Transportation are dis-
turbing. It is critical that anyone who
serves in public office follows the law,
and if the law clearly states you can’t
use your public office for personal gain,
that is what following the law requires.
We expect all Federal employees to fol-
low the law, and this amendment re-
minds them that it is their obligation
to do so.

So I thank the gentleman again for
raising this issue.

Mr. Chair, I would urge adoption of
the amendment.

Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI. Mr. Chair, I
have no further speakers, and I urge
my colleagues to support this amend-
ment because we must operate in the
public interest, not for private gain, as
Federal employees and people in trust
in the Federal Government.

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr.
KRISHNAMOORTHI).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 268 OFFERED BY MS. JAYAPAL

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 268 printed
in part B of House Report 116-119.

Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 548, line 24, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000)"’.

Page 592, line 8, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)"’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 445, the gentlewoman
from Washington (Ms. JAYAPAL) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Washington.

Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Chairman, let me
first thank our Appropriations Com-
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mittee chair, Mr. PRICE, as well as the
members of the Rules Committee for
making this amendment in order.

This is a budget-neutral amendment
that would increase the funds dedi-
cated to Federal homeless assistance
grants by $1 million. These grants fund
programs that have been shown to play
key roles in addressing homelessness.
In my hometown, for example, these
funds support providers like Catholic
Housing Services, which supports peo-
ple who are formerly homeless, and
like Plymouth Housing, which offers
housing using the highly effective evi-
dence-based permanent supportive
housing model.

In my district, Mr. Chairman, we
have 11,000 homeless folks, people who
are experiencing homelessness, and
they need help. We need more of these
programs across the country.

Across the country, neighbors are ex-
periencing homelessness and housing
instability, and that instability can
take many forms. It can be the veteran
sleeping under an overpass, the child
whose family is staying with friends
and relatives, the low-wage worker who
just can’t even earn enough to leave
the shelter, or the former foster youth
who bounces in and out of cheap mo-
tels.

Some of these forms of homelessness
are highly visible, others, like the
housing instability experienced by
families and by people living in rural
areas, are often much harder to see,
but every form of homelessness is deep-
ly harmful.

That housing instability harms chil-
dren’s health. Kids and families facing
housing instability had an almost 20
percent increased risk of hospitaliza-
tion. Being homeless exacerbates phys-
ical and mental health issues and
causes illness where, before, people had
been healthy. And women who are
unstably housed face high rates of rape
and sexual and physical violence.

This suffering is cruel and unneces-
sary, and it is preventable. We all lose
a piece of our humanity when we leave
our unhoused neighborhoods behind. I
hope we can do better with this amend-
ment.

Mr. Chair, I yield to the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. PRICE), our
distinguished subcommittee chairman.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I thank the gentlewoman
for yielding and wish to express sup-
port for her amendment. I commend
her for offering it.

Our underlying bill provides $2.8 bil-
lion for HUD’s Homeless Assistance
Grants program. That is the highest
funding level in that program’s his-
tory. It includes more resources for
Emergency Solutions Grants to rapidly
rehouse and prevent homelessness, and
the bill includes targeted investments
for survivors of domestic violence and
for youth experiencing homelessness.

In addition, section 231 of the bill
creates a mechanism that allows HUD
to more readily use recaptured funds
from the small number of projects that
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might not utilize their resources. We
expect this provision will give us an ad-
ditional $90 million to use as grantees
fight on the front lines to end home-
lessness.

So we have added resources. More
can and must be done, and our col-
league’s amendment reflects that re-
ality. We are going to pair this with
sustained investments in affordable
housing, and we are determined to re-
duce housing insecurity across the Na-
tion.

So I am proud of what our bill ac-
complishes in this area. I commend the
gentlewoman for her amendment addi-
tionally emphasizing our homeless
challenge, and I urge adoption of our
colleague’s amendment.

Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from  Washington (Ms.
JAYAPAL).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentlewoman from Washington will
be postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 273 OFFERED BY MS. WEXTON

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 273 printed
in part B of House Report 116-119.

Ms. WEXTON. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 468, line 15, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $7,000,000) (re-
duced by $7,000,000)".

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 445, the gentlewoman
from Virginia (Ms. WEXTON) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Virginia.

Ms. WEXTON. Mr. Chairman, my
amendment provides $7 million for the
FAA to continue its work developing
the remote tower pilot program.

Remote towers are a simple but revo-
lutionary concept: Provide air traffic
control services from any location.
With remote tower technology, high-
definition cameras and other sensors
are installed in an airport and feed
video and data in real time to a remote
tower center.

Remote towers offer a promising new
way for the FAA and airports to ad-
dress air traffic without breaking the
bank, saving on construction and
maintenance costs that come with
building a traditional air traffic con-
trol tower.

In addition to these cost savings, re-
mote towers provide additional capa-
bilities beyond the out-of-the-window
view, such as integration of local
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weather information, tracking moving
objects, and the overlay of radar and
surveillance information about an air-
craft.

Remote tower systems can outline
the edges of runways, taxiways, and
airport structure, enhance visibility in
fog, rain, and other adverse weather,
and incorporate infrared cameras to
provide night vision. The cameras can
be filtered to minimize glare on a
bright day or to add light when it is
difficult to see at sunrise or dusk or on
overcast days.

I am pleased that the first remote
tower in the system is undergoing test-
ing in my district at Leesburg Execu-
tive Airport. The project was launched
in 2014 to address the justified need for
an air traffic control tower. The air-
port has more than 100,000 operations
annually and is located in a complex
airspace just miles away from Dulles
International Airport.

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

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Chairman, I claim
the time in opposition, although I am
not opposed to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman from Pennsylvania
is recognized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Chair, I thank the
ranking member for the opportunity.

This amendment ensures adequate
funding for the purposes of instructing
the FAA to continue the remote tower
pilot program. Remote towers provide
air traffic control services through the
use of cameras and/or other instru-
ments that provide information to con-
trollers not in the same location. This
is an innovative way to provide ATC
services, significantly decreasing the
upfront costs of building a control
tower, and it reduces the annual oper-
ating and maintenance costs, espe-
cially where one remote tower provides
coverage for several small airports in
the vicinity.

A 2007 FAA study found that the
technology in a remote tower actually
improves surveillance capabilities at
night and in inclement weather condi-
tions. With more than 20,000 nontow-
ered U.S. airports missing out on the
benefits of an air traffic control tower,
including streamlined access, reduced
delays, and increased safety margins,
remote towers provide a cost-effective
way to enhance the safety and perform-
ance at these airports.

It is vital that we continue to sup-
port the FAA’s remote tower pilot pro-
gram allowing for innovative ways to
improve safety and reduce costs. I want
to thank the gentlewoman from Vir-
ginia for her important amendment,
and I encourage my colleagues to vote
in favor of her amendment.

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

Ms. WEXTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
to the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. PRICE).

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I
thank my colleague for yielding, and I
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am happy to express support for her
amendment and for highlighting this
issue.

Remote towers can be a cost-effec-
tive way to provide additional safety
and operational benefits to the Na-
tional Air Space program. The under-
lying bill, in fact, includes report lan-
guage encouraging the FAA ‘“‘to use re-
mote tower technology as a means to
enhance safety, reduce costs, and ex-
pand air traffic control services at
rural and small community airports.”’

I appreciate the gentlewoman’s lead-
ership on this issue. I urge adoption of
her well-considered amendment.

Ms. WEXTON. Mr. Chairman, the Na-
tional Air Traffic Controllers Associa-
tion agrees it would be shortsighted
not to continue the remote tower pilot
program at this point. If funding is not
appropriated, the FAA’s activities re-
lated to certifying remote towers
would cease, and the valuable work
that has been done to understand the
technology, develop operations, train
controllers, and conduct safety anal-
ysis will be put on hold. In addition,
the FAA won’t have the resources to
install remote tower technology at
other airports and evaluate future sys-
tem improvements and innovations.

For these reasons, I urge my col-
leagues to support this amendment and
to continue advancement of remote
tower technology as a cost-effective al-
ternative for providing air traffic con-
trol services.

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Virginia (Ms. WEXTON).

The amendment was agreed to.
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AMENDMENT NO. 282 OFFERED BY MR. GARCIA OF
TLLINOIS

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 282 printed
in part B of House Report 116-119.

Mr. GARCIA of Illinois. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 450, line 10, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $5,000,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 445, the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. GARCIA) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois.

Mr. GARCIA of Illinois. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Chairman, my amendment that I
offer, along with Congressman
CISNEROS of California, would set aside
an additional $5 million to fund the de-
sign, planning, and preparation of inno-
vative transit-oriented development, or
TOD, projects. TOD projects that in-
corporate better land use planning and
design can be instrumental in pre-
venting displacement and
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gentrification in both urban and rural
areas, leading to more equitable devel-
opment.

Without proper funding for planning,
poor land use decisions can often in-
crease the threat of displacement. Too
often, it is communities of color and
working-class families who suffer
most, like the 23,000 Hispanic and Afri-
can American residents who have left
the Logan Square neighborhood in my
district, as well as the Pilsen part of
my district in Chicago.

My amendment would provide a mod-
est increase to the funds available for
transit-oriented planning and design
and better provide access to jobs and
affordable housing in communities
across the U.S.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
on both sides of the aisle to support
this amendment, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in opposition to the gentleman’s
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Florida is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman,
first, I understand what the gentleman
is trying to do, and I respect him for
that. But I think Chairman PRICE has
set the right threshold for BUILD plan-
ning grants.

More money going to planning could
potentially, frankly, mean less money
for infrastructure for actual projects.
That is particularly true if, as I fear,
when there is a top-line number agreed
to by the House, Senate, and the White
House, the number that Chairman
PRICE is going to have to work with
might be less than what he is working
with today, making his job a lot more
difficult.

Again, I understand what the gen-
tleman is trying to do. I have said it
publicly and I have said it privately: I
think Chairman PRICE has done a great
job and has got a good balance. There-
fore, even though I understand what
the gentleman is trying to do, I re-
spectfully have to oppose this amend-
ment.

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

Mr. GARCIA of Illinois. Mr. Chair-
man, I just want to point out that bet-
ter planning could, in fact, save more
money that would be available for in-
frastructure and development.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
PRICE), the chairman of the Appropria-
tions Subcommittee on Transpor-
tation, Housing and Urban Develop-
ment.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I thank my colleague for
yielding and for offering this amend-
ment.

Mr. Chairman, I am willing to accept
this amendment, take it to conference,
and work out what the most appro-
priate level of funding is.

I want to acknowledge strong sup-
port of this Chamber from both sides of
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the aisle for the BUILD program. That
is the one discretionary program with-
in DOT that allows States and local
communities to seek funding for major
multi-modal transportation projects.

As our colleague has underscored,
technical assistance and planning sup-
port is often essential to that process,
especially for communities with more
limited resources or expertise.

These planning grants are important.
The underlying bill provides $15 mil-
lion for competitive grants for plan-
ning, preparation, and design. The
amendment sets that figure at $20 mil-
lion. These resources are going to lead
to increased investments in our com-
munities, they are going to create jobs,
and spur economic growth.

Mr. Chairman, I applaud the gentle-
man’s efforts to highlight the impor-
tance of planning grants, and I urge
adoption of the amendment.

Mr. GARCIA of Illinois. Mr. Chair-
man, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman,
again, after hearing the chairman, who
is always willing to work with col-
leagues—again, I just understand the
difficult task that he has ahead of him,
but it is an issue that, as the chairman
himself has said, he will continue to
work on and with that—I understand
where Mr. GARCIA is coming from.
Also, I know that he understands that
this is a very difficult balance that the
chairman has to deal with. I look for-
ward to continuing to work with the
chairman.

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

Mr. GARCIA of Illinois. Mr. Chair-
man, I urge colleagues on both sides of
the aisle to support this amendment,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. GARCIA).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 284 OFFERED BY MR.
MALINOWSKI

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 284 printed
in part B of House Report 116-119.

Mr. MALINOWSKI. Mr. Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 515, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $6,000,000)"".

Page 515, line 24, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $6,000,000)"’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 445, the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. MALINOWSKI) and
a Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey.

Mr. MALINOWSKI. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Chairman, my amendment in-
creases funding for the Low or No
Emission Grant Program by $6 million,
from $94 million to $100 million.
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The program, as the name implies,
provides funding to State and local
governments for zero- and low-emission
transit bus programs.

Using funds from the first and second
round of the Volkswagen settlement,
my State of New Jersey has begun our
transition to electric transit and
school bus fleets. This program, and
others like it all across America, would
benefit greatly from additional funds
from the Low or No Emission Grant
Program.

The benefits to our country will be
profound.

First, we get reduced carbon emis-
sions. The Department of Transpor-
tation has estimated that each zero-
emission bus has reduced carbon emit-
ted to the atmosphere by 1,690 tons
over its 12-year lifespan, or the equiva-
lent of taking 27 cars off the road.

Second, we get healthier kids. Smog
from diesel buses drives up rates of
asthma with children and low-income
communities suffering the most.

Finally, it is good economics. While
electric buses cost more up front, with
their lower maintenance costs, they
save around $39,000 per year over their
lifetime, a savings to taxpayers of
more than $150,000 per bus.

So I hope my colleagues will agree
that this is a smart investment. It will
speed our transition to a clean energy
economy and it will do it in a fiscally
responsible way.

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

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Florida is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chairman, I
don’t object at all to the program that
the gentleman is supporting with an
increase. I think he has mentioned
why, and I would agree with what he
has stated.

The problem that I have is not with
the program he is trying to increase.
The part that I object to is where the
cuts are coming from, where he is ob-
taining the money, and that is cuts to
transit bus and bus facilities.

We have had a lot of Members who
were supporting funding for transit bus
and bus facilities. I believe it is over a
dozen Members who have actually writ-
ten support letters for that program
that this amendment, unfortunately,
reduces funding from. That provides
vital resources and mobility in urban
areas. It is crucial to a number of
urban areas around the country.

So, as I said before in other amend-
ments, I think Chairman PRICE has
struck the right balance in deter-
mining funding for this program. I
think what the gentleman is trying to
do in his amendment is meritorious. I
would, however, say that taking it out
of transit bus money and bus facility
money is not the place to do it. Obvi-
ously, I know that Chairman PRICE will
continue to work with the gentleman
as the process goes along, regardless of
what happens with this amendment.
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Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. MALINOWSKI. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. PRICE).

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I thank my colleague for
yielding and I wish to support his
amendment, particularly to stress the
emphasis he has given to low- and no-
emission buses. They do improve the
environment. They improve public
health, they reduce greenhouse gas
emissions and air pollution, and also
reduce long-term maintenance costs
for transit.

Our bill provides robust funding for
these grants to State and local govern-
ments of $145 million. That is $94 mil-
lion above the authorized amount.

Meanwhile, we are offering strong
support for the bus and bus facilities
program. That provides vital resources
that improve bus fleets in communities
large and small. Between the transit
infrastructure grants and funding pro-
vided via trust funds, the bill provides
$678 million in competitive grants
under that program.

These are both important programs
for transit grantees. I look forward to
working with my colleague to ensure
robust funding in public transit.

Mr. Chairman, I urge the amend-
ment’s adoption.

Mr. MALINOWSKI. Mr. Chairman, I
would add that we are not reducing the
grants available for bus programs in
this country. We are simply recog-
nizing that there is a transition under
way in our economy, a transition to
clean energy. We want to speed that
transition and we want to make sure
that America leads that transition be-
cause, if we don’t, somebody else will.

We want American companies to be
the world leaders in producing electric
buses, for example. We know that there
is an upfront cost. There is a long-term
savings, but an upfront cost that the
Federal Government can help with. It
will be good for our economy, in addi-
tion to being good for the environment.

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr.
MALINOWSKI).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 288 OFFERED BY MS. PRESSLEY

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 288 printed
in part B of House Report 116-119.

Ms. PRESSLEY. Mr. Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 548, line 24, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(reduced by $5,000,000)"".

Page 548, line 25, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $4,000,000)"".

Page 549, line 1, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000)"".

Page 578, line 18, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $5,000,000)"".
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Page 578, line 20, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)".

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 445, the gentlewoman
from Massachusetts (Ms. PRESSLEY)
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Massachusetts.

Ms. PRESSLEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in support of my amendment
which would provide increased funding
to support the Department of Housing
and Urban Development’s Family Self-
Sufficiency Program.

Access to stable, safe, and affordable
housing is a fundamental human right.
In my district, the Massachusetts Sev-
enth, one of the most diverse and un-
equal districts in our Nation, we are
distinctly aware of the connection be-
tween housing and economic oppor-
tunity.

Affordable housing promotes healthy
living and provides low-income people
a chance at upward mobility. Without
it, families are destabilized, produc-
tivity suffers, and entire communities
crumble.

Recently, the Boston Housing Au-
thority partnered with Metro Housing
and Compass Working Capital, a non-
profit financial services organization
which provides financial coaching serv-
ices and support to Family Self-Suffi-
ciency Program participants in my dis-
trict.

The Family Self-Sufficiency Program
is a voluntary, 5-year program that
provides participants in the federally-
funded Housing Choice Voucher Pro-
gram the opportunity to save part of
their rent increase when they earn
more money at work. The program pro-
vides participating families with an
FSS savings account.

My amendment provides $5 million in
additional funding to the organizations
working with individuals and families
seeking to improve their financial
standing. This partnership, under the
auspices of the Family Self-Sufficiency
Program, has supported low-income
families to build assets, pay off debt,
and save for their retirement.

Participants have gone on to earn de-
grees, purchase their own homes, and
start small businesses.

This includes Julia, a woman who,
after years of working as a tailor and
taking on additional side work for
friends, learned about the FSS pro-
gram. Julia used Compass’ financial
coaching to launch JDLS Couture, a
tailoring and design business in Bos-
ton.

This includes Ernise, a resident of
Cambridge, who graduated from Com-
pass’ program last year. Ernise joined
the program while unemployed, saying
that before she joined she was ready to
give up. Ernise found full-time work,
paid off debt and increased her credit
score, and built enough savings to
begin the home purchasing process.

0 1745

My amendment will support a pro-
gram rooted in financial empowerment
and independence, a proven program.
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We must also work to enact policies
to guarantee housing for all and lever-
age the resources to make it a reality.

I encourage my colleagues to support
my amendment.

Mr. Chair, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
PRICE).

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, I thank my colleague for yield-
ing. I am happy to offer support for her
amendment.

Mr. Chair, the Family Self-Suffi-
ciency program helps low-income fami-
lies living in subsidized housing. It al-
lows them to enhance their job skills
and to increase earnings to improve
their economic security.

Currently, there are more than 75,000
families enrolled in F'SS, which is just
a fraction of the number that should
be—the families living in assisted
housing, many, many more than that.

Mr. Chair, I am proud of the fact that
our base bill already increases this pro-
gram, providing $100 million for Fam-
ily Self-Sufficiency. That is a $20 mil-
lion increase from current funding.
This amendment would do even better,
would make FSS available to even
more families, so I applaud my col-
leagues for offering this.

I want to register some concern
about the offset in this and other
amendments in terms of the Office of
the Secretary and other departmental
staff. They do have to do their work,
and we have to consider the cumulative
effect of amendments, but we will do
that as the process moves along and we
go to conference.

Mr. Chair, the situation can be ad-
dressed. This is a useful and helpful
amendment, and I am happy to support
adoption.

Ms. PRESSLEY. Mr. Chair, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Massachusetts (Ms.
PRESSLEY).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 289 OFFERED BY MS. PRESSLEY

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 289 printed
in part B of House Report 116-119.

Ms. PRESSLEY. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 449, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(reduced by $1,000,000)"".

Page 449, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $1,000,000)"’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 445, the gentlewoman
from Massachusetts (Ms. PRESSLEY)
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Massachusetts.

Ms. PRESSLEY. Mr. Chair, I rise
today in support of my amendment,
which underscores the importance of
investing in safe, efficient, people-cen-
tered transportation systems for all
communities across the country.
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I view every issue through a lens of
equity and health. Without access to
safe, reliable, and inclusive modes of
transportation, our collective well-
being suffers; our families suffer; our
communities suffer.

For far too long, our Federal trans-
portation funding and policies have
created a landscape which has exacer-
bated inequities and disparities, par-
ticularly for low-income communities,
people with disabilities, our youth and
seniors.

In my district, Black and Latino
commuters are more likely to experi-
ence longer travel times than their
White peers. These unequal burdens
make the promise of economic mobil-
ity further out of reach.

I recently rode the T back home with
an advocate named Dianna, who was
fighting for transit justice. We spent
over 2 hours making a journey of just a
little over 4 miles. Broken elevators
and outdated infrastructure meant
that the wheelchair Dianne uses to
navigate ran into constant access bar-
riers.

Just 2 weeks ago, the red line train
derailed twice in 1 week, causing mas-
sive gridlock across my district and
impacting the ability of riders to com-
mute to work, school, home, and every-
where in between.

Unfortunately, this isn’t new. MBTA
trains have derailed 43 times over the
last 5 years, the second highest total of
any metro transit system in our coun-
try. Many of these derailments place a
disproportionate burden on the shoul-
ders of low-wage hourly workers who
are rushing to their second- or third-
shift jobs, parents or caregivers who
are traveling with young children on
overcrowded and delayed trains, and
riders with disabilities who already ex-
perience the failures, daily, of a biased
and discriminatory system with ableist
privilege as a lens.

Our chronic underinvestment in mass
transit bus systems, bicycle-accessible
and pedestrian paths have caused in-
come inequality and opportunity gaps
in communities throughout the coun-
try.

According to the Leadership Con-
ference on Civil and Human Rights, in-
adequate access to affordable, reliable
transportation has exacerbated health
disparities, forcing many low-income
patients to miss appointments, often-
times worsening medical problems.

Mr. Chair, people do not live in silos.
They live in intersectionality, and our
policies at the Federal, State, and local
levels should reflect this reality.

We cannot spur economic develop-
ment and tackle economic inequities in
urban, suburban, and rural commu-
nities without modernized roads,
bridges, and mass transit, which con-
nects communities to jobs and higher
education.

We cannot tackle health disparities
without reliable and affordable mass
transit systems which enable low-in-
come families, seniors, and people with
disabilities to access care.
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We cannot tackle the existential
threat of climate change without in-
tentionally investing in mass transit
systems that protect frontline commu-
nities and alleviate the environmental
health hazards caused by traffic con-
gestion.

Transit equity is a civil rights issue
and an economic justice issue. We must
continue to invest in transit infra-

structure, multimodal improvements
that promote inclusivity and depend-
ability.

My amendment emphasizes the im-
portant role that Federal policy and in-
vestments make in equalizing access to
reliable commuter rail and other mass
transit options for all. The BUILD
grant program helps to support these
types of State and locally driven tran-
sit projects.

From investing in bus or commuter
rail systems or cycling and pedestrian
path projects, the BUILD program
helps to drive innovative projects, and
it seeks to expand the system, and is
people-centered.

Mr. Chair, I thank Chairman PRICE
for his efforts to ensure robust funding
for this program, which I do believe
gets us one step closer to addressing
these inequities across the system, re-
pairing our crumbling infrastructure,
as well as expanding our investment in
multimodal transit.

Mr. Chair, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
PRICE), the chairman.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, may I inquire as to how much
time is remaining.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Massachusetts has 1 minute re-
maining.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, I thank my colleague for yield-
ing. I am happy to offer support for her
amendment and to take advantage of
the opportunity this offers to say
something about the BUILD program.

Mr. Chair, it is unique, as our col-
league has stressed. It provides the
kind of flexible funding to States and
localities that can address complex
multimodal projects.

My district has benefited greatly
from this. The city of Raleigh has suc-
cessfully built Union Station, a state-
of-the-art rail and public transit facil-
ity that is already transforming that
area of downtown.

Unfortunately, despite the diverse
set of eligible projects, the current ad-
ministration has heavily favored road
projects only when awarding BUILD
grants. This has most significantly af-
fected transit. On average, it received
about 32 percent of the awards during
the previous administration.

Under the Trump administration,
this has plummeted to less than 10 per-
cent, and at the same time, the Depart-
ment has completely abandoned bicy-
cle and pedestrian improvement
projects and actually eliminated this
as an option for primary project type
for years 2017 and 2018.

So, the underlying bill provides $1
billion for BUILD—that is a $100 mil-
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lion increase—but it places greater em-
phasis on investments in transit, pas-
senger rail, pedestrian improvements,
and multimodal projects. It also main-
tains a 50-50 parity between urban and
rural awards, while directing the De-
partment to consider the full range of
benefits from a project, regardless of
location in an urban or rural area.

Mr. Chair, I commend my colleague
for offering this amendment. I am
happy to support it and look forward to
continuing to work with her on this
issue.

Ms. PRESSLEY. Mr. Chair, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Massachusetts (Ms.
PRESSLEY).

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, I move that the Committee do
now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Ms.
PRESSLEY) having assumed the chair,
Mr. ToNKO, Acting Chair of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration
the bill (H.R. 3055) making appropria-
tions for the Departments of Commerce
and Justice, Science, and Related
Agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2020, and for other purposes,
had come to no resolution thereon.

———

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 55 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

———
[ 1832
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. NEAL) at 6 o’clock and 32
minutes p.m.

——————

REPORT ON RESOLUTION RECOM-
MENDING THAT THE HOUSE OF
REPRESENTATIVES FIND WIL-
LIAM P. BARR, ATTORNEY GEN-
ERAL OF THE UNITED STATES,
AND WILBUR L. ROSS, JR., SEC-
RETARY OF COMMERCE, IN CON-
TEMPT OF CONGRESS FOR RE-
FUSAL TO COMPLY WITH SUB-
POENAS DULY ISSUED BY THE
COMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND
REFORM

Ms. HILL of California, from the
Committee on Oversight and Reform,
submitted a privileged report (Rept.
No. 116-125) on the resolution recom-
mending that the House of Representa-
tives find William P. Barr, Attorney
General of the United States, and Wil-
bur L. Ross, Jr., Secretary of Com-
merce, in contempt of Congress for re-
fusal to comply with subpoenas duly
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issued by the Committee on Oversight
and Reform, which was referred to the
House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

COMMERCE, JUSTICE, SCIENCE,
AND RELATED AGENCIES APPRO-
PRIATIONS ACT, 2020

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 445 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill, H.R. 3055.

Will the gentleman from California
(Mr. PETERS) kindly take the chair.

O 1833
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
3055) making appropriations for the De-
partments of Commerce, Justice,
Science, and Related Agencies for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 2020,
and for other purposes, with Mr.
PETERS (Acting Chair) in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-
mittee of the Whole rose earlier today,
amendment No. 289 printed in House
Report 116-119 offered by the gentle-
woman from  Massachusetts (Ms.
PRESSLEY) had been disposed of.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will
now resume on those amendments
printed in part B of House Report 116—
119 on which further proceedings were
postponed, in the following order:

Amendment No. 233 by Mr. DEFAZIO
of Oregon.

Amendment No. 234 by Mr. DUNCAN of
South Carolina.

Amendment No. 235 by Mr. DUNCAN of
South Carolina.

Amendment No.
GROTHMAN of Wisconsin.

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes
the time for any electronic vote after
the first vote in this series.

AMENDMENT NO. 233 OFFERED BY MR. DEFAZIO

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO)
on which further proceedings were
postponed and on which the ayes pre-
vailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

244 by Mr.

redesignate the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 221, noes 195,
not voting 22, as follows:

Adams
Aguilar
Axne
Barragan
Bass
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brindisi
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Case
Casten (IL)
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Cisneros
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Cooper
Courtney
Craig
Crist
Crow
Cummings
Cunningham
Davids (KS)
Davis (CA)
Dayvis, Danny K.
Dean
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Delgado
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Engel
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Finkenauer
Fitzpatrick
Foster
Frankel
Fudge
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcia (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Golden
Gomez

Aderholt
Allen
Allred
Amash
Amodei
Armstrong
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Balderson
Banks
Barr
Bergman
Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Bost
Brady

AYES—221

Gonzalez (TX)
Gottheimer
Grijalva
Haaland
Harder (CA)
Hastings
Hayes
Heck
Higgins (NY)
Hill (CA)
Himes
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer
Kim
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Lamb
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Levin (CA)
Levin (MI)
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan
Luria
Lynch
Malinowski
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Mast
Matsui
McBath
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McNerney
Meng
Moore
Morelle
Mucarsel-Powell
Murphy
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neguse
Norcross
Norton
O’Halleran
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone

NOES—195

Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Budd
Burchett
Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot
Cheney
Cline

Cloud

Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
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[Roll No. 399]

Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell
Payne
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Phillips
Pingree
Plaskett
Pocan
Porter
Posey
Pressley
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Rice (NY)
Rose (NY)
Rouda
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Rutherford
Sablan

San Nicolas
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shalala
Sherman
Sherrill
Sires
Slotkin
Smith (WA)
Soto
Spanberger
Speier
Stanton
Stevens
Suozzi
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus

Tlaib
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Trahan
Trone
Underwood
Van Drew
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Waters
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wexton
Wild
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

Comer
Conaway
Cook

Correa

Costa

Cox (CA)
Crawford
Crenshaw
Cuellar

Curtis
Davidson (OH)
Davis, Rodney
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Duffy

Duncan

Dunn

Emmer

Estes

H5069

Ferguson King (NY) Scalise
Fleischmann Kinzinger Schweikert
Fletcher Kustoff (TN) Scott, Austin
Flores LaHood Sensenbrenner
Fortenberry LaMalfa Shimkus
Foxx (NC) Lamborn Simpson
Fulcher Latta Smith (MO)
Gaetz Lesko Smith (NE)
Gallagher Long Smith (NJ)
Gianforte Loudermilk Smucker
Gibbs Luetkemeyer
Gonzalez (OH) ~ Marchant Spano
Gooden Marshall Stauber
Gosar Massie Stefanik
Granger McAdams Steil
Graves (GA) McCarthy Steube
Graves (LA) McCaul Stewart
Graves (MO) McClintock Stivers
Green (TN) McHenry Taylor
Griffith McKinley Thompson (PA)
Grothman Meadows Thornberry
Guest Meuser Timmons
Guthrie Miller Tipton
Hagedorn Mitchell Torres Small
Hartzler Moolenaar (NM)
Hern, Kevin Mooney (WV) Turner
Herrera Beutler ~ Mullin Upton
Hice '(GA) Newhouse Wagner
Higgins (LA) Norman Walberg
Hill (AR) Nunes Walden
Hold}ng Olson Walker
Hollingsworth Palmer Walorski
Horn, Kendra S.  Pence W
altz
Hudson Perry Ki
Huizenga Ratcliffe Watkins
Hunter Reed Weber (TX)
Johnson (LA) Reschenthaler ~ Webster (FL)
Johnson (OH) Rice (SC) Wenstrup
Johnson (SD) Richmond Westerman
Jordan Riggleman W}lhams
Joyce (OH) Roby Wilson (SC)
Joyce (PA) Roe, David P. Wittman
Katko Rogers (AL) Womack
Keller Rogers (KY) Woodall
Kelly (MS) Rose, John W. Yoho
Kelly (PA) Rouzer Young
King (IA) Roy Zeldin
NOT VOTING—22

Abraham Hurd (TX) Radewagen
Bishop (GA) Johnson (TX) Rodgers (WA)
Gabbard Lipinski Rooney (FL)
Gohmert Loebsack Ryan
Gonzalez-Colon Lucas Swalwell (CA)

(PR) Meeks Wasserman
Green, Al (TX) Moulton Schultz
Harris Palazzo Wright
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Messrs. BUCHANAN and CORREA

changed their vote from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.”

Mrs. LOWEY and Mr. CARDENAS
changed their vote from ‘“‘no”’ to ‘‘aye.”

So the amendment was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Chair, had | been
present, | would have voted “yea” on rollcall
No. 399.

AMENDMENT NO. 234 OFFERED BY MR. DUNCAN

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr.
DUNCAN) on which further proceedings
were postponed and on which the noes
prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

the

RECORDED VOTE
The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.
A recorded vote was ordered.
The Acting CHAIR. This
minute vote.
The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 180, noes 236,
not voting 22, as follows:

is a 2-


sradovich
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Correction To Page H5069
June 24, 2019, on page H5069, the following appeared: 
Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Chair, had I been present, I would have voted ``yea'' on rollcall No. 399. 

The online version has been corrected to read: 
Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Chair, had I been present, I would have voted ``yea'' on rollcall No. 399. 
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Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Amodei
Armstrong
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Balderson
Banks

Barr
Bergman
Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Bost

Brady
Brooks (AL)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Budd
Burchett
Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot
Cheney
Cline

Cloud

Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comer
Conaway
Cook
Crawford
Crenshaw
Curtis
Davidson (OH)
Davis, Rodney
DesdJarlais
Duffy
Duncan
Dunn
Emmer
Estes
Ferguson
Fleischmann
Flores
Fortenberry
Foxx (NC)
Fulcher
Gaetz
Gallagher
Gianforte
Gibbs

Adams
Aguilar
Allred
Axne
Barragan
Bass
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brindisi
Brooks (IN)
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Case
Casten (IL)
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Cisneros
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay

[Roll No. 400]

AYES—180
Gongzalez (OH)
Gooden
Gosar
Granger

Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hagedorn
Hartzler
Hern, Kevin
Herrera Beutler
Hice (GA)
Higgins (LA)
Hill (AR)
Holding
Hollingsworth
Hudson
Huizenga
Hunter
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Keller

Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger
Kustoff (TN)
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Latta

Lesko

Long
Loudermilk
Luetkemeyer
Marchant
Marshall
Massie

Mast
McCarthy
McCaul
MecClintock
McHenry
McKinley
Meadows
Meuser
Miller
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)

NOES—236

Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Cooper
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Cox (CA)
Craig
Crist
Crow
Cuellar
Cummings
Cunningham
Davids (KS)
Davis (CA)
Dayvis, Danny K.
Dean
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Delgado
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Engel
Escobar
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Mullin
Newhouse
Norman
Nunes

Olson
Palmer
Pence

Perry

Posey
Ratcliffe
Reschenthaler
Rice (SC)
Riggleman
Roby

Roe, David P.
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose, John W.
Rouzer

Roy
Rutherford
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Shimkus
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smucker
Spano
Stauber
Steil

Steube
Stewart
Taylor
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Timmons
Tipton
Turner
Wagner
Walberg
Walker
Walorski
Waltz
Watkins
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoho

Young
Zeldin

Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Finkenauer
Fitzpatrick
Fletcher
Foster
Frankel
Fudge
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcia (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Golden
Gomez
Gonzalez (TX)
Gottheimer
Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Haaland
Harder (CA)
Hastings
Hayes

Heck
Higgins (NY)
Hill (CA)
Himes

Horn, Kendra S.

Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jayapal

Jeffries Mucarsel-Powell ~ Schrier
Johnson (GA) Murphy Scott (VA)
Kaptur Nadler Scott, David
Katko Napolitano Serrano
Keating Neal Sewell (AL)
Kelly (IL) Neguse Shalala
Kennedy Norcross Sherman
Khanna Norton Sherrill
Kildee O’Halleran Sires
Kilmer Ocasio-Cortez Slotkin
Kim Omar Smith (WA)
Kind Pallone Soto
Kirkpatrick Panetta Spanberger
Krishnamoorthi  Pappas Speier
Kuster (NH) Pascrell Stanton
Lamb Payne Stefanik
Langevin Perlmutter Stevens
Larsen (WA) Peters Stivers
Larson (CT) Peterson Suozzi
Lawrence Phillips Takano
Lawson (FL) Pingree Thompson (CA)
Lee (NV) Plaskett Thompson (MS)
Levin (CA) Pocan Titus
Levin (MI) Porter Tlaib
Lewis Pressley Tonko
Lieu, Ted Price (NC) Torres (CA)
Lofgren Quigley Torres Small
Lowenthal Raskin (NM)
Lowey Reed Trahan
Lujan Rice (NY) Trone
Luria Richmond Underwood
Lynch Rose (NY) Upton
Malinowski Rouda Van Drew
Maloney, Roybal-Allard Vargas
Carolyn B. Ruiz Veasey
Maloney, Sean Ruppersberger Vela
Matsui Rush Velazquez
McAdams Sablan Visclosky
McBath San Nicolas Walden
McCollum Sanchez Waters
McEachin Sarbanes Watson Coleman
McGovern Scanlon Welch
McNerney Schakowsky Wexton
Meng Schiff Wwild
Moore Schneider Wilson (FL)
Morelle Schrader Yarmuth
NOT VOTING—22
Abraham Johnson (TX) Radewagen
Bishop (GA) Lee (CA) Rodgers (WA)
Gabbard Lipinski Rooney (FL)
Gohmert Loebsack Ryan
Gonzalez-Colon Lucas Swalwell (CA)
(PR) Meeks Wasserman
Harris Moulton Schultz
Hurd (TX) Palazzo Wright

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote).
There is 1 minute remaining.
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Ms. WATERS changed her vote from
‘“‘aye’ to ‘‘no.”

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Chair, on rollcall No.
400, | mistakenly voted “no” when | intended
to vote “yes”.

AMENDMENT NO. 235 OFFERED BY MR. DUNCAN

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr.
DUNCAN) on which further proceedings
were postponed and on which the noes
prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This is a 2-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 181, noes 236,
not voting 21, as follows:

Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Amodei
Armstrong
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Balderson
Banks

Barr
Bergman
Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Bost

Brady
Brooks (AL)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Budd
Burchett
Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot
Cheney
Cline

Cloud

Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comer
Conaway
Cook
Crawford
Crenshaw
Curtis
Davidson (OH)
Davis, Rodney
DesdJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Duffy
Duncan
Dunn
Emmer
Estes
Ferguson
Fleischmann
Flores
Fortenberry
Foxx (NC)
Fulcher
Gaetz
Gallagher
Gianforte
Gibbs

Adams
Aguilar
Allred
Axne
Barragan
Bass
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brindisi
Brooks (IN)
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Case
Casten (IL)
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Cisneros
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
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[Roll No. 401]

AYES—181
Gongzalez (OH)
Gooden
Gosar
Granger

Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hagedorn
Hartzler
Hern, Kevin
Herrera Beutler
Hice (GA)
Higgins (LA)
Hill (AR)
Holding
Hollingsworth
Hudson
Huizenga
Hunter
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Keller

Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger
Kustoff (TN)
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Latta

Lesko

Long
Loudermilk
Luetkemeyer
Marchant
Marshall
Massie

Mast
McCarthy
McCaul
MecClintock
McHenry
McKinley
Meadows
Meuser
Miller
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin

NOES—236

Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Cooper
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Cox (CA)
Craig
Crist
Crow
Cuellar
Cummings
Cunningham
Davids (KS)
Davis (CA)
Dayvis, Danny K.
Dean
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Delgado
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Engel

Newhouse
Norman
Nunes

Olson
Palmer
Pence

Perry

Posey
Ratcliffe
Reschenthaler
Rice (SC)
Riggleman
Roby

Roe, David P.
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose, John W.
Rouzer

Roy
Rutherford
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Shimkus
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smucker
Spano
Stauber

Steil

Steube
Stewart
Taylor
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Timmons
Tipton
Turner
Wagner
Walberg
Walker
Walorski
Waltz
Watkins
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoho

Young
Zeldin

Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Finkenauer
Fitzpatrick
Fletcher
Foster
Frankel
Fudge
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcla (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Golden
Gomez
Gonzalez (TX)
Gottheimer
Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Haaland
Harder (CA)
Hastings
Hayes

Heck
Higgins (NY)
Hill (CA)
Himes

Horn, Kendra S.
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Huffman
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Jackson Lee Moore Schrader
Jayapal Morelle Schrier
Jeffries Mucarsel-Powell  Scott (VA)
Johnson (GA) Murphy Scott, David
Kaptur Nadler Serrano
Katko Napolitano Sewell (AL)
Keating Neal Shalala
Kelly (IL) Neguse Sherman
Kennedy Norcross Sherrill
Khanna Norton Sires
Kildee O’Halleran Slotkin
Kilmer Ocasio-Cortez Smith (WA)
Kim Omar Soto
Kind Pallone Spanberger
Kirkpatrick Panetta Speier
Krishnamoorthi Pappas Stanton
Kuster (NH) Pascrell Stefanik
Lamb Payne Stevens
Langevin Perlmutter Stivers
Larsen (WA) Peters Suozzi
Larson (CT) Peterson Takano
Lawrence Phillips Thompson (CA)
Lawson (FL) Pingree Thompson (MS)
Lee (CA) Plaskett Titus
Lee (NV) Pocan Tlaib
Levin (CA) Porter Tonko
Levin (MI) Pressley Torres (CA)
Lewis Price (NC) Torres Small
Lieu, Ted Quigley (NM)
Lofgren Raskin Trahan
Lowenthal Reed Trone
Lowey Rice (NY) Underwood
Lujan Richmond Upton
Luria Rose (NY) Van Drew
Lynch Rouda Vargas
Malinowski Roybal-Allard Veasey
Maloney, Ruiz Vela
Carolyn B. Ruppersberger Velazquez
Maloney, Sean Rush Visclosky
Matsui Sablan Walden
McAdams San Nicolas Waters
McBath Sanchez Watson Coleman
McCollum Sarbanes Welch
McEachin Scanlon Wexton
McGovern Schakowsky Wild
McNerney Schiff Wilson (FL)
Meng Schneider Yarmuth
NOT VOTING—21
Abraham Johnson (TX) Rodgers (WA)
Bishop (GA) Lipinski Rooney (FL)
Gabbard Loebsack Ryan
Gohmert Lucas Swalwell (CA)
Gonzalez-Colon  Meeks Wasserman
(PR) Moulton Schultz
Harris Palazzo Wright
Hurd (TX) Radewagen

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote).
There is 1 minute remaining.

O 1915

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr. Chair,
due to a family medical emergency, | was un-
able to vote on Duncan Amendment No. 234
and Duncan Amendment No. 235 to Division
E of H.R. 3055. Had | been present, | would
have voted “nay” on rollcall No. 400 and
“nay” on rollcall No. 401.
AMENDMENT NO. 244 OFFERED BY MR. GROTHMAN

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
GROTHMAN) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which
the noes prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

the

RECORDED VOTE
The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.
A recorded vote was ordered.
The Acting CHAIR. This
minute vote.

is a 2-

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 145, noes 273,

not voting 20, as follows:

Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Balderson
Banks

Barr
Bergman
Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Brady
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Budd
Burchett
Burgess
Byrne
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot
Cline

Cloud

Cole
Collins (GA)
Comer
Conaway
Cook
Crawford
Crenshaw
Curtis
Davidson (OH)
DesJarlais
Duffy
Duncan
Dunn
Emmer
Estes
Ferguson
Flores
Foxx (NC)
Fulcher
Gaetz

Adams
Aguilar
Allred
Amodei
Armstrong
Axne
Barragan
Bass
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Bost
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brindisi
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Calvert
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Case
Casten (IL)
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Cheney
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Cisneros
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen

[Roll No. 402]
AYES—145

Gibbs
Gooden
Gosar
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hagedorn
Hartzler
Hern, Kevin
Hice (GA)
Higgins (LA)
Hill (AR)
Holding
Hudson
Huizenga
Hunter
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan
Joyce (PA)
Keller

Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
Kustoff (TN)
LaHood
LaMalfa,
Lamborn
Latta

Lesko

Long
Loudermilk
Marchant
Massie
McCarthy
McClintock
McHenry
Meadows
Meuser
Miller
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)

NOES—273

Collins (NY)
Connolly
Cooper
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Cox (CA)
Craig
Crist
Crow
Cuellar
Cummings
Cunningham
Davids (KS)
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny K.
Dayvis, Rodney
Dean
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Delgado
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Engel
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Finkenauer
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fletcher
Fortenberry
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Mullin
Norman
Nunes

Olson
Palmer
Pence

Perry

Posey
Ratcliffe
Rice (SC)
Riggleman
Roe, David P.
Rogers (AL)
Rose, John W.
Rouzer

Roy

Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Shimkus
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smucker
Spano

Steil

Steube
Stewart
Taylor
Thornberry
Timmons
Tipton
Wagner
Walberg
Walker
Watkins
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoho

Zeldin

Foster
Frankel
Fudge
Gallagher
Gallego
Garamendi
Garclia (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Gianforte
Golden
Gomez
Gonzalez (OH)
Gonzalez (TX)
Gottheimer
Graves (LA)
Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Haaland
Harder (CA)
Hastings
Hayes

Heck

Herrera Beutler
Higgins (NY)
Hill (CA)
Himes
Hollingsworth
Horn, Kendra S.
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Joyce (OH)
Kaptur
Katko
Keating
Kelly (IL)
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Kennedy Napolitano Sewell (AL)
Khanna Neal Shalala
Kildee Neguse Sherman
Kilmer Newhouse Sherrill
Kim Norcross Simpson
Kind Norton Sires
K?ng' (NY) O’Ha}leran Slotkin
Kinzinger Ocasio-Cortez Smith (NJ)
Knjkpatmck ) Omar Smith (WA)
Krishnamoorthi Pallone Soto
Kuster (NH) Panetta Spanberger
Lamb Pappas Speier
Langevin Pascrell Stanton
Larsen (WA) Payne Stauber
Larson (CT) Perlmutter .
Lawrence Peters Stefanik
Lawson (FL) Peterson Stf}vens
Lee (CA) Phillips Stivers
Lee (NV) Pingree Suozzi
Levin (CA) Plaskett Takano
Levin (MI) Pocan Thompson (CA)
Lewis Porter Thompson (MS)
Lieu, Ted Pressley Thompson (PA)
Lipinski Price (NC) Titus
Lofgren Quigley Tlaib
Lowenthal Raskin Tonko
Lowey Reed Torres (CA)
Luepkemeyer Reschenthaler Torres Small
Lujan Rice (NY) (NM)
Luria Richmond Trahan
Lynch Roby Trone
Malinowski Rogers (KY) Turner
Maloney, Rose (NY) Underwood
Carolyn B. Rouda Upton
Maloney, Sean Roybal—Allard Van Drew
Marshall Ruiz Vargas
Mast Ruppersberger Veasey
Matsui Rush Vela
McAdams Rutherford Velazquez
McBath Sablan X
McCaul San Nicolas Visclosky
McCollum Sanchez Walden X
McEachin Sarbanes Walorski
McGovern Scanlon Waltz
McKinley Schakowsky Waters
McNerney Schiff Watson Coleman
Meng Schneider Welch
Moore Schrader Wexton
Morelle Schrier Wild
Mucarsel-Powell  Scott (VA) Wilson (FL)
Murphy Scott, David Yarmuth
Nadler Serrano Young
NOT VOTING—20
Abraham Johnson (TX) Rooney (FL)
Bishop (GA) Loebsack Ryan
Gabbard Lucas Swalwell (CA)
Gohn}ert 3 Meeks Wasserman
Gonzalez-Colon Moulton Schultz
(PR) Palazzo Wright
Harris Radewagen
Hurd (TX) Rodgers (WA)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote).
There is 1 minute remaining.

0 1920

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, I move that the Committee do
now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Ms.
TITUS) having assumed the chair, Mr.
PETERS, Acting Chair of the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the
Union, reported that that Committee,
having had under consideration the bill
(H.R. 3055) making appropriations for
the Departments of Commerce and Jus-
tice, Science, and Related Agencies for
the fiscal year ending September 30,
2020, and for other purposes, had come
to no resolution thereon.
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REQUEST TO CONSIDER H.R. 962,

BORN-ALIVE ABORTION SUR-
VIVORS PROTECTION ACT
Mr. BRADY. Mr. Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary be discharged
from further consideration of H.R. 962,
the Born-Alive Abortion Survivors Pro-
tection Act, and ask for its immediate
consideration in the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PETERS). Under guidelines consistently
issued by successive Speakers, as re-
corded in section 956 of the House
Rules and Manual, the Chair is con-
strained not to entertain the request
unless it has been cleared by the bipar-
tisan floor and committee leaderships.

Mr. BRADY. Mr. Speaker, if this
unanimous consent request cannot be
entertained, I urge the Speaker and the
majority leader to immediately sched-
ule the Born-Alive bill so we can stand
up and protect the sanctity of human
life, and I ask for all others to join in
that request.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is not recognized.

———

ENSURING AMERICANS GET A
FAIR OPPORTUNITY TO SUCCEED

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

Ms. WILD. Mr. Speaker, under Presi-
dent Obama, the Consumer Financial
Protection Bureau was created and
tasked with implementing critical pro-
tections for the American people. That
work continues to be important today,
and I urge the CFPB to maintain the
safeguards that were put in place to en-
sure that Americans get a fair oppor-
tunity to succeed.

Protecting military families and oth-
ers from predatory lending is not a par-
tisan issue. Making sure that banks are
not targeting students from working
and middle-class backgrounds with ex-
cessive fees is not a partisan issue.
Looking out for senior citizens, who
are disproportionately vulnerable to
scams is not a partisan issue.

Countering fraud and abuse isn’t just
morally right, it is also an economic
imperative. We cannot forget the les-
sons of the Great Recession about what
happens when we let fraudulent and
predatory practices run rampant across
our economy. We all lose.

The House recently passed H.R. 1500,
which would reverse recent changes
that have weakened the agency’s abil-
ity to carry out its work. Now the Sen-
ate needs to hold its vote on this bill.

HONORING DAVID BELLAVIA

(Mr. COLLINS of New York asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute.)

Mr. COLLINS of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to honor Iraq war
veteran David Bellavia, who is, tomor-
row, receiving the Medal of Honor from
President Trump.
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On November 10, 2004, while clearing
a block of houses in Fallujah, Iraq,
then-Staff Sergeant David Bellavia’s
platoon came under attack. David
quickly rose to action and charged into
a house where his men were trapped.
He provided cover fire, which allowed
his men to safely exit the building.

David then reentered that house,
going floor to floor and neutralizing
the threat by individually killing four
insurgents and wounding a fifth in
what can only be called an epic battle.

That day, David Bellavia rescued an
entire squad and cleared an insurgent
stronghold, protecting his platoon from
further threat.

Tomorrow, President Trump will
award David the Medal of Honor for his
heroic actions, becoming the first liv-
ing Iraq war veteran to be so honored.

Congratulations to my constituent
and my friend. Most importantly, we
thank David for his heroic actions and
his service to our country.

———

CELEBRATING THE UNITED
STATES COAST GUARD AUXILIARY

(Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of
New York asked and was given permis-
sion to address the House for 1 minute
and to revise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of
New York. Mr. Speaker, I have the
honor of serving as the chairman of the
Coast Guard and Maritime Transpor-
tation Subcommittee, and yesterday,
the United States Coast Guard Auxil-
iary celebrated 80 years of service to
the United States.

Since June 23, 1939, the United States
Coast Guard Auxiliary has contributed
to the safety and security of our citi-
zens, ports, waterways, and coastal re-
gions by providing crucial support to
our hardworking Active-Duty Coast
Guard workforce.

As the uniformed auxiliary service of
the Coast Guard, these women and men
provide Public Safety Boating Edu-
cation training, conduct safety patrols,
and provide important mission support
functions that are essential to the con-
tinued success of Coast Guard oper-
ations.

Each year, Coast Guard Auxiliary
provides nearly 4 million hours oper-
ating 1,800 vessels, 160 aircraft, and
1,400 radio facilities helping to main-
tain a keen awareness of our expansive
maritime domain.

In 2018 alone, the Coast Guard Auxil-
iary conducted 542,000 vessel safety
checks and marine dealer visits, deliv-
ered over 120,000 hours of boating safe-
ty instruction, logged nearly 15 million
hours of support, saved over 600 lives,
assisted over 17,000 boaters in distress,
and prevented the loss of more than $94
million in property.

So today I ask my colleagues to rec-
ognize the great Americans who have
served and those who continue to serve
the United States Coast Guard Auxil-
iary for their selfless service to our
great Nation.
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HONORING FRISCO POLICE CHIEF
JOHN BRUCE

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

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, today, I
rise to recognize the service of Frisco
Police Chief John Bruce, who com-
pleted his last days as acting chief in
May.

Chief Bruce has been with the Frisco
Police Department for more than 23
years. After accepting the position as
police chief in 2013, he has been respon-
sible for ensuring the safety of more
than 185,000 residents.

The Frisco community appreciates
Chief Bruce’s willingness to serve those
around him. His dedication to pro-
tecting his community has not gone
unnoticed.

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to
join me today in thanking Chief Bruce
for his service and wishing him the
best of luck in his journey ahead.

——————

RECOGNIZING CONGRESSIONAL
AWARD WINNERS

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

Mr. VAN DREW. Mr. Speaker, let me
tell you about 17 remarkable people:
Zachary Asselta, Robert Cuff, Alex-
andra Kukal, Ozlem AKkilli, Justin
Billman, Ashley Burkey, Kevin
Sheppard, Lindsey Wettstein, Gabrielle
Akiatan, XKaren Chainey, Andrew
Crain, San’aa Doss, Anthony Kukal,
Megan Majewski, Genevieve Morgan,
Jayme Sooy, and Joshua Whitaker.

Who are they? A group of impressive
young students from Millville, New
Jersey, who have been recognized as
Congressional Award winners. These
young people worked hard to complete
countless hours of volunteer work, as
well as personal and physical activity
and multiple day expeditions and ex-
plorations.

Together, believe it or not, these 17
students have accomplished over 3,500
hours of volunteer work.

I am so proud of the hard work and
service these students have brought to
south Jersey. They deserve to be Con-
gressional Award winners.

——————

REMEMBERING NANCY NELSON
LEWIS

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

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to remember the life of
Mrs. Nancy Nelson Lewis, who passed
away on June 7 at the age of 91.

Mrs. Lewis used her exceptional gift
for the arts to brighten the lives of in-
dividuals throughout the Savannah
community. After attending art
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courses both in New York and at the
Savannah College of Art and Design,
she painted countless portraits of
Savannahians around town, free of
charge. In lieu of payment, she asked
for donations to local charities.

Working hard to grow the art com-
munity and develop young artists, she
established a fine arts hall at Savan-
nah Christian Preparatory School.

In 2016, the Savannah College of Art
and Design’s president inducted Mrs.
Lewis as a Savannah Woman of Vision
to celebrate her talents that helped to
shape our Savannah community.

Mr. Speaker, our city truly would
not be the same without the life of
Mrs. Lewis. Her family will be in my
thoughts and prayers during this most
difficult time.

INCREASE FUNDING FOR
COMMERCIAL SPACE ACTIVITIES

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

Mr. SPANO. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to thank Ranking Member DIAZ-
BALART and Chairman PRICE for work-
ing together on the bipartisan en bloc
package that passed the House this
afternoon. That package included my
amendment to increase funding for
commercial space activities at the
FAA by $8 million.

In Florida, and all over the country,
we are seeing the commercial space in-
dustry continue to grow rapidly, and
the launch frequency is only expected
to increase.

The b5-year FAA reauthorization,
which received strong, bipartisan sup-
port and was signed into law at the end
of the 115th Congress, recognized the
need to begin increasing funding for
the Office of Commercial Space Trans-
portation. My amendment increased
funding to $33 million, the fiscal year
2019 authorized level. This will ensure
the Office of Commercial Space Trans-
portation has the resources necessary
to facilitate increased commercial
space launches and reentries.

————

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
STANTON). Pursuant to clause 12(a) of
rule I, the Chair declares the House in
recess subject to the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 7 o’clock and 35 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
subject to the call of the Chair.

——
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. PERLMUTTER) at 11
o’clock and 51 minutes p.m.
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REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 2722, SECURING AMERICA’S
FEDERAL ELECTIONS ACT;
WAIVING A REQUIREMENT OF
CLAUSE 6(a) OF RULE XIII WITH
RESPECT TO CONSIDERATION OF
CERTAIN RESOLUTIONS RE-
PORTED FROM THE COMMITTEE
ON RULES; AND PROVIDING FOR
CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 3351, FI-
NANCIAL SERVICES AND GEN-
ERAL GOVERNMENT APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2020

Mr. McGOVERN, from the Com-
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 116-126) on the
resolution (H. Res. 460) providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2722) to
protect elections for public office by
providing financial support and en-
hanced security for the infrastructure
used to carry out such elections, and
for other purposes; waiving a require-
ment of clause 6(a) of rule XIII with re-
spect to consideration of certain reso-
lutions reported from the Committee
on Rules; and providing for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 3351) making ap-
propriations for financial services and
general government for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2020, and for
other purposes, which was referred to
the House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

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

Mr. BISHOP of Georgia (at the request
of Mr. HOYER) for today on account of
attending funeral in district.

Mr. JEFFRIES (at the request of Mr.
HOYER) for June 21 on account of fam-
ily graduation.

Ms. JOHNSON of Texas (at the request
of Mr. HOYER) for today on account of
flight delay.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ (at the re-
quest of Mr. HOYER) for today on ac-
count of medical emergency for family
member.

———

BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION
PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT

Cheryl L. Johnson, Clerk of the
House, reported that on June 24, 2019,
she presented to the President of the
United States, for his approval, the fol-
lowing bill and joint resolution:

H.J. Res. 60. Requesting the Secretary of
the Interior to authorize unique and one-
time arrangements for displays on the Na-
tional Mall and the Washington Monument
during the period beginning on July 16, 2019
and ending on July 20, 2019.

H.R. 3151. To amend the Internal Revenue
Code of 1986 to modernize and improve the
Internal Revenue Service, and for other pur-
poses.

——
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 11 o’clock and 53 minutes
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p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, June 25, 2019, at 10 a.m. for morn-
ing-hour debate.

—————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1391. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Personnel and Readiness, Department of De-
fense, transmitting the Department’s final
report concerning implementation of section
914 of the Carl Levin and Howard P. ‘“Buck”
McKeon National Defense Authorization Act
for FY 2015, pursuant to Public Law 113-291,
Sec. 914; (128 Stat. 3475); to the Committee on
Armed Services.

1392. A letter from the Alternate OSD
FRLO, Office of the Secretary, Department
of Defense, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Wildfire Suppression Aircraft
Transfer Act of 1996 [Docket ID: DOD-2018-
0S-0051] (RIN: 0790-AK42) received June 18,
2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Armed Services.

1393. A letter from the Chief Information
Officer and Chief Privacy Officer, Federal
Deposit Insurance Corporation, transmitting
a plan to accelerate the use of electronic sig-
natures standards established under the
Electronic Signatures in Global and National
Commerce Act, pursuant to Section 5 of the
21st Century Integrated Digital Experience
Act; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices.

1394. A letter from the Acting Secretary,
Federal Trade Commission, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Rescission of
Model Forms and Disclosures received June
17, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to
the Committee on Financial Services.

1395. A letter from the Acting Secretary,
Securities and Exchange Commission, trans-
mitting the Commission’s final rule — Audi-
tor Independence With Respect to Certain
Loans or Debtor-Creditor Relationships [Re-
lease No.: 33-10648; 34-86127; FR-85; IA-5255;
IC-33511; FILE NO.: S7-10-18] (RIN: 3235-AMO01)
received June 21, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Financial
Services.

1396. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Management and Budget, Executive
Office of the President, transmitting the Of-
fice’s report on discretionary appropriations
legislation within seven calendar days of en-
actment, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 901(a)(7)(B);
Public Law 99-177, Sec. 251(a)()(B) (as
amended by Public Law 114-113, Sec. 1003);
(129 Stat. 3035); ; to the Committee on the
Budget.

1397. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; Massa-
chusetts; Infrastructure State Implementa-
tion Plan Requirements for the 2012 PM2.5
NAAQS [EPA-R01-OAR-2018-0748; FRI-9995-
41-Region 1] received June 19, 2019, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

1398. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; Ohio;
Open Burning Rules [EPA-R05-OAR-2018-0393;
FRL-9995-45-Region 5] received June 19, 2019,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.
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1399. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Melamine formaldehyde
polycondensate resin; Tolerance Exemption
[EPA-HQ-OPP-2018-0845; FRI1.-9994-34] re-
ceived June 19, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

1400. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Trifloxystrobin; Pes-
ticide Tolerances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2018-0206;
FRL-9994-67] received June 19, 2019, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

1401. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis-
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final
rule — Leased Commercial Access [MB Dock-
et No.: 07-42]; Modernization of Media Regu-
lation Initiative [MB Docket No.: 17-105] re-
ceived June 18, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

1402. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Export Administration, Bureau of Indus-
try and Security, Department of Commerce,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Restricting the Temporary Sojourn of Air-
craft and Vessels to Cuba [Docket No.:
190524473-9473-01] (RIN: 0694-AH87) received
June 18, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs.

1403. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Addition of Entities to
the Entity List [Docket No. 190513445-9445-01]
(RIN: 0694-AH86) received June 20, 2019, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

1404. A letter from the Chairman, Council
of the District of Columbia, transmitting
D.C. Act 23-59, ‘“‘Primary Date Alteration
Temporary Amendment Act of 2019”°, pursu-
ant to Public Law 93-198, Sec. 602(c)(1); (87
Stat. 814); to the Committee on Oversight
and Reform.

1405. A letter from the Deputy Assistant
Administrator for Regulatory Programs,
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s final rule — Endangered and
Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Endangered
Status of the Gulf of Mexico Bryde’s Whale
[Docket No.: 141216999-8702-02] (RIN: 0648-
XD669) received June 21, 2019, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources.

1406. A letter from the Deputy Assistant
Administrator for Regulatory Programs,
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s final rule — 2018 Annual Deter-
mination To Implement the Sea Turtle Ob-
server Requirement [Docket No.: 170601529-
8177-0] (RIN: 0648-BG90) received June 21,
2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Natural Resources.

1407. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Fish and Wildlife and Parks, National
Park Service, Department of the Interior,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Delaware Water Gap National Recreation
Area; Removal of Outdated Regulations
[NPS-DEWA-25798; GPO Deposit Account
4311H2] (RIN: 1024-AE46) received June 18,
2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
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Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Natural Resources.

1408. A letter from the Deputy Assistant
Administrator for Regulatory Programs,
NMFS, Office of Protected Resources, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final
rule — List of Fisheries for 2019 [Docket No.:
180522499-9223-02] (RIN: 0648-BH96) received
June 18, 2019, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

1409. A letter from the Regulations Devel-
opment Coordinator, Office of Regulation
Policy and Management, Office of the Sec-
retary (00OREG), Department of Veterans Af-
fairs, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — Schedule for Rating Disabilities; In-
fectious Diseases, Immune Disorders, and
Nutritional Deficiencies (RIN: 2900-AQ43) re-
ceived June 21, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs.

1410. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s Major
final and temporary regulations — Guidance
Related to Section 951A (Global Intangible
Low-Taxed Income) and Certain Guidance
Related to Foreign Tax Credits [TD 9866]
(RIN: 1545-B0O54; 1545-B062) received June 20,
2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

1411. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s Major
final regulations — Contributions in Ex-
change for State or Local Tax Credits [TD
9864] (RIN: 1545-B0O89) received June 20, 2019,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, section 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

1412. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s final reg-
ulations — Modification of Discounting
Rules for Insurance Companies [TD 9863]
(RIN: 1545-B0O50) received June 20, 2019, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

1413. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s final reg-
ulations — Electing Small Business Trust
with Nonresident Aliens as Potential Cur-
rent Beneficiaries [TD 9868] (RIN: 1545-B093)
received June 20, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

1414. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service,
transmitting the Service’s final temporary
regulations — Limitation on Deduction for
Dividends received From Certain Foreign
Corporations and Amounts Eligible for Sec-
tion 954 Look-Through Exception [TD 9865]
(RIN: 1545-B0O64) received June 20, 2019, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

1415. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s Major
final rules — Health Reimbursement Ar-
rangements and Other Account-Based Group
Health Plans [TD 9867] (RIN: 1545-B0O46) re-
ceived June 20, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

1416. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only
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rule — Methods for Calculating W-2 Wages
for Purposes of Section 199A(g) [Notice 2019-
27] received June 20, 2019, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

1417. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only
rule — Reference Price for Section 451 Credit
for Production of Natural Gas from Marginal
Wells During Taxable Years Beginning in
Calendar Year 2018 [Notice 2019-37] received
June 18, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

1418. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only
rule — 2019 Marginal Production Rates [No-
tice 2019-38] received June 18, 2019, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

1419. A letter from the Chief, Border Secu-
rity Regulations Branch, U.S. Customs and
Border Protection, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Flights to and from Cuba [Dock-
et No.: USCBP-2016-0015] (RIN: 16561-AB10) re-
ceived June 20, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Homeland
Security.

———

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. CUMMINGS: Committee on Oversight
and Reform. Resolution recommending that
the House of Representatives find William P.
Barr, Attorney General of the United States,
and Wilbur L. Ross, Jr., Secretary of Com-
merce, in Contempt of Congress for Refusal
to Comply with Subpoenas Duly Issued by
the Committee on Oversight and Reform
(Rept. 116-125). Referred to the House Cal-
endar.

Mr. McCGOVERN: Committee on Rules.
House Resolution 460. Resolution providing
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 2722) to
protect elections for public office by pro-
viding financial support and enhanced secu-
rity for the infrastructure used to carry out
such elections, and for other purposes;
waiving a requirement of clause 6(a) of rule
XIII with respect to consideration of certain
resolutions reported from the Committee on
Rules; and providing for consideration of the
bill (H.R. 3351) making appropriations for fi-
nancial services and general government for
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2020, and
for other purposes (Rept. 116-126). Referred
to the House Calendar.

———————

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Ms. SEWELL of Alabama (for her-
self and Mr. NUNES):

H.R. 3429. A bill to provide for health eq-
uity and access for returning troops and
servicemembers, to provide for ambulatory
surgical payment transparency under the
Medicare program, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce,
and in addition to the Committees on Ways
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and Means, and Armed Services, for a period
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.
By Ms. JUDY CHU of California (for
herself and Mr. SCHWEIKERT):

H.R. 3430. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to extend funding for
quality measure endorsement, input, and se-
lection under the Medicare program; to the
Committee on Ways and Means, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mrs. AXNE (for herself and Mr.
SMITH of Nebraska):

H.R. 3431. A bill to provide for the exten-
sion of the enforcement instruction on super-
vision requirements for outpatient thera-
peutic services in critical access and small
rural hospitals through 2021; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on Ways and Means,
for a period to be subsequently determined
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. RUSH:

H.R. 3432. A bill to amend title 49, United
States Code, to improve the safety of the Na-
tion’s natural gas and hazardous liquid pipe-
line systems, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure, and in addition to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. LARSON of Connecticut (for
himself and Mr. NUNES):

H.R. 3433. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to provide for ambula-
tory surgical center representation during
the review of hospital outpatient payment
rates under part B of the Medicare program,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce, and in addition to
the Committee on Ways and Means, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. BUTTERFIELD (for himself,
Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. SoTo, and
Mr. GIANFORTE):

H.R. 3434. A bill to require the Federal
Communications Commission to publish an
annual report on suspected unlawful
robocalls, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. CLAY (for himself, Ms. KELLY
of Illinois, Mrs. DEMINGS, Mr. RUSH,
Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, and Ms. NORTON):

H.R. 3435. A Dbill to encourage States to
allow local governments to implement laws
to reduce gun violence, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Ms. DELBENE (for herself and Mr.
WELCH):

H.R. 3436. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to remove cost-sharing
responsibilities for chronic care management
services under the Medicare program; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce, and in
addition to the Committee on Ways and
Means, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Ms. ADAMS (for herself, Ms. PIN-
GREE, Mr. KILMER, Mr. BLUMENAUER,
Ms. TITUS, and Mr. GRIJALVA):

H.R. 3437. A bill to amend title 49, United
States Code, to allow certain funds to be
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used for incremental costs of incorporating
art into facilities, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

By Ms. BASS:

H.R. 3438. A bill to provide for a tempo-
rarily enhanced Federal match for certain
State or tribal child welfare data reporting
expenditures; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. BEYER:

H.R. 3439. A Dbill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 and title XI of the Social
Security Act to extend appropriations and
transfers to the Patient-Centered Outcomes
Research Trust Fund and to extend certain
health insurance fees for such transfers, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Ways and Means, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. BURCHETT:

H.R. 3440. A bill to amend the Legislative
Reorganization Act of 1946 to reduce the
rates of pay of Members of Congress during a
fiscal year if Congress has not agreed to a
concurrent resolution on the budget for such
fiscal year, to repeal the automatic appro-
priation of funds for the salaries of Members
of Congress, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on House Administration, and in
addition to the Committee on Oversight and
Reform, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. COHEN (for himself, Mr.
CHABOT, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. WILSON of
South Carolina, Ms. JACKSON LEE,
Mr. FITZPATRICK, and Mr. CURTIS):

H.R. 3441. A bill to amend the Immigration
and Nationality Act to allow the Secretary
of State to make available to the public
records pertaining to the refusal of a visa or
permit based on an alien’s involvement in a
violation of human rights or acts of signifi-
cant corruption, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. COLLINS of Georgia (for him-
self, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. MCCLINTOCK,
Mr. GAETZ, Mr. STEUBE, Mr. CLINE,
Mr. ARMSTRONG, and Mr. BUCK):

H.R. 3442. A bill to amend the Immigration
and Nationality Act to provide that aliens
who engage in improper interference in a
United States election are inadmissible and
deportable, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Ms. DEGETTE (for herself, Mr.
LATTA, Mrs. DINGELL, and Mr. GUTH-
RIE):

H.R. 3443. A bill to clarify the regulatory
framework with respect to certain non-
prescription drugs that are marketed with-
out an approved drug application, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

By Mr. DESAULNIER (for himself, Mr.
THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Ms.
KUSTER of New Hampshire, and Mr.
KELLY of Pennsylvania):

H.R. 3444. A bill to amend the Richard B.
Russell National School Lunch Act to re-
quire the Secretary of Agriculture to make
loan guarantees and grants to finance cer-
tain improvements to school lunch facilities,
to train school food service personnel, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Education and Labor, and in addition to the
Committees on Agriculture, and Appropria-
tions, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.
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By Ms. FINKENAUER (for herself and
Mr. SMITH of Nebraska):

H.R. 3445. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to extend the work geo-
graphic index floor under the Medicare pro-
gram; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, and in addition to the Committee on
Ways and Means, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. KING of New York (for himself,
Mr. ENGEL, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Ms.
JAYAPAL, Miss RICE of New York, Mr.
CLAY, Mr. LEVIN of Michigan, and
Mrs. BEATTY):

H.R. 3446. A Dbill to establish a National
Commission on Fibrotic Diseases; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Ms. MATSUI (for herself, Mr.
TONKO, Ms. CLARKE of New York, Mr.
WELCH, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. CARDENAS,
Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire, Ms.
BLUNT ROCHESTER, Ms. KELLY of Illi-
nois, Mr. SARBANES, Mr. MCNERNEY,
Mr. KENNEDY, Ms. BARRAGAN, Ms.
LEE of California, and Mr. LUJAN):

H.R. 3447. A bill to fully fund the Preven-
tion and Public Health Fund and reaffirm
the importance of prevention in the United
States healthcare system; to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

By Ms. OMAR (for herself, Ms.
JAYAPAL, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Ms.
TLAIB, Ms. NORTON, Mr. THOMPSON of
Mississippi, Ms. LEE of California,
Mr. GARcIA of Illinois, and Ms.
OCASIO-CORTEZ):

H.R. 3448. A bill to forgive outstanding
Federal and private student loans; to the
Committee on Education and Labor, and in
addition to the Committees on Financial
Services, and Ways and Means, for a period
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. POSEY:

H.R. 3449. A bill to require that in a notice
of proposed rule making for a new rule, the
notice shall identify two rules which the
agency intends to repeal; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ROY (for himself and Mr. BOST):

H.R. 3450. A bill to prohibit the Secretary
of Veterans Affairs from transmitting cer-
tain information to the Department of Jus-
tice for use by the national instant criminal
background check system; to the Committee
on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD (for herself,
Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Ms. TITUS, Mr. PRICE
of North Carolina, and Mr.
ESPAILLAT):

H.R. 3451. A Dill to protect children af-
fected by immigration enforcement actions;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD (for herself,

Mrs.‘ TORRES of California, Ms.
VELAZQUEZ, Ms. TITUus, and Mr.
ESPAILLAT):

H.R. 3452. A bill to amend part E of title IV
of the Social Security Act to ensure that im-
migration status alone does not disqualify a
parent, legal guardian, or relative from
being a placement for a foster child, to au-
thorize discretion to a State, county, or
other political subdivision of a State to
delay filing for termination of parental
rights in foster care cases in which an other-
wise fit and willing parent or legal guardian
has been deported or is involved in (including
detention pursuant to) an immigration pro-
ceeding, unless certain conditions have been
met, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.
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By Mr. SUOZZI (for himself, Mr. KING
of New York, Ms. WATERS, and Mr.
SMITH of New Jersey):

H.R. 3453. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow for contributions
to the Alzheimer’s Research and Caregiving
Trust Fund, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Ways and Means, and in addi-
tion to the Committees on Energy and Com-
merce, and Education and Labor, for a period
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN (for her-

self, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. SU0zzI, Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. HOULAHAN, and Mr.
RUSH):

H.R. 3454. A bill to regulate firearm silenc-
ers and firearm mufflers; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. COX of California (for himself,
Mr. CosTA, Mr. KHANNA, Mrs.
TRAHAN, Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY
of New York, Mr. PALLONE, Mr.
GARAMENDI, Mr. LOWENTHAL, and Mr.
LARSON of Connecticut):

H. Res. 457. A resolution expressing support
for the designation of June as Portuguese
National Heritage Month; to the Committee
on Oversight and Reform.

By Mr. DEUTCH (for himself, Mr. HAS-
TINGS, Mr. SCHWEIKERT, and Mr. WIL-
SON of South Carolina):

H. Res. 458. A resolution reaffirming the
strong partnership between Tunisia and the
United States and supporting the people of
Tunisia in their continued pursuit of demo-
cratic reforms; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

By Ms. SLOTKIN (for herself, Ms.
SPEIER, Ms. KUSTER of New Hamp-
shire, and Ms. PRESSLEY):

H. Res. 459. A resolution affirming the im-
portance of title IX, applauding the increase
in educational opportunities available to all
people, regardless of sex or gender, and rec-
ognizing the tremendous amount of work left
to be done to further increase those opportu-
nities; to the Committee on Education and
Labor.

———

PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XII,

Mr. NEGUSE introduced a bill (H.R. 3455)
for the relief of Ingrid Encalada Latorre;
which was referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

———

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY
STATEMENT

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or
joint resolution.

By Ms. SEWELL of Alabama:

H.R. 3429.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Ms. JUDY CHU of California:

H.R. 3430.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article 1 of the
United States Constitution.

By Mrs. AXNE:

H.R. 3431.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
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This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article I, Section
8, Clause 18 of the United States Constitu-
tion.

By Mr. RUSH:

H.R. 3432.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article I, Section
8 of the United States Constitution.

By Mr. LARSON of Connecticut:

H.R. 3433.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article I, Section
8 of the United States Constitution.

By Mr. BUTTERFIELD:

H.R. 3434.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Under Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the
Constitution, Congress has the power to col-
lect taxes and expend funds to provide for
the general welfare of the United States.
Congress may also make laws that are nec-
essary and proper for carrying into execution
their powers enumerated under Article I.

By Mr. CLAY:

H.R. 3435.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

section 8 of Article I.

By Ms. DELBENE:

H.R. 3436.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Ms. ADAMS:

H.R. 3437.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Section 8 of Article I of the United States
Constitution

By Ms. BASS:

H.R. 3438.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 1 of the United States
Constitution, providing—‘‘All legislative
Powers herein granted shall be vested in a
Congress of the United States, which shall
consist of a Senate and House of Representa-
tives.”

By Mr. BEYER:

H.R. 3439.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. BURCHETT:

H.R. 3440.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article IV,

Section 3, Clause 2. The Congress shall
have Power to dispose of and make all need-
ful Rules and Regulations respecting the
Territory or other Property belonging to the
United States; and nothing in this Constitu-
tion shall be so construed as to Prejudice
any Claims of the United States, or of any
particular State.

By Mr. COHEN:

H.R. 3441.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. COLLINS of Georgia:

H.R. 3442.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, section 8, clauses 3, 4, and 18 of
the U.S. Constitution.

By Ms. DEGETTE:

H.R. 3443.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
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Article I, Section 8, Clause 3
By Mr. DESAULNIER:

H.R. 3444.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8.

By Ms. FINKENAUER:

H.R. 3445.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article I, Section
8, Clause 18 of the United States Constitu-
tion.

By Mr. KING of New York:

H.R. 3446.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Ms. MATSUI:

H.R. 3447.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution

By Ms. OMAR:

H.R. 3448.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article. 1. Section. 1.

By Mr. POSEY:

H.R. 3449.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the United
States Constitution.

By Mr. ROY:

H.R. 3450.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18. To make all
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United

States, or in any Department or Officer
thereof.
By Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD:
H.R. 3451.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution

By Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD:

H.R. 3452.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution

By Mr. SUOZZI:

H.R. 3453.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Under Article I, Section 8 of the Constitu-
tion, Congress has the power ‘‘to make all
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United
States, or any Department or Officer there-
of.”

By Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN:

H.R. 3454.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. NEGUSE:

H.R. 3455

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 U.S. Constitution

—————

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows:

H.R. 24: Mr. FORTENBERRY, Mr. CARTER of
Texas, and Mr. SCHWEIKERT.
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H.R. 33: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER.

H.R. 40: Mr. BisHOP of Georgia, Ms. MENG,
Mr. CLAY, Mr. ScorT of Virginia, Mr.
QUIGLEY, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. PRICE of
North Carolina, Ms. Fudge, Ms. PLASKETT,
Ms. KELLY of Illinois, and Mr. NEGUSE.

H.R. 51: Mr. VAN DREW.

H.R. 117: Ms. MUCARSEL-POWELL.

H.R. 172: Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia.

H.R. 216: Mr. LONG and Ms. CHENEY.

H.R. 218: Mr. GUEST, Mr. ARMSTRONG, Mr.
LATTA, Mr. TAYLOR, and Mr. GIANFORTE.

H.R. 284: Mr. HASTINGS.

H.R. 372: Mr. GALLEGO.

H.R. 397: Mr. MALINOWSKI and Ms.
Barragan.
H.R. 510: Mr. WALBERG and Mr.
MALINOWSKI.

H.R. 549: Ms. McCOLLUM.

H.R. 550: Mr. GRAVES of Georgia, Mr. SOTO,
Mr. NORMAN, and Mr. CARSON of Indiana.

H.R. 553: Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. GRAVES of
Georgia, Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky, Mr.
SCHWEIKERT, Mr. COLLINS of Georgia, Ms.
SHALALA, and Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of
New York.

H.R. 565:

H.R. 616:

H.R. 644:

H.R. 647:

H.R. 679: Mr. STEUBE.

H.R. 689: Mr. HUFFMAN.

H.R. 721: Mr. VAN DREW, Mr. CASE, Mr.
LIPINSKI, and Mr. SOTO.

H.R. 724: Mr. FORTENBERRY and Mr.
JEFFRIES.

H.R. 732: Ms. MATSUIL

H.R. 770: Mrs. MCBATH.

H.R. 776: Mr. MULLIN.

H.R. 832: Mr. KIND.

H.R. 837: Mr. WESTERMAN
BORN.

H.R. 848: Ms. BONAMICI.

H.R. 861: Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New
York.

H.R. 864: Mr. HECK, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, and Mr. CROW.

H.R. 872: Mr. RASKIN.

H.R. 929: Mrs. TRAHAN.

H.R. 935: Mr. BUCSHON.

H.R. 943: Mr. GOMEZ, Mr. WALKER, Mr.
STAUBER, Mr. RICHMOND, Mr. SIMPSON, and
Mr. SMUCKER.

H.R. 1042: Mr. HARDER of California.

H.R. 1043: Ms. CASTOR of Florida and Mr.
FORTENBERRY.

H.R. 1044: Mr. TIMMONS.

H.R. 1058: Mr. POSEY, Ms. LEE of California,
Mrs. TRAHAN, and Mr. RUSH.

H.R. 1076: Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr.
SARBANES, Mr. CISNEROS, Mr. DESAULNIER,
Mr. RYAN, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. LYNCH, and
Mr. HASTINGS.

H.R. 1108: Ms. CHENEY and Mr. TIMMONS.

H.R. 1111: Ms. OMAR.

H.R. 1153: Mr. PALLONE.

H.R. 1220: Mrs. NAPOLITANO and Ms. TLAIB.

H.R. 1225: Mr. DUFFY, Mr. HARRIS, and Mr.
GOTTHEIMER.

H.R. 1255: Mr. PERRY.

H.R. 1266: Mr. EVANS.

H.R. 1272: Mr. VAN DREW.

H.R. 1309: Mr. CoLE, Ms. DAVIDS of Kansas,
and Mr. SMITH of New Jersey.

H.R. 1327: Mr. GREEN of Tennessee, Mr.
DUNN, Mr. MULLIN, and Mr. ROGERS of Ken-
tucky.

H.R. 1351: Mr. LUJAN.

H.R. 1355: Mr. CUMMINGS.

H.R. 1373: Ms. DAVIDS of Kansas.

H.R. 1380: Ms. SANCHEZ and Mr. CISNEROS.

H.R. 1393: Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. TONKO, Mr.
SERRANO, and Mr. LEVIN of California.

H.R. 1394: Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. TONKO, Mr.
SERRANO, Mr. LEVIN of California, and Ms.
TLAIB.

H.R. 1406: Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire
and Mr. SOToO.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Cox of California.

DAVID P. ROE of Tennessee.
O’HALLERAN.

HARRIS and Mr. TRONE.

and Mr. LAM-
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H.R. 1441: Mr. GAETZ.

H.R. 1446: Miss GONZALEZ-COLON of Puerto
Rico.

H.R. 1507: Mr. MCGOVERN.

H.R. 1510: Mr. CRENSHAW.

H.R. 1579: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of
New York.

H.R. 1605: Mr. GOODEN, Mr. ABRAHAM, and
Mr. GUTHRIE.

H.R. 1629: Mr. CARSON of Indiana.

H.R. 1643: Ms. SHERRILL.

H.R. 1683: Mr. STEUBE.

H.R. 1692: Ms. DAVIDS of Kansas and Ms.
BASS.

H.R. 1696: Mr. LOWENTHAL.

H.R. 1706: Mr. GROTHMAN.

H.R. 1730: Mrs. HARTZLER
SWALWELL of California.

H.R. 1748: Mr. KATKO and Mr. COURTNEY.

H.R. 1753: Mr. JOHN W. ROSE of Tennessee.

H.R. 1766: Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER.

H.R. 1767: Mr. YARMUTH and Mr. MORELLE.

H.R. 1771: Mr. CLAY.

H.R. 1773: Mr. VISCLOSKY.

H.R. 1830: Mr. BANKS.

H.R. 1835: Mr. CRENSHAW.

H.R. 1855: Mr. WENSTRUP and Mr. COLE.

H.R. 1865: Mr. CHABOT, Mrs. RADEWAGEN,
Mr. POCAN, Mrs. LEE of Nevada, Mr. CUM-
MINGS, and Ms. WILSON of Florida.

H.R. 1903: Mr. CARBAJAL, Mr. POSEY, Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. YOUNG, Mr.
MALINOWSKI, Mr. WOODALL, Ms. BROWNLEY of
California, Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia, Mr.
COHEN, and Mr. GAETZ.

H.R. 1911: Mrs. RODGERS of Washington.

H.R. 1923: Ms. CHENEY, Ms. CASTOR of Flor-
ida, Mr. HIMES, Ms. CLARKE of New York, and
Mr. SHERMAN.

H.R. 1934: Mr.

H.R. 1937: Mr.

H.R. 1941: Ms.

H.R. 1956: Mr.

H.R. 1958: Mr. CRENSHAW.

H.R. 1970: Mr. SMITH of Nebraska.

H.R. 1975: Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN.

H.R. 2015: Mr. CLINE.

H.R. 2029: Mr. LUJAN.

H.R. 2041: Mr. GALLEGO.

H.R. 2051: Mr. FOSTER.

H.R. 2062: Mr. KILMER.

H.R. 2076: Ms. BONAMICI.

H.R. 2078: Mr. CRAWFORD.

H.R. 2086: Mr. KILDEE.

H.R. 2096: Ms. BROWNLEY of California.

H.R. 2118: Mr. FITZPATRICK.

H.R. 2128: Mrs. KIRKPATRICK.

H.R. 2135: Mr. MCADAMS.

H.R. 2146: Mr. LOWENTHAL.

H.R. 2151: Mr. JEFFRIES, Mr. SERRANO, and
Mr. REED.

H.R. 2178: Ms. MUCARSEL-POWELL,
WELCH, and Ms. MCCOLLUM.

H.R. 2204: Mr. CRENSHAW.

H.R. 2218: Mrs. HARTZLER.

H.R. 2219: Mr. RUTHERFORD.

H.R. 2248: Mr. CRENSHAW.

H.R. 2249: Mr. CRENSHAW.

H.R. 2256: Mr. RYAN, Mr. CARSON of Indi-
ana, and Ms. CLARKE of New York.

H.R. 2264: Mr. FITZPATRICK.

H.R. 2328: Mr. LAMBORN
BALDERSON.

H.R. 2354: Mr. ROUDA, Ms. JACKSON LEE,
and Miss RICE of New York.

H.R. 2382: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr.
GOHMERT, Mr. HIMES, Mr. TAKANO, and Mr.
FORTENBERRY.

H.R. 2410: Ms. MOORE and Ms. LOFGREN.

H.R. 2415: Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. JACKSON LEE,
Ms. SPEIER, Mrs. TRAHAN, Mr. Huffman, Mr.
THOMPSON of California, Mrs. DINGELL, and
Mr. CORREA.

H.R. 2420: Ms. BROWNLEY of California and
Mr. STANTON.

H.R. 2426: Ms. JACKSON LEE.

H.R. 2431: Mr. LOWENTHAL.

H.R. 2433: Mr. GAETZ and Mr.
MEYER.

and Mr.

PAYNE.
LUJAN.
SLOTKIN and Ms. SANCHEZ.
BRADY.

Mr.

and Mr.

LUETKE-
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H.R. 2441: Mr. HIMES and Mr. PAPPAS.

H.R. 2472: Mr. FITZPATRICK.

H.R. 2478: Ms. SCHRIER and Ms. HILL of
California.

H.R. 2482: Ms. BROWNLEY of California, Ms.
JUuDY CHU of California, and Mr. ZELDIN.

H.R. 2483: Mr. STEUBE.

H.R. 2545: Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. BUTTERFIELD,
Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. RICHMOND, Mr. LAWSON of
Florida, Ms. PLASKETT, Mr. THOMPSON of
Mississippi, Ms. WILSON of Florida, Mr. CAR-
SON of Indiana, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Ms.
FUDGE, Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Ms. CLARKE of
New York, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. LYNCH, and Ms.
NORTON.

H.R. 2564: Mr. HASTINGS.

H.R. 2573: Mr. CUELLAR, Mr. GREEN of Ten-
nessee, Mr. KiM, Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania,
Mr. GOODEN, and Mr. RATCLIFFE.

H.R. 2577: Ms. WILD.

H.R. 2585: Mr. Su0ozzI and Mr. SHERMAN.

H.R. 2592: Mr. STEUBE and Mrs. TRAHAN.

H.R. 2599: Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. SEAN PATRICK
MALONEY of New York, Ms. WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ, and Ms. JUDY CHU of California.

H.R. 2615: Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. WATKINS,
Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. SWALWELL of California,
and Ms. ESCOBAR.

H.R. 2623: Mr. PENCE.

H.R. 2639: Mr. GREEN of Texas, Mr. THOMP-
SON of Mississippi, and Ms. SPANBERGER.

H.R. 2648: Ms. JAYAPAL.

H.R. 2660: Mr. CICILLINE.

H.R. 2681: Mrs. LEE of Nevada.

H.R. 2682: Mr. GOTTHEIMER.

H.R. 2687: Ms. WILD.

H.R. 2710: Mr. WENSTRUP.

H.R. 2721: Mr. FITZPATRICK.

H.R. 2722: Mr. RASKIN, Mrs. DAVIS of Cali-
fornia, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Ms. FUDGE, and Mr.
AGUILAR.

H.R. 2733: Mr. KILMER and Mr. LAMALFA.

H.R. 2747: Mr. YARMUTH.

H.R. 2754: Mr. VAN DREW and Ms. UNDER-
WOOD.

H.R. 2764: Mr. TED LIEU of California, Mr.
CARBAJAL, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Ms. ESHOO, Mr.
LOWENTHAL, Mr. DESAULNIER, Mr. MOULTON,
Ms. JAYAPAL, Ms. BASS, Mr. GRIJALVA, and
Mr. CARTWRIGHT.

H.R. 2774: Mrs. LEE of Nevada.

H.R. 2775: Mr. SHERMAN.

H.R. 2792: Mr. PAYNE, Mr. MALINOWSKI, and
Mr. SIRES.

H.R. 2793:

H.R. 2796:
Mr. POCAN.

H.R. 2816: Mr. KHANNA.

H.R. 2823: Mr. LOWENTHAL.

H.R. 2825: Mr. SMUCKER and Mr. JOYCE of
Ohio.

H.R. 2829:

H.R. 2869:

H.R. 2882:

H.R. 2909:

Mr. PAYNE and Mr. MALINOWSKI.
Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. GALLEGO, and

Ms. BASS.

Mrs. HARTZLER.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi.
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina.

H.R. 2918: Mr. MCGOVERN.

H.R. 2955: Mrs. HARTZLER.

H.R. 2961: Mr. SABLAN
RADEWAGEN.

H.R. 2969: Mr. GAETZ, Mr. ROONEY of Flor-
ida, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. DUNN, and Mr.
LAWSON of Florida.

H.R. 2970: Mr. FORTENBERRY.

H.R. 3014: Mr. STIVERS.

H.R. 3016: Ms. MUCARSEL-POWELL.

H.R. 3018: Ms. CASTOR of Florida.

H.R. 3026: Ms. SCANLON.

H.R. 3033: Mr. LARSEN of Washington.

H.R. 3050: Mr. STIVERS.

H.R. 3062: Mr. CRAWFORD and Mr. GOODEN.

H.R. 3066: Mr. WEBER of Texas.

H.R. 3073: Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. GIBBS, and Mr.
COLE.

H.R. 3082: Mrs. WAGNER.

H.R. 3084: Mr. STEUBE.

H.R. 3085: Ms. HOULAHAN.

H.R. 3094: Mr. HASTINGS.

H.R. 3100: Miss RICE of New York and Ms.
STEFANIK.

and  Mrs.
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H.R. 3106: Mr. MCGOVERN.

H.R. 3110: Mr. CASTRO of Texas and Ms.
OMAR.

H.R. 3120: Mr. CASTEN of Illinois,
MUCARSEL-POWELL, and Mr. MCGOVERN.

H.R. 3125: Mr. MEUSER.

H.R. 3127: Mr. FITZPATRICK.

H.R. 3138: Mr. HORSFORD.

H.R. 3153: Ms. JUDY CHU of California.

H.R. 3189: Ms. CASTOR of Florida and Mr.
HIMES.

H.R. 3190: Ms. TrIrTus, Mr. TRONE, Mr.
SCHNEIDER, Mr. KHANNA, Mr. SMITH of New
Jersey, and Mr. ROSE of New York.

H.R. 3193: Ms. JUDY CHU of California.

H.R. 3194: Mr. PENCE and Mr. WILSON of
South Carolina.

H.R. 3195: Mr. KILDEE, Mr. MALINOWSKI, Mr.
HECK, Mrs. AXNE, Mr. MOONEY of West Vir-
ginia, Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New
York, and Mr. HARDER of California.

H.R. 3197: Mr. CARBAJAL, Mr. TONKO, Mr.
CICILLINE, Ms. CLARKE of New York, Mr.
LyYNCH, Mr. HIGGINS of New York, Ms.
VELAZQUEZ, and Mr. GREEN of Texas.

H.R. 3206: Mr. PERRY and Mr. FITZPATRICK.

H.R. 3211: Mr. MCGOVERN.

H.R. 3225: Ms. DEGETTE.

H.R. 3230: Mr. MCGOVERN.

H.R. 3239: Ms. SANCHEZ, Mr. WELCH, Mrs.
ToORRES of California, Mr. HIMES, Ms. DAVIDS
of Kansas, Mrs. LOWEY, and Mr. COHEN.

H.R. 3241: Mrs. LESKO.

H.R. 3262: Mr. VAN DREW
GOTTHEIMER.

H.R. 3267: Mr.

H.R. 3268: Mr.

H.R. 3270: Mr. KEVIN HERN of Oklahoma.

H.R. 3281: Mr. YARMUTH.

H.R. 3282: Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi and
Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts.

H.R. 3296: Ms. LEE of California and Mr.
HASTINGS. B

H.R. 3312: Ms. VELAZQUEZ,
KOWSKY, and Ms. NORTON.

Ms.

and Mr.

MALINOWSKI.
TAKANO.

Ms. SCHA-
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H.R. 3328: Mr. HASTINGS.

H.R. 3350: Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. GAETZ, and
Mr. CUELLAR.

H.R. 3353: Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. BUTTERFIELD,
Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Mr. CLYBURN, Ms.
KELLY of Illinois, Mr. RICHMOND, Ms. CLARKE
of New York, Mr. LAWSON of Florida, Mr.
PAYNE, Ms. PLASKETT, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, Mr. GREEN of Texas, Ms. WILSON of
Florida, Mr. GREEN of Tennessee, and Mrs.
DEMINGS. 3 ;

H.R. 3362: Miss GONZALEZ-COLON of Puerto
Rico.

H.R. 3369: Mr. ROSE of New York, Ms. KAP-
TUR, Ms. WILD, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, and Miss
GONZALEZ-COLON of Puerto Rico.

H.R. 3374: Mr. CARDENAS, Ms. NORTON, Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY, and Mrs. DINGELL.

H.R. 3375: Ms. ESHOO, Ms. MATSUI, Ms. CAS-
TOR of Florida, Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. WELCH,
Mr. LUJAN, Mr. TONKO, Ms. CLARKE of New
York, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. SCHRADER, Mr.
CARDENAS, Mrs. DINGELL, Mr. VEASEY, Mr.
MCEACHIN, Mr. S0oTO, Mr. O’'HALLERAN, Mr.
LONG, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. BILI-
RAKIS, Mrs. RODGERS of Washington, Mr.
BURGESS, Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana, Ms.
UNDERWOOD, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. GONZALEZ of
Texas, and Mr. MCADAMS.

H.R. 3380: Mr. RASKIN and Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 3381: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Ms.
TLAIB, and Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN.

H.R. 3404: Mr. CROW and Mr. HASTINGS.

H.R. 3409: Mr. VAN DREW.

H.R. 3414: Mr. KING of New York, Ms.
HOULAHAN, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. KILMER,
Mr. DELGADO, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut,
Mr. MORELLE, and Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI.

H.J. Res. 20: Mr. CUNNINGHAM.

H.J. Res. 38: Ms. KELLY of Illinois.

H.J. Res. 63: Mr. SIRES, Mr. ESPAILLAT, and
Mr. TRONE.

H. Con. Res. 27: Ms. KUSTER of New Hamp-
shire, Mr. HUIZENGA, and Mr. RODNEY DAVIS
of Illinois.
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. Res. 39: Mr. CARSON of Indiana.
. 33: Mrs. HAYES.

. 60: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ.

. 134: Mr. KATKO.

. 233: Mr. Cox of California.

Res. 246: Miss GONZALEZ-COLON of Puer-
to Rico, Mr. STAUBER, Mr. CARTER of Texas,
and Mr. DESAULNIER.

H. Res. 285: Mr. WOMACK.
H. Res. 358: Ms. LOFGREN, Ms. HAALAND,
and Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER.
H. Res. 367: Mr. GRIJALVA.
H. Res. 371: Ms. McCoLLUM and Mr. THOMP-
SON of Mississippi.
Res. 403: Mr. LUJAN.
. 408: Mr. CRENSHAW.
. 410: Mr. LOWENTHAL.
. 432: Mr. CROW.
. 443: Ms. SEWELL of Alabama.
. 451: Mrs. AXNE.
. Res. 452: Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. McGoOV-
ERN, and Mr. SHERMAN.

o
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CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM-
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM-
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS

Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or
statements on congressional earmarks,
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff
benefits were submitted as follows:

OFFERED BY MR. YARMUTH

The provisions that warranted a referral to
the Committee on the Budget in H.R. 3401 do
not contain any congressional earmarks,
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff bene-
fits as defined in clause 9 of rule XXI.



United States
of America

Congressional Record

th
PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE 1 1 6 CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION

Vol. 165

WASHINGTON, MONDAY, JUNE 24, 2019

No. 106

The Senate met at 3 p.m. and was
called to order by the Honorable JOSH
HAWLEY, a Senator from the State of
Missouri.

——
PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer:

Let us pray.

Eternal God, who rules the raging of
the sea, we thank You for these mo-
ments when we are more aware of Your
presence. We are grateful that we can
seize these opportunities to 1lift our
hearts in praise.

Use our lawmakers today to live with
such excellence that they will illu-
minate the darkness of our world.
Lord, give them the grace and mercy
that will inspire them to live for Your
glory. Remind them that the earnest
and fervent prayers of the righteous
avail much. Cleanse the inner foun-
tains of their hearts from all defile-
ment and pretense as they strive to
please and honor You.

We pray in Your great Name. Amen.

——

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
The Presiding Officer led the Pledge
of Allegiance, as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will please read a communication
to the Senate from the President pro
tempore (Mr. GRASSLEY).

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the following letter:

U.S. SENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, DC, June 24, 2019.
To the Senate:

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3,

of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby

Senate

appoint the Honorable JOSH HAWLEY, a Sen-
ator from the State of Missouri, to perform
the duties of the Chair.
CHUCK GRASSLEY,
President pro tempore.
Mr. HAWLEY thereupon assumed the
Chair as Acting President pro tempore.

—————

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
leadership time is reserved.

———

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Morning business is closed.

——————

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-

TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR
2020—MOTION TO PROCEED—Re-
sumed

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
Senate will resume consideration of
the motion to proceed to S. 1790, which
the clerk will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

Motion to proceed to the consideration of
S. 1790, a bill to authorize appropriations for
fiscal year 2020 for military activities of the
Department of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe military
personnel strengths for such fiscal year, and
for other purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas.

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, in vir-
tually every aspect of our lives, tech-
nology and innovation have made jobs
simpler and made us much more effi-
cient. You can easily track your ap-
pointments, hail a ride, or even change
the temperature of your house from
your smartphone. You can broaden the
reach of your small business, use fund-
raising platforms to raise money for a

cause you care about, and easily stay
connected with friends and family
around the globe. But for all the ways
these innovations have made our daily
life easier, they have also created an
array of security challenges.

We are all familiar with the high-pro-
file hacking targeting customer finan-
cial data and personal information. To
be sure, it is scary, but nowhere is the
threat of this hyperinnovation more
terrifying than on the national secu-
rity front.

The challenges we confront today
look different from those 100, 50, or
even b years ago. We are seeing new
technologies used in the battlefield,
like drones, and the race to develop
next-generation hypersonic missiles.
Top military officials, including ADM
Gary Roughead, cochair of the Com-
mission on National Defense Strategy,
have voiced their concerns about our
ability as a nation to confront these
rapidly evolving threats. Admiral
Roughead told Congress: ‘“We are oper-
ating a force today that was last mod-
ernized in the 1980s.”

That is unacceptable. We cannot send
our men and women in uniform into
battle to defend our freedom at a dis-
advantage or allow these rapidly
changing threats to outpace our ability
to respond. Our military should never
be fighting next-generation wars with
last-generation weapons and equip-
ment.

Of course, the goal is not to have to
fight any wars but to maintain the
peace through a superior military over
any of our potential adversaries. We
must continue to invest in military
modernization, which is why we need
to pass the National Defense Author-
ization Act, the bill that is presently
before the Senate.

This bill invests in cutting-edge tech-
nology to protect our military’s com-
bat advantage, including to promote 5G
networks, the hypersonic weapons that
we need to develop to maintain par-
ity—at least, with our adversaries—and
artificial intelligence.

® This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor.

Printed on recycled paper.
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It also invests in nuclear weapons
modernization, something 1 spoke
about on the floor just this last week.
As our adversaries continue to develop
the use of their nuclear arsenal, main-
taining a safe and strong nuclear deter-
rent is the key to preventing nuclear
war and Kkeeping our adversaries in
check.

This year’s Defense authorization bill
also takes major steps to improve the
quality of life for our troops and their
families. America’s 2.1 million service-
members have made a commitment
that few are willing to make and have
joined the ranks of America’s heroes
who have defended our great country
throughout our history.

This bill will provide a modest 3.1
percent pay raise for our troops—the
largest increase in a decade. I hope it
will also include a provision that I
have introduced to support our service-
members during life after the military.

Occasionally, when veterans fall on
hard times, their disability benefits
can be counted as income in bank-
ruptcy court. That is not the case for
their civilian counterparts with their
Social Security disability, and it is un-
acceptable to me that a civilian with
disability benefits would get better
treatment in bankruptcy court than a
veteran. To fix this issue, I have intro-
duced a bill with Senator BALDWIN
from Wisconsin, called the Honoring
American Veterans in Extreme Need
Act, or the HAVEN Act. This bill would
shield VA and Department of Defense
disability benefits in the same way
that Social Security disability is cur-
rently exempted.

Veterans should not be penalized for
receiving the disability compensation
they have earned, and I hope this pro-
vision will be included in the Defense
authorization bill, which we should
soon be able to vote on.

Passing this bill is not only impor-
tant to the safety of our Nation, but it
is important for global security as
well. It supports programs and policies
that will strengthen existing alliances
and promote new ones.

I am hopeful that the final version of
this bill will include a provision I have
introduced to enhance our relationship
with India. In 2016 the United States
designated India as a major defense
partner, which seeks to elevate our de-
fense partnership with India to the
same level as that of our closest allies.

Since then, we have taken a number
of steps to strengthen our defense rela-
tionship, such as establishing ministe-
rial dialogue, increasing arms sales to
India, and the first U.S.-India tri-serv-
ice exercise later this year.

As cochair of the Senate India Cau-
cus, I continue to advocate for policies
that strengthen our ties with India,
both militarily and otherwise. I intro-
duced legislation that requires the Sec-
retary of Defense to submit a report to
Congress on U.S.-India defense coopera-
tion in the Western Indian Ocean with-
in 180 days of enactment. This will
allow us to get a clearer picture of cur-
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rent military activities and will enable
the Secretary to enter into military
cooperation agreements and conduct
regular joint military training and op-
erations with India in the Western In-
dian Ocean.

Including this provision in the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act
would be a major step to bolster U.S.-
India ties and strengthen our alliance.
It is only fitting for the world’s oldest
democracy and the world’s largest de-
mocracy to continue to work more and
more closely together.

As we work to counter increasingly
sophisticated adversaries around the
world, passing the Defense authoriza-
tion bill this week could not be more
important. This legislation is integral
to ensuring that our military is
resourced and trained and ready for ac-
tion when called upon.

That is why for more than 50 years,
Congress has made passing the Defense
authorization bill an annual priority.
Funding our men and women in uni-
form who are fighting and facing un-
precedented threats around the world
on our behalf is a no-brainer. I look
forward to voting to support the NDAA
later this week, and I want to thank
Chairman INHOFE and the ranking
member, Senator REED, for working to
get this bill passed with broad bipar-
tisan support, as well as thank the
Senate Armed Services Committee for
working to get this bill to this point
and bringing it to the floor in a broad,
bipartisan way.

This bill provides our military men
and women the resources and equip-
ment they need to defend our country
and later transition back into civilian
life. It restores our combat advantage
by promoting military modernization.
It strengthens and builds alliances
around the globe. Above all, it sends a
message to the entire world that our
country is and will remain the global
military leader.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER

The Democratic leader is recognized.

VICTIM COMPENSATION FUND

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, to-
morrow my friend John Feal and fellow
survivors who were first responders on
September 11 will visit with Leader
MCCONNELL to press for the passage of
legislation to fix the shortfall of the
Victim Compensation Fund. This is the
fund that awards compensation to the
families of 9/11 first responders who
died from 9/11-related illnesses, often
cancers and fatal respiratory illnesses.

It makes me sick to my stomach that
every time we have this debate, these
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suffering first responders, many in
wheelchairs, are forced to travel to
Washington to shame politicians into
supporting their healthcare.

I am sick of all of these delays; I am
tired of temporary reauthorizations;
and I have had enough of watching our
first responders endure the indignity of
waiting for a last-minute, must-pass
bill to hide their issue in so Members
will not vote against it. It shouldn’t be
this way, and it shouldn’t be this hard
to pass aid for our 9/11 responders and
everyone who worked on the pile in the
weeks and months thereafter.

Who has been standing in the way?
At the top of the list, unfortunately, is
my colleague the Republican leader.
Leader MCCONNELL has to do the right
thing here. He is meeting with these
brave responders, and that is a good
thing, but it is not enough. At the end
of the meeting, he should promise
them, and promise all of us, that he
will put the Victim Compensation
Fund fix on the floor as soon as it
passes the House as a stand-alone bill—
no more delays for these brave people,
no more people like Ray Fifer, my dear
friend who passed away, having to
come to Washington five or six times
begging and pleading, not for himself—
he knew the cancer was fatal for him—
but for his colleagues and allies. Let’s
do the right thing here.

Let’s do the right thing,
McCCONNELL.

Leader

IRAN
Mr. President, on another matter,
amid escalating tensions with Iran, the
President today announced a new
round of sanctions. It remains unclear
what, if any, strategy this latest round
of sanctions fits into and whether this
latest round of sanctions will compel
Iran’s leaders to alter their current
course. I worry that the President con-
tinues down a path of escalation.

Besides a small group of hawkish ad-
visers and Republican cheerleaders in
Congress, nobody wants a war with
Iran. The American people are weary of
endless wars in the Middle East, the
trillions of dollars wasted, the thou-
sands of American lives lost. Ameri-
cans want the money spent here at
home on things like our crumbling in-
frastructure. Americans don’t want to
see their sons and daughters dying in a
war that seems to go on forever with-
out a conclusion.

While I am not convinced the Presi-
dent is eager to go to war, I am very
concerned that he could bumble us into
war. His strategy seems erratic, chang-
ing from day to day and week to week.
It seems opaque. There is no real dis-
cussion outside of his own little clique
of advisers, and it seems to sometimes
contradict itself.

Exchanges of aggression can escalate
and cascade quickly in the Middle
East; provocations can spin out of con-
trol. The President’s lack of a steady
hand, lack of transparency, and, above
all, his lack of strategy make the dan-
ger of escalation even more distinct
and worrisome.
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It is also worrisome that John Bolton
and Secretary Pompeo, the advocates
for the conflict, appear to be leading
the charge while there is no confirmed
Secretary of Defense to pull back the
reins, and it is interesting that it
seems to be the Department of Defense
that are the reins on the President.
They know the limits of what we can
do without escalation and the kind of
endless war that our soldiers and our
military leaders have always fought for
this country, no matter what the con-
sequences.

So let me be clear: If the President is
going to engage the United States in
another war in the Middle East, he is
going to have to convince the Amer-
ican people, and he is going to have to
come to Congress for authorization.
One of the best ways to avoid bumbling
into a war is to have a robust, open de-
bate and for Congress to have some
say. We have learned that lesson in the
run up to Iraq.

Democrats have an amendment to
the NDAA led by Senators Udall,
Merkley, Murphy, and Xaine that
would prohibit any funds authorized by
the NDAA to be used to conduct hos-
tilities against the Government of
Iran. It makes imminent sense to con-
sider this amendment on our annual
defense bill. It is germane; it is timely.

Considering the gravity of the situa-
tion with Iran, Democrats believe the
full Senate should be present to vote
on the Udall amendment. Leader
MCcCONNELL is no doubt aware that sev-
eral Members of this body will be ab-
sent this week for the Democratic
Presidential debates. We should wait to
have the vote until the full body is
present. There is no rush to complete
the NDAA. We have passed it very fre-
quently later in the year with no harm-
ful consequences to our military.

We should have the vote on the Udall
amendment, which is an urgency, be-
fore we bumble into war, and it should
occur when every Senator is able to
cast their vote. Last week, the Repub-
lican leader promised the Senate would
hold an open amendment process on
the NDAA. We have critical national
security issues to debate, including
Iran, including election security.

Will the Republican leader keep his
word and allow this debate to go for-
ward? For much of this year, Leader
McCoONNELL, unfortunately, and now
becoming known from one end of
America to the another, has turned the
Senate into a legislative graveyard,
where we hardly ever vote on the pre-
vailing issue of the day.

Will the majority leader let the Sen-
ate have this important vote? Or is this
another issue, another debate, the abil-
ity to fund a war that will be buried in
his legislative graveyard?

I hope he will not continue his
shameful record of ducking the issues
of the day when it comes to something
as important as Congress’s role in the
matter of war and peace.

BORDER SECURITY

Finally, Mr. President, on the border,

after a week of making the chilling,
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nasty, obnoxious threats about mass
arrests and deportation of millions of
immigrants, President Trump backed
off on Sunday and demanded conces-
sions from Democrats in exchange.

In doing so, the President reminded
the American people that he might be
incapable of having a rational discus-
sion about challenges at the border.
Look at the things he has gone
through—tariffs, closed the border—
issue after issue, he makes threats,
then backs off because none of them
make any sense, none of them have
been thought through.

The President seems far more com-
fortable terrorizing immigrant families
than actually coming up with real so-
lutions. I mean, my God, to threaten
separating children from their parents
as a bargaining chip is the very defini-
tion of callousness. That is something
that the vast majority of Americans
would abhor, and he goes right ahead
and does it.

Unfortunately, however, this is typ-
ical of the President’s approach to the
border. For 2 years, the President has
said he wants to fix the problems at
the border, but just about every action
he has taken has made things worse.
He shut down the government in a
failed attempt to fund an ineffective
wall. He threatened to close the border
entirely until the business community
rebelled and said it would really hurt
our economy and our workers. He
threatened destructive tariffs with
Mexico, and he has cut off security as-
sistance to Central American countries
that help curb the violence and law-
lessness that contributes to the flow of
migrants in the first place.

His administration has separated
children from their parents, kept them
in cages, let them suffer in horrible
conditions in for-profit detention cen-
ters that are little better than modern
internment camps.

These are not the actions of an ad-
ministration that is trying to solve a
problem. It seems the President is in-
capable of saying it is a real problem—
he thinks it is—and people agree that
we have to do something at the border.
We all do.

But instead of actually getting ex-
perts in and solving the problem, he is
emotional, appeals to the dark side of
human nature, and then is totally in-
consistent and is on to doing the next
thing. Any objective observer would
say the President doesn’t want to solve
this problem.

He is, rather, trying to exploit it for
what he thinks will be his political
benefit, although it sure didn’t work in
the month before the 2018 election. To
exploit an issue like this because he
thinks it will benefit him politically,
even if it means mistreating children
and striking fear into the hearts of
millions of people living in the U.S.,
that is disgraceful.

The thing is we can have a rational
conversation about this. This week, the
Senate will consider a Dbipartisan
agreement on supplemental appropria-
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tions for the border. That is a good
thing. I salute Senator SHELBY, a Re-
publican, and Senator LEAHY, a Demo-
crat, who are coming together on a
proposal that got 30 of the 31 votes on
the Appropriations Committee. It
shows that we can be rational and com-
promise and get something done on the
border, even if it does not meet
everybody’s needs 100 percent of the
way.

Beyond that, we Democrats continue
to propose commonsense changes that
would address what is happening at the
border to deal with the root causes of
migration. Doesn’t it make sense to
tell these people from Nicaragua and El
Salvador they can claim asylum in
their home countries and not go
through the 1,000-mile trek—often ex-
pensive because they have to pay
coyotes to cross the north border of
Mexico and with the United States. Of
course, it does.

Doesn’t it make sense to have more
immigration judges to reduce the back-
log in cases? And doesn’t it make sense
to provide security assistance and help
to those three Central American coun-
tries to combat the scourge of drug
cartels, violent gangs, and lawlessness
that has pushed migrants to go north
because they don’t want their child
murdered and raped?

Both parties can support these poli-
cies. President Trump can support
these policies, but so far, the President
has shown a shameful lack of willing-
ness to engage with the real problems
at the border, preferring demagoguery
and fear-mongering to progress.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. MANCHIN. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms.
ERNST). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

AMERICAN MINERS ACT

Mr. MANCHIN. Madam President, I
rise today to call for immediate action
on the American Miners Act. We have
an obligation to the coal miners across
America who served our Nation by pro-
viding us with energy through our
greatest advancements. They deserve
to know that the pensions they right-
fully worked for will be funded fully.
They deserve to have acceptable
healthcare, which was guaranteed to
them, and they paid for it.

As the Senate fails to act, we con-
tinue to put our retired miners’
healthcare and pension benefits in
jeopardy yet again. I have been work-
ing with everyone from every angle in
order to prevent our miners from los-
ing their healthcare and retirement
benefits, but, once again, they are fac-
ing a deadline that puts their whole
livelihood at risk.

This has been a long fight, and it is
far from over. Everyone—and I mean
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everyone—who has joined me in this
journey understands that they are
fighting for the working people, and
that is what we were sent here to do.
These retired miners are walking the
halls and fighting for what is rightfully
theirs. I am doing this for them. I
promised them that this body will not
abandon them. I refuse to let them
down.

The 1974 pension plan will be insol-
vent by 2022 if we do not act now. Min-
ers who receive their healthcare
through companies that went bankrupt
in 2018 are at risk of losing their cov-
erage in the coming months if we fail
to act soon. Unlike many other public-
private pension plans, the 1974 pension
plan was well managed and 94 percent
funded prior to the crash of 2008. How-
ever, the 2008 crash hit at a time when
the plan had its highest payment obli-
gations to the retirees. If the plan be-
comes insolvent, these beneficiaries
will face benefit cuts and the Pension
Benefit Guaranty Corporation will as-
sume billions of dollars in liabilities.

To address these issues, the Amer-
ican Miners Act would shore up the
1974 pension plan, which is headed for
insolvency due to coal company bank-
ruptcies and the 2008 financial crisis. It
would ensure that the miners who are
at risk due to the 2018 coal company
bankruptcies will not lose their
healthcare. It would extend the Black
Lung Disability Trust Fund tax at $1.10
per ton of underground-mined coal and
55 cents per ton of surface-mined coal
for 10 years.

West Virginia has more retired min-
ers than any other State. More than
27,000 retirees live in West Virginia
alone. Most of those who are receiving
these pensions are widows. The pen-
sions for these widows—basically, it is
a family affair when someone in the
family mines—on average is less than
$600 per month—less than $600. They
have worked for it. Their husbands
worked for it. They have been counting
on it. Basically, it is a lifeline for
them. Because of the bankruptcies that
have allowed companies to walk away
from the legacy costs and leave them
with nothing after they negotiated to
not take home the pay to take care of
this themselves, they are left in a very
vulnerable position, which we should
never have let happen.

I have a letter from a retired coal
miner to read to you today. I think it
puts everything in perspective. This is
Delbert from West Virginia, who was a
miner for 35 years. He said:

To the members of the Senate and House:
Months ago, I walked the corridors of Wash-
ington, D.C., asking many members of Con-
gress for help. I spoke with Mitch McConnell
and bled my heart out to him, how this was
not only the right thing to do but it was also
a matter of life and death to many thousands
of coal miners.

If this letter is read on the Senate and
House floors, I plead with each and every one
of you to search your hearts and souls today.
Close your eyes and imagine giving your
youth and your entire working life to the
coal industry, and the only promise you were

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

given was a small retirement check and med-
ical insurance. I know a favorable ruling for
these miners will cost the taxpayers nothing.
It will not lead to an increase in the deficit.
I realize all we are asking for is the interest
earned off the unused reclamation fund.
Most coal companies are even on board with
this.

These miners have black lung. Many have
to use oxygen 24 hours a day. Many have to
use wheelchairs, walkers, and canes. Their
bodies are broken. Please don’t break their
hearts, spirits, and souls also. Please save
their lives and pass this bill today.

He is a proud veteran of the Vietnam
War, a proud coal miner, and a proud
American. Please don’t say no to these
deserving miners and spouses.

Let me give to you in a nutshell what
they are asking for. In 1946, when
Harry Truman was President, the
Krug-Lewis Agreement was signed.
That was John L. Lewis. The miners
had to work for our industry and our
economy to keep moving forward.
Until that time they had no pension
and no retirement. From that day for-
ward it was promised to every miner
that for every ton of coal that would be
mined, there would be a certain set-
aside on the price of coal that would go
into their pension and retirement be-
cause it was an important industry and
important commodity for the economy
of our great country.

After World War II, when the econ-
omy fell, miners were on strike, and
they couldn’t take care of themselves.
This is how we got this bill, a guar-
antee from the Federal Government
that they would be taken care of. It
was not that the Federal taxpayer and
government were going to pay for it. It
was basically funded through the prod-
uct they were mining and the products
being sold, which gave them the re-
sources to take care of their retire-
ment and pensions.

Somebody got this money when there
was a bankruptcy, and it wasn’t the
people who worked for it. The bank-
ruptcy laws in this country are so
messed up that they don’t give money
to the human beings—they don’t give
it to the workers who basically worked
for this and didn’t take money home to
their families because it was based in
their retirement and pension plan, and
then, all of a sudden, it is gone. All of
the financial institutions line up first.
It is not the working person at the
front of the line. They are in the back
of the line getting nothing. That is
what we are trying to change here.

We are trying to make sure that the
people who have given everything they
have for this great country—they are
patriotic, they fought in the war, and
they mined the coal that basically
built America. Now we are about ready
to let it go down.

We had this bill fixed 3 years ago. I
talked with Majority Leader MCcCON-
NELL about both the pension and the
healthcare, but they separated it. We
got the healthcare benefits for a cer-
tain portion of those people but not the
pension plan. If there is one bank-
ruptcy between now and 2022, this
whole thing collapses immediately.
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On the other hand, the guaranteed
funding that the Federal Government
does pay for will be hit hard, and it
could break down. So we have a crisis
looming. We can avoid it or we can
allow this to happen, as we do so many
things around here.

Why has this become a political
fight? It shouldn’t be. We have bipar-
tisan support. We had almost every
member on the Finance Committee
from both parties—Democrats and Re-
publicans—support it, but it never
made it past the person who is respon-
sible for putting it on the floor.

I hope that all my colleagues will
consider the widows and their $600 pen-
sions, which means the difference be-
tween having a life and basically wor-
rying from day to day whether they are
going to have food or medical care for
whatever they need. These pensions are
not extravagant. These pensions are a
necessity and something that is need-
ed. So I implore all of my colleagues to
look at this very hard and try to get
this on the NDAA. This is something
we all should be fighting for and help-
ing the people who fought for us, who
gave us the quality of life we have and
the great country we have.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
B0o0ZMAN). Without objection, it is so
ordered.

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION ACT

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I rise
today with my colleague from Ala-
bama, Senator JONES, to urge our col-
leagues’ support for our amendment to
the National Defense Authorization
Act. It would repeal the Survivor Ben-
efit Plan and dependency indemnity
compensation offset, more commonly
known as the military widow’s tax.
This unfair offset is currently pre-
venting as many as 65,000 surviving
military spouses—more than 260 of
them in the State of Maine—from re-
ceiving the full benefits they deserve.

The Defense Department’s Survivor
Benefit Plan, or SBP, is primarily an
insurance benefit that military fami-
lies purchase in their retirement. It
provides cash benefits to a surviving
spouse or other eligible recipients
when a retiree passes away. On the
other hand, the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs dependency and indem-
nity compensation, known as DIC, is a
monthly, tax-free payment to survivors
and dependents of servicemembers who
pass away from service-related condi-
tions.

For example, if a military retiree
pays premiums into the SBP insurance
program, then his or her spouse ought
to be able to receive those benefits
when the retiree passes away. What we
find instead, however, is that surviving
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spouses receiving these insurance pay-
ments have a dollar-for-dollar offset
for the separate payments they are re-
ceiving from the VA. In some cases,
this leads to the total elimination of
the Survivor Benefit Plan benefit. In
other cases, the offset greatly reduces
the benefit. In either case, it is out-
and-out unfair and harms the survivors
of our servicemembers and military re-
tirees. The average offset amounts to
about $9256 per month, which is often a
significant amount of money that a
widow or a widower needs to help sup-
port their families or themselves in the
absence of their spouses.

Military commanders often say that
you recruit the soldier but you retain
the family. We have an obligation to
make sure we are taking care of our
military families who sacrifice so
much for our country.

Our amendment has the support of
numerous military and veterans advo-
cacy groups, including the Gold Star
Wives of America, the Military Officers
Association of America, the National
Military Family Association, the Trag-
edy Assistance Program for Survivors,
and the VFW, among others.

More than 75 Senators—three-quar-
ters of the Members of this Chamber—
and 340 Members of the House of Rep-
resentatives support the effort Senator
JONES and I have led by cosponsoring
our stand-alone bill. In fact, this legis-
lation has been adopted by the Senate
in the past numerous times, always by
an overwhelming margin or by a voice
vote, only to be later stripped out in
the conference process.

This problem goes back decades, but
this year we can finally solve it once
and for all. It is time for us to do our
duty not only to support the brave men
and women who serve in our military
but also to support their families. I en-
courage each of our colleagues to join
in this bipartisan effort and support
the repeal of the military widow’s tax
as part of the NDAA.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alabama.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I want to
echo what my colleague and friend, the
Senator from Maine, has said about the
elimination of the widow’s tax and rise
today to urge this body to bring the
Military Widow’s Tax Elimination Act
of 2019 to the Senate floor for a vote
this week as an amendment to the
NDAA.

I introduced this bipartisan legisla-
tion with my friend and colleague Sen-
ator COLLINS this year. It has been in-
troduced numerous times. Legislation
that is designed to right a terrible
wrong has been introduced numerous
times over the last 18 years but with-
out success.

Today, we are at an alltime high for
cosponsorship. Seventy-five Members
of this body, Republicans and Demo-
crats, support this legislation and have
signed on as cosponsors. The only other
major bill with support in this Con-
gress like that was the one we recently
passed by unanimous consent to crack
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down on robocalls, which I know is
something we can all agree needed to
be done, and just like that, this legisla-
tion is needed as well.

As Senator COLLINS talked about, the
military widow’s tax bill has earned
overwhelming support on both sides of
the aisle and from groups like TAPS,
the Tragedy Assistance Program for
Survivors, the Military Officers Asso-
ciation of America, and the VFW. Sup-
port out there is overwhelming because
it is simply the right thing to do.

The law currently prohibits military
widows from receiving their full sur-
vivor benefits from both the VA and
the additional Department of Defense
Survivor Benefit Plan that they paid
into voluntarily. These Gold Star fami-
lies—as many as, I think, 65,000 across
the country and as many as 2,000 in my
home State of Alabama—are being
ripped off. It is just that plain and sim-
ple.

To add insult to injury, they are
being ripped off by the very U.S. Gov-
ernment that their loved ones swore to
protect. That is absolutely shameful,
that we would treat our military fami-
lies in such a way. We obviously—obvi-
ously—can never repay these families
for their loss and the sacrifices they
have made, but it is our duty, I sub-
mit—our duty—to try to do all we can.
And we can dang sure stop the govern-
ment from robbing them of the benefits
they have paid for and earned.

At the end of the day, this is a cost
of war. It is a cost of freedom, more im-
portantly. It is a cost of freedom. So
for folks to say that this fix is too ex-
pensive or that there is not an obvious
pay-for in our budgets that we have
today, I would remind my colleagues
that this bill has made it into the
NDAA several times before, and we
have waived—this body has waived the
pay-go rules for it several times in the
past because Members of this body
have recognized that there are more
important issues at play here. Many of
my colleagues have supported this bill
without a pay-for in the past.

This week, we will be considering the
NDAA, and I am very grateful to Sen-
ator INHOFE, the chairman of the
Armed Services Committee, who is re-
sponsible for shepherding this defense
authorization on the floor this week.

The committee, of which I am a
member, has done just incredible bipar-
tisan work to get the NDAA to the
floor this week.

Senator INHOFE is a cosponsor of this
bill. In 2008, when the bill came to the
floor of the Senate as an NDAA amend-
ment earlier, also without a pay-for, he
noted that an effort to eliminate the
widow’s tax had been in the works for
8 years at that point, since 2000. He
urged his colleagues to right this
wrong. He spoke on the floor, stating:

It is time we give back these benefits to
those families of those who have served
bravely in defense of our Nation. I think it is
an insult to their honor and their memory to
do anything else.

I couldn’t agree more, and I hope
that our colleagues today will, too, and
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will continue their support for our vet-
erans and widows and will work with
our leaders to ensure that this amend-
ment gets a vote during the NDAA de-
liberations.

This is our chance to right this
wrong once and for all. This is not a
partisan issue. It is an issue of common
ground and, significantly, of common
purpose. That is precisely why 76 Mem-
bers of this body have signed on as co-
sponsors, to say that it is their funda-
mental belief that we should honor our
promise to the families of the best and
bravest among us who have given their
lives in service to our Nation.

I thank my Republican colleague,
Senator COLLINS of Maine, for her lead-
ership on this important issue and for
being a great partner in the fight to fi-
nally get this legislation passed once
and for all. Like she did a few moments
ago, I urge all the rest of my colleagues
in this body to call for this amendment
to be brought to the floor for a vote
this week as an amendment to the
NDAA. Let our votes speak louder than
our words. Let’s finally right this
wrong.

I yield the floor.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
ask for the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Louisiana (Mr. KENNEDY), the
Senator from South Dakota (Mr.
ROUNDS), the Senator from Nebraska
(Mr. SASSE), and the Senator from
Pennsylvania (Mr. TOOMEY).

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from New York (Mrs. GILLI-
BRAND), the Senator from California
(Ms. HARRIS), the Senator from
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS), and the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts (Mrs. WAR-
REN) are necessarily absent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote?

The result was announced—yeas 86,
nays 6, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 181 Leg.]

YEAS—86
Alexander Crapo King
Baldwin Cruz Lankford
Barrasso Daines Leahy
Bennet Duckworth Lee
Blackburn Durbin Manchin
Blumenthal Enzi McConnell
Blunt Ernst McSally
Booker Feinstein Menendez
Boozman Fischer Moran
Braun Gardner Murkowski
Brown Graham Murphy
Burr Grassley Murray
Cantwell Hassan Paul
Capito Hawley Perdue
Cardin Heinrich Peters
Casey Hirono Portman
Cassidy Hoeven Reed
Collins Hyde-Smith Risch
Coons Inhofe Roberts
Cornyn Isakson Romney
Cortez Masto Johnson Rosen
Cotton Jones Rubio
Cramer Kaine Schatz
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Schumer Smith Van Hollen
Scott (FL) Stabenow Warner
Scott (SC) Sullivan Whitehouse
Shaheen Tester Wicker
Shelby Thune Young
Sinema Tillis
NAYS—6
Carper Markey Udall
Klobuchar Merkley Wyden
NOT VOTING—38
Gillibrand Rounds Toomey
Harris Sanders Warren
Kennedy Sasse
The motion was agreed to.
————

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2020

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the bill.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A Dbill (S. 1790) to authorize appropriations
for fiscal year 2020 for military activities of
the Department of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe military
personnel strengths for such fiscal year, and
for other purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

AMENDMENT NO. 764, AS MODIFIED

Mr. MCCONNELL. I call up the
Inhofe amendment No. 764, as modified,
with the changes at the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. McCON-
NELL], for Mr. INHOFE, proposes an amend-
ment numbered 764.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the read-
ing of the amendment be dispensed
with.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

The amendment, as modified, is as
follows:

(Purpose: In the nature of a substitute)

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2020”°.

SEC. 2. ORGANIZATION OF ACT INTO DIVISIONS;
TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) DIvIisIONS.—This Act is organized into
seven divisions as follows:

(1) Division A—Department of Defense Au-
thorizations.

(2) Division B—Military Construction Au-
thorizations.

(3) Division C—Department of Energy Na-
tional Security Authorizations and Other
Authorizations.

(4) Division D—Funding Tables.

(5) Division E—Additional Provisions.

(6) Division F—Intelligence Authorizations
for Fiscal Year 2020.

(7) Division G—Intelligence Authorizations
for Fiscal Year 2018 and 2019.

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

Sec. 1. Short title.

Sec. 2. Organization of Act into divisions;
table of contents.

Sec. 3. Congressional defense committees.

Sec. 4. Budgetary effects of this Act.
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DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATIONS

TITLE I—PROCUREMENT
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
Sec. 101. Authorization of appropriations.

Subtitle B—Army Programs

Sec. 111. Sense of Senate on Army’s ap-
proach to Capability Drops 1
and 2 of the Distributed Com-
mon Ground System-Army pro-
gram.

Authority of the Secretary of the
Army to waive certain limita-
tions related to the Distributed
Common Ground System-Army
Increment 1.

Subtitle C—Navy Programs

Modification of prohibition on
availability of funds for Navy
waterborne security barriers.

Capabilities based assessment for
naval vessels that carry fixed-
wing aircraft.

Ford-class aircraft carrier cost lim-
itation baselines.

Design and construction of amphib-
ious transport dock designated
LPD-31.

LHA Replacement Amphibious As-
sault Ship Program.

Limitation on availability of funds
for the Littoral Combat Ship.
Limitation on the next new class of

Navy large surface combatants.

Refueling and complex overhauls of
the U.S.S. John C. Stennis and
U.S.S. Harry S. Truman.

Report on carrier wing composi-
tion.

Subtitle D—Air Force Programs

141. Requirement to align Air Force
fighter force structure with Na-
tional Defense Strategy and re-
ports.

Requirement to establish the use of
an Agile DevOps software devel-
opment solution as an alter-
native for Joint Strike Fighter
Autonomic Logistics Informa-
tion System.

Report on feasibility of multiyear
contract for procurement of
JASSM-ER missiles.

Air Force aggressor squadron mod-
ernization.

Air Force plan for Combat Rescue
Helicopter fielding.

Military type certification for AT-
6 and A-29 light attack experi-
mentation aircraft.

Subtitle E—Defense-wide, Joint, and
Multiservice Matters

Sec. 151. Limitation on availability of funds

Sec. 112.

Sec. 121.

Sec. 122.

Sec. 123.

Sec. 124.

Sec. 125.

Sec. 126.

Sec. 127.

Sec. 128.

Sec. 129.

Sec.

Sec. 142.

Sec. 143.

Sec. 144.

Sec. 145.

Sec. 146.

for communications systems
lacking certain resiliency fea-
tures.

Sec. 162. F-35 sustainment cost.

Sec. 153. Economic order quantity con-
tracting authority for F-35

Joint Strike Fighter program.
Sec. 154. Repeal of tactical unmanned vehi-
cle common data link require-
ment.
TITLE II—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,
TEST, AND EVALUATION

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
Sec. 201. Authorization of appropriations.

Subtitle B—Program Requirements,
Restrictions, and Limitations
Sec. 211. Development and acquisition strat-
egy to procure secure, low prob-
ability of detection data link
network capability.
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Establishment of secure next-gen-
eration wireless network (5G)
infrastructure for the Nevada
Test and Training Range and
base infrastructure.

Limitation and report on Indirect
Fire Protection Capability In-
crement 2 enduring capability.

Electromagnetic spectrum sharing
research and development pro-
gram.

Sense of the Senate on the Ad-
vanced Battle Management
System.

Modification of proof of concept
commercialization program.
Modification of Defense quantum
information science and tech-
nology research and develop-

ment program.

Technology and National Security
Fellowship.

Direct Air Capture and Blue Carbon
Removal Technology Program.

Subtitle C—Reports and Other Matters

Sec. 231. National security emerging bio-
technologies research and de-
velopment program.

Cyber science and technology ac-
tivities roadmap and reports.
Requiring certain microelectronics
products and services meet
trusted supply chain and oper-

ational security standards.

Technical correction to Global Re-
search Watch Program.

Additional technology areas for ex-
pedited access to technical tal-
ent.

Sense of the Senate and periodic
briefings on the security and
availability of fifth-generation
(6G) wireless network tech-
nology and production.

Transfer of Combating Terrorism
Technical Support Office.

Briefing on cooperative defense
technology programs and risks
of technology transfer to China
or Russia.

Modification of authority for prizes
for advanced technology
achievements.

Use of funds for Strategic Environ-
mental Research Program, En-
vironmental Security Technical
Certification Program, and
Operational Energy Capability
Improvement.

Funding for the Sea-Launched
Cruise Missile-Nuclear analysis
of alternatives.

Review and assessment pertaining
to transition of Department of

Sec. 212.

Sec. 213.

Sec. 214.

Sec. 215.

Sec. 216.

Sec. 217.

Sec. 218.

Sec. 219.

Sec. 232.

Sec. 233.

Sec. 234.

Sec. 235.

Sec. 236.

Sec. 237.

Sec. 238.

Sec. 239.

Sec. 240.

241.

Sec.

Sec. 242.

Defense-originated dual-use
technology.
TITLE III—OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
Sec. 301. Authorization of appropriations.
Subtitle B—Energy and Environment

Sec. 311. Use of operational energy cost sav-
ings of Department of Defense.

Use of proceeds from sales of elec-
trical energy generated from
geothermal resources.

Energy resilience programs and ac-
tivities.

Native American Indian lands envi-
ronmental mitigation program.

Reimbursement of Environmental
Protection Agency for certain
costs in connection with the
Twin Cities Army Ammunition
Plant, Minnesota.

Sec. 312.

Sec. 313.

Sec. 314.

Sec. 315.
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Sec. 316. Prohibition on use of
perfluoroalkyl substances and
polyfluoroalkyl substances for
land-based applications of fire-
fighting foam.

Transfer authority for funding of
study and assessment on health
implications of per- and
polyfluoroalkyl substances con-
tamination in drinking water
by Agency for Toxic Substances
and Disease Registry.

Cooperative agreements with
States to address contamina-
tion by perfluoroalkyl and
polyfluoroalkyl substances.

Modification of Department of De-
fense environmental restora-
tion authorities to include Fed-
eral Government facilities used
by National Guard.

Budgeting of Department of De-
fense relating to extreme
weather.

Pilot program for availability of
working-capital funds for in-
creased combat capability
through energy optimization.

Report on efforts to reduce high en-
ergy intensity at military in-
stallations.

Technical and grammatical correc-
tions and repeal of obsolete pro-
visions relating to energy.

Subtitle C—Logistics and Sustainment

Sec. 331. Requirement for memoranda of un-
derstanding between the Air
Force and the Navy regarding
depot maintenance.

Modification to limitation on
length of overseas forward de-
ployment of naval vessels.
Subtitle D—Reports

Report on modernization of Joint
Pacific Alaska Range Complex.

Subtitle E—Other Matters

Strategy to improve infrastructure
of certain depots of the Depart-
ment of Defense.

Limitation on use of funds regard-
ing the basing of KC-46A air-
craft outside the continental
United States.

Prevention of encroachment on
military training routes and
military operations areas.

Expansion and enhancement of au-
thorities on transfer and adop-
tion of military animals.

Limitation on contracting relating
to Defense Personal Property
Program.

Prohibition on subjective upgrades
by commanders of unit ratings
in monthly readiness reporting
on military units.

Extension of temporary installa-
tion reutilization authority for
arsenals, depots, and plants.

Clarification of food ingredient re-
quirements for food or bev-
erages provided by the Depart-
ment of Defense.

Technical correction to deadline
for transition to Defense Readi-
ness Reporting System Stra-
tegic.

TITLE IV—MILITARY PERSONNEL
AUTHORIZATIONS
Subtitle A—Active Forces
Sec. 401. End strengths for active forces.
Subtitle B—Reserve Forces

Sec. 411. End strengths for Selected Reserve.

Sec. 412. End strengths for Reserves on ac-

tive duty in support of the re-

serves.

Sec. 317.

Sec. 318.

Sec. 319.

Sec. 320.

Sec. 321.

Sec. 322.

Sec. 323.

Sec. 332.

Sec. 341.

Sec. 351.

Sec. 352.

Sec. 353.

Sec. 354.
Sec. 355.

Sec. 356.

Sec. 357.

Sec. 358.

Sec. 359.
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Sec. 413. End strengths for military techni-
cians (dual status).

Sec. 414. Maximum number of reserve per-
sonnel authorized to be on ac-
tive duty for operational sup-
port.

Sec. 415. Authorized strengths for Marine
Corps Reserves on active duty.

Subtitle C—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 421. Military personnel.

TITLE V—MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY
Subtitle A—Officer Personnel Policy

Sec. 501. Repeal of codified specification of
authorized strengths of certain
commissioned officers on active
duty.

Maker of original appointments in
a regular or reserve component
of commissioned officers pre-
viously subject to original ap-
pointment in other type of
component.

Furnishing of adverse information
on officers to promotion selec-
tion boards.

Limitation on number of officers
recommendable for promotion
by promotion selection boards.

Expansion of authority for continu-
ation on active duty of officers
in certain military specialties
and career tracks.

Higher grade in retirement for offi-
cers following reopening of de-
termination or certification of
retired grade.

Availability on the Internet of cer-
tain information about officers
serving in general or flag offi-
cer grades.

Subtitle B—Reserve Component
Management

511. Repeal of requirement for review of
certain Army Reserve officer
unit vacancy promotions by
commanders of associated ac-
tive duty units.

Subtitle C—General Service Authorities

Sec. 515. Modification of authorities on
management of deployments of
members of the Armed Forces
and related unit operating and
personnel tempo matters.

Repeal of requirement that paren-
tal leave be taken in one incre-
ment.

Digital engineering as a core com-
petency of the Armed Forces.
Modification of notification on

manning of afloat naval forces.

Report on expansion of the Close
Airman Support team approach
of the Air Force to the other
Armed Forces.

Subtitle D—Military Justice and Related
Matters

PART I—MATTERS RELATING TO INVESTIGA-
TION, PROSECUTION, AND DEFENSE OF SEX-
UAL ASSAULT GENERALLY

Sec. 521. Department of Defense-wide policy
and military department-spe-
cific programs on reinvigora-
tion of the prevention of sexual
assault involving members of
the Armed Forces.

Sec. 522. Enactment and expansion of policy
on withholding of initial dis-
position authority for certain
offenses under the TUniform
Code of Military Justice.

Sec. 523. Training for Sexual Assault Initial
Disposition Authorities on ex-
ercise of disposition authority
for sexual assault and collat-
eral offenses.

Sec. 502.

Sec. 503.

Sec. 504.

Sec. 505.

Sec. 506.

Sec. 507.

Sec.

Sec. 516.

Sec. 517.

Sec. 518.

Sec. 519.
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524. Expansion of responsibilities of
commanders for victims of sex-
ual assault committed by an-
other member of the Armed
Forces.

Training for commanders in the
Armed Forces on their role in
all stages of military justice in
connection with sexual assault.

Notice to victims of alleged sexual
assault of pendency of further
administrative action following
a determination not to refer to
trial by court-martial.

Safe to report policy applicable
across the Armed Forces.

Report on expansion of Air Force
safe to report policy across the
Armed Forces.

Proposal for separate punitive arti-
cle in the Uniform Code of Mili-
tary Justice on sexual harass-
ment.

Treatment of information in Catch
a Serial Offender Program for
certain purposes.

Report on preservation of recourse
to restricted report on sexual
assault for victims of sexual as-
sault following certain victim
or third-party communications.

Authority for return of personal
property to victims of sexual
assault who file a Restricted
Report before conclusion of re-
lated proceedings.

Extension of Defense Advisory
Committee on Investigation,
Prosecution, and Defense of
Sexual Assault in the Armed
Forces.

Defense Advisory Committee for
the Prevention of Sexual Mis-
conduct.

Independent reviews and assess-
ments on race and ethnicity in
the investigation, prosecution,
and defense of sexual assault in
the Armed Forces.

Report on mechanisms to enhance
the integration and synchroni-
zation of activities of Special
Victim Investigation and Pros-
ecution personnel with activi-
ties of military criminal inves-
tigative organizations.

Comptroller General of the United
States report on implementa-
tion by the Armed Forces of re-
cent statutory requirements on
sexual assault prevention and
response in the military.

PART II—SPECIAL VICTIMS’ COUNSEL
MATTERS

Sec. 541. Legal assistance by Special Vic-

tims’ Counsel for victims of al-

Sec.

Sec. 525.

Sec. 526.

Sec. 527.

Sec. 528.

Sec. 529.

Sec. 530.

Sec. 531.

Sec. 532.

Sec. 533.

Sec. 534.

Sec. 535.

Sec. 536.

Sec. 537.

leged domestic violence of-
fenses.

Sec. 542. Other Special Victims® Counsel
matters.

Sec. 543. Availability of Special Victims’
Counsel at military installa-
tions.

Sec. 544. Training for Special Victims’ Coun-
sel on civilian criminal justice
matters in the States of the
military installations to which
assigned.

PART III—BOARDS FOR CORRECTION OF MILI-
TARY RECORDS AND DISCHARGE REVIEW
BOARD MATTERS

Sec. 546. Repeal of 15-year statute of limita-
tions on motions or requests for
review of discharge or dismissal
from the Armed Forces.

Sec. 547. Reduction in required number of
members of discharge review
boards.
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Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

548. Enhancement of personnel on
boards for the correction of
military records and discharge
review boards.

549. Inclusion of intimate partner vio-
lence and spousal abuse among
supporting rationales for cer-
tain claims for corrections of
military records and discharge

review.

550. Advice and counsel of trauma ex-
perts in review by boards for
correction of military records
and discharge review boards of

certain claims.

551. Training of members of boards for
correction of military records
and discharge review boards on
sexual trauma, intimate part-
ner violence, spousal abuse, and
related matters.

552. Limitations and requirements in
connection with separations for
members of the Armed Forces
who suffer from mental health
conditions in connection with a
sex-related, intimate partner
violence-related, or spousal-
abuse offense.

553. Liberal consideration of evidence
in certain claims by boards for
the correction of military
records and discharge review

boards.

PART IV—OTHER MILITARY JUSTICE
MATTERS

565. Expansion of pre-referral matters
reviewable by military judges
and military magistrates in the
interest of efficiency in mili-
tary justice.

556. Policies and procedures on registra-
tion at military installations of
civilian protective orders appli-
cable to members of the Armed
Forces assigned to such instal-
lations and certain other indi-
viduals.

557. Increase in number of digital foren-
sic examiners for the military
criminal investigative organi-

zations.

568. Survey of members of the Armed
Forces on their experiences
with military investigations

and military justice.

Public access to dockets, filings,
and court records of courts-
martial or other records of trial
of the military justice system.

559.

560. Pilot programs on defense inves-
tigators in the military justice

system.

Report on military justice system
involving alternative authority
for determining whether to pre-
fer or refer changes for felony
offenses under the TUniform
Code of Military Justice.

561.

562. Report on standardization among
the military departments in
collection and presentation of
information on matters within

the military justice system.

Report on establishment of guard-
ian ad litem program for cer-
tain military dependents who
are a victim or witness of of-
fenses under the Uniform Code
of Military Justice involving
abuse or exploitation.

563.
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Subtitle E—Member Education, Training,
Transition, and Resilience

Sec. 566. Consecutive service of service obli-
gation in connection with pay-
ment of tuition for off-duty
training or education for com-
missioned officers of the Armed
Forces with any other service
obligations.

Sec. 567. Authority for detail of certain en-
listed members of the Armed
Forces as students at law
schools.

Sec. 568. Connections of members retiring or
separating from the Armed
Forces with community-based
organizations and related enti-
ties.

Subtitle F—Defense Dependents’ Education
and Military Family Readiness Matters
PART I—DEFENSE DEPENDENTS’ EDUCATION
MATTERS

Sec. 571. Continuation of authority to assist
local educational agencies that
benefit dependents of members
of the Armed Forces and De-
partment of Defense civilian
employees.

Sec. 572. Impact aid for children with severe
disabilities.

Sec. 573. Ri’katak Guest Student Program
at United States Army
Garrison—Kwajalein Atoll.

PART II—MILITARY FAMILY READINESS
MATTERS

Sec. 576. Two-year extension of authority
for reimbursement for State 1li-
censure and certification costs
of spouses of members of the
Armed Forces arising from re-
location to another State.

Improvement of occupational 1li-
cense portability for military
spouses through interstate
compacts.

Modification of responsibility of
the Office of Special Needs for
individualized service plans for
members of military families
with special needs.

Clarifying technical amendment on
direct hire authority for the
Department of Defense for
childcare services providers for
Department child development
centers.

Pilot program on information shar-
ing between Department of De-
fense and designated relatives
and friends of members of the
Armed Forces regarding the ex-
periences and challenges of
military service.

Briefing on use of Family Advocacy
Programs to address domestic
violence.

Subtitle G—Decorations and Awards

585. Authorization for award of the
Medal of Honor to John J.
Duffy for acts of valor in Viet-
nam.

Standardization of honorable serv-
ice requirement for award of
military decorations.

Authority to award or present a
decoration not previously rec-
ommended in a timely fashion
following a review requested by
Congress.

Authority to make posthumous and
honorary promotions and ap-
pointments following a review
requested by Congress.

Subtitle H—Other Matters
Military funeral honors matters.

Sec. 5T17.

Sec. 578.

Sec. 579.

Sec. 580.

Sec. 581.

Sec.

Sec. 586.

Sec. 5817.

Sec. 588.

Sec. 591.
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Sec. 592. Inclusion of homeschooled students
in Junior Reserve Officers’
Training Corps units.

Sec. 593. Sense of Senate on the Junior Re-
serve Officers’ Training Corps.

TITLE VI—-COMPENSATION AND OTHER
PERSONNEL BENEFITS

Subtitle A—Pay and Allowances

Sec. 601. Expansion of eligibility for excep-
tional transitional compensa-
tion for dependents to depend-
ents of current members.

Subtitle B—Bonuses and Special and
Incentive Pays

Sec. 611. One-year extension of certain ex-
piring bonus and special pay
authorities.

Subtitle C—Travel and Transportation
Allowances

Sec. 621. Extension of pilot program on a
Government lodging program.

Sec. 622. Reinvestment of travel refunds by
the Department of Defense.

Subtitle D—Disability Pay, Retired Pay, and
Survivor Benefits

Sec. 631. Contributions to Department of De-
fense Military Retirement Fund
based on pay costs per Armed
Force rather than on Armed
Forces-wide basis.

Sec. 632. Modification of authorities on eli-
gibility for and replacement of
gold star lapel buttons.

Subtitle E—Commissary and Non-Appro-
priated Fund Instrumentality Benefits and
Operations

Sec. 641. Defense resale system matters.

Sec. 642. Treatment of fees on services pro-
vided as supplemental funds for
commissary operations.

Sec. 643. Procurement by commissary stores
of certain locally sourced prod-
ucts.

TITLE VII—-HEALTH CARE PROVISIONS

Subtitle A—TRICARE and Other Health Care
Benefits

Contraception coverage parity
under the TRICARE program.

TRICARE payment options for re-
tirees and their dependents.

Lead level screening and testing for
children.

Provision of blood testing for fire-
fighters of Department of De-
fense to determine exposure to
perfluoroalkyl and
polyfluoroalkyl substances.

Subtitle B—Health Care Administration

Sec. T11. Modification of organization of

military health system.

Sec. 712. Support by military health system
of medical requirements of
combatant commands.

Tours of duty of commanders or di-
rectors of military treatment
facilities.

Expansion of strategy to improve
acquisition of managed care
support contracts under
TRICARE program.

Establishment of regional medical
hubs to support combatant
commands.

Monitoring of adverse event data
on dietary supplement use by
members of the Armed Forces.

Enhancement of recordkeeping
with respect to exposure by
members of the Armed Forces
to certain occupational and en-
vironmental hazards while de-
ployed overseas.

Sec. 701.

Sec. 702.
Sec. 703.

Sec. 704.

Sec. T13.

Sec. T14.

Sec. 715.

716.

Sec.

Sec. T17.
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Subtitle C—Reports and Other Matters

Sec. 721. Extension and clarification of au-
thority for Joint Department of
Defense-Department of Vet-
erans Affairs Medical Facility
Demonstration Fund.

Appointment of non-ex officio
members of the Henry M. Jack-
son Foundation for the Ad-
vancement of Military Medi-
cine.

Officers authorized to command
Army dental units.

Establishment of Academic Health
System in National Capital Re-
gion.

Provision of veterinary services by
veterinary professionals of the
Department of Defense in emer-
gencies.

Five-year extension of authority to
continue the DOD-VA Health
Care Sharing Incentive Fund.

Pilot Program on civilian and mili-
tary partnerships to enhance
interoperability and medical
surge capability and capacity of
National Disaster Medical Sys-
tem.

Modification of requirements for
longitudinal medical study on
blast pressure exposure of mem-
bers of the Armed Forces.

TITLE VIII—ACQUISITION POLICY, AC-

QUISITION MANAGEMENT, AND RE-

LATED MATTERS

Subtitle A—Contracting and Acquisition
Provisions

Sec. 801. Pilot program on intellectual prop-
erty evaluation for acquisition
programs.

Pilot program to use alpha con-
tracting teams for complex re-
quirements.

Modification of written approval
requirement for task and deliv-
ery order single contract
awards.

Extension of authority to acquire
products and services produced
in countries along a major
route of supply to Afghanistan.

Modification of Director of Oper-
ational Test and Evaluation re-
port.

Department of Defense use of fixed-
price contracts.

Pilot program to accelerate con-
tracting and pricing processes.

Pilot program to streamline deci-
sion-making processes for
weapon systems.

Documentation of market research
related to commercial item de-
terminations.

Modification to small purchase
threshold exception to sourcing
requirements for certain arti-
cles.

Subtitle B—Provisions Relating to Major
Defense Acquisition Programs

Sec. 821. Naval vessel certification required

before Milestone B approval.
Subtitle C—Industrial Base Matters

Sec. 831. Modernization of acquisition proc-
esses to ensure integrity of in-
dustrial base.

Sec. 832. Assessment of precision-guided
missiles for reliance on foreign-
made microelectronic compo-
nents.

Sec. 833. Mitigating risks related to foreign
ownership, control, or influence
of Department of Defense con-
tractors or subcontractors.

Sec. 834. Extension and revisions to Never
Contract With the Enemy.

Sec. 722.

Sec. 723.

Sec. 724.

Sec. 725.

Sec. 726.

Sec. 7217.

Sec. 728.

Sec. 802.

Sec. 803.

Sec. 804.

Sec. 805.

Sec. 806.

Sec. 807.

Sec. 808.

Sec. 809.

Sec. 810.
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Subtitle D—Small Business Matters

Sec. 841. Reauthorization and improvement
of Department of Defense Men-
tor-Protégé Program.

Sec. 842. Modification of justification and
approval requirement for cer-
tain Department of Defense
contracts.

Subtitle E—Provisions Related to Software-
Driven Capabilities

Sec. 851. Improved management of informa-
tion technology and cyberspace
investments.

Special pathways for rapid acquisi-
tion of software applications
and upgrades.

Subtitle F—Other Matters

Notification of Navy procurement
production disruptions.

Modification to acquisition author-
ity of the Commander of the
United States Cyber Command.

Prohibition on operation or pro-
curement of foreign-made un-
manned aircraft systems.

Prohibition on contracting with
persons that have business op-
erations with the Maduro re-
gime.

Comptroller General of the United
States report on Department of
Defense efforts to combat
human trafficking through pro-
curement practices.

TITLE IX—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT

Subtitle A—Office of the Secretary of
Defense and Related Matters

Headquarters activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense matters.

902. Responsibility of Under Secretary of De-
fense for Acquisition and
Sustainment for Procurement
Technical Assistance Coopera-
tive Agreement Program.

Return to Chief Information Officer of
the Department of Defense of
responsibility for business sys-
tems and related matters.

904. Senior Military Advisor for Cyber Policy
and Deputy Principal Cyber Ad-
visor.

905. Limitation on transfer of Strategic Ca-
pabilities Office.

Subtitle B—Organization and Management
of Other Department of Defense Offices and
Elements

911. Assistant Secretaries of the military de-
partments for Energy, Installa-
tions, and Environment.

912. Repeal of conditional designation of Ex-

Sec. 852.

Sec. 861.

Sec. 862.

863.

Sec.

Sec. 864.

Sec. 865.

901.

903.

plosive Ordnance Disposal
Corps as a basic branch of the
Army.

Subtitle C—Other Matters

921. Exclusion from limitations on personnel
in the Office of the Secretary of
Defense and Department of De-
fense headquarters of fellows
appointed under the John S.
McCain Defense Fellows Pro-
gram.

922. Report on resources to implement the ci-
vilian casualty policy of the
Department of Defense.

TITLE X—GENERAL PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Financial Matters
Sec. 1001. General transfer authority.
Sec. 1002. Modification of required elements
of annual reports on emergency

and extraordinary expenses of
the Department of Defense.
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Inclusion of military construction
projects in annual reports on
unfunded priorities of the
Armed Forces and the combat-
ant commands.

Prohibition on delegation of re-
sponsibility for submittal to
Congress of Out-Year Uncon-
strained Total Munitions Re-
quirements and Out-Year In-
ventory numbers.

Element in annual reports on the
Financial Improvement and
Audit Remediation Plan on ac-
tivities with respect to classi-
fied programs.

Modification of semiannual brief-
ings on the consolidated correc-
tive action plan of the Depart-
ment of Defense for financial
management information.

1007. Update of authorities and renam-
ing of Department of Defense
Acquisition Workforce Develop-
ment Fund.

Subtitle B—Counterdrug Activities

1011. Modification of authority to sup-
port a unified counterdrug and
counterterrorism campaign in
Colombia.

1012. Two-year extension of authority
for joint task forces to provide
support to law enforcement
agencies conducting counter-
terrorism activities.

Subtitle C—Naval Vessels and Shipyards

Sec. 1016. Modification of authority to pur-

chase vessels using funds in Na-
tional Defense Sealift Fund.

Sec. 1017. Senior Technical Authority for
each naval vessel class.

1018. Permanent authority for sus-
taining operational readiness of
Littoral Combat Ships on ex-
tended deployment.

Subtitle D—Counterterrorism

1021. Extension of prohibition on use of
funds for transfer or release of
individuals detained at United
States Naval Station, Guanta-
namo Bay, Cuba, to the United
States.

Extension of prohibition on use of
funds to construct or modify fa-
cilities in the United States to
house detainees transferred
from United States Naval Sta-
tion, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba.

Extension of prohibition on use of
funds for transfer or release of
individuals detained at United
States Naval Station, Guanta-
namo Bay, Cuba, to certain
countries.

Extension of prohibition on use of
funds to close or relinquish con-
trol of United States Naval Sta-
tion, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba.

Authority to transfer individuals
detained at TUnited States
Naval Station, Guantanamo
Bay, Cuba, to the United States
temporarily for emergency or
critical medical treatment.

Chief Medical Officer at United
States Naval Station, Guanta-
namo Bay, Cuba.

Subtitle E—Miscellaneous Authorities and
Limitations
Sec. 1031. Clarification of authority of mili-
tary commissions under chap-
ter 47A of title 10, TUnited
States Code, to punish con-
tempt.

Sec. 1032. Comprehensive Department of De-

fense policy on collective self-

defense.

Sec. 1003.

Sec. 1004.

Sec. 1005.

1006.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 1022.

Sec. 1023.

Sec. 1024.

Sec. 1025.

Sec. 1026.



S4206

Sec. 1033. Oversight of Department of De-
fense execute orders.

Prohibition on ownership or trad-
ing of stocks in certain compa-
nies by Department of Defense
officers and employees.

Policy regarding the transition of
data and applications to the
cloud.

Modernization of inspection au-
thorities applicable to the Na-
tional Guard and extension of
inspection authority to the
Chief of the National Guard Bu-
reau.

Enhancement of authorities on
forfeiture of Federal benefits by
the National Guard.

Modernization of authorities on
property and fiscal officers of
the National Guard.

Limitation on placement by the
Under Secretary of Defense for
Personnel and Readiness of
work with federally funded re-
search and development cen-
ters.

Termination of requirement for
Department of Defense facility
access clearances for joint ven-
tures composed of previously-
cleared entities.

Designation of Department of De-
fense Strategic Arctic Ports.
Extension of National Security
Commission on Artificial Intel-

ligence.

Authority to transfer funds for
Bien Hoa dioxin cleanup.

Limitation on use of funds to
house children separated from
parents.

Subtitle F—Studies and Reports

1051. Modification of annual reporting
requirements on defense man-
power.

Report on Department of Defense
efforts to implement a force
planning process in support of
implementation of the 2018 Na-
tional Defense Strategy.

Extension of annual reports on ci-
vilian casualties in connection
with United States military op-
erations.

Report on joint force plan for im-
plementation of strategies of
the Department of Defense for
the Arctic.

Report on use of Northern Tier
bases in implementation of Arc-
tic strategy of the TUnited
States.

Report on the Department of De-
fense plan for mass-casualty
disaster response operations in
the Arctic.

Annual reports on approval of em-
ployment or compensation of
retired general or flag officers
by foreign governments for
Emoluments Clause purposes.

Transmittal to Congress of re-
quests for assistance received
by the Department of Defense
from other departments.

Semiannual report on Consoli-
dated Adjudication Facility of
the Defense Counterintelligence
and Security Agency.

1060 Comptroller General of the United
States report on post-govern-
ment employment of former
Department of Defense offi-
cials.

Subtitle G—Treatment of Contaminated

Water Near Military Installations

Sec. 1071. Short title.

Sec. 1034.

Sec. 1035.

Sec. 1036.

Sec. 1037.

Sec. 1038.

Sec. 1039.

Sec. 1040.

Sec. 1041.

Sec. 1042.

Sec. 1043.

Sec. 1044.

Sec.

Sec. 1052.

Sec. 10563.

Sec. 1054.
Sec. 1055.
1056.

Sec.

Sec. 1057.

Sec. 1058.

1059.

Sec.

Sec.
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Sec. 1072. Definitions.

Sec. 1073. Provision of water
uncontaminated with
perfluorooctanoic acid (PFOA)
and perfluorooctane sulfonate
(PFOS) for agricultural pur-
poses.

1074. Acquisition of real property by Air
Force.

1075. Remediation plan.

Subtitle H—Other Matters

1081. Revision to authorities relating to
mail service for members of the
Armed Forces and Department
of Defense civilians overseas.

1082. Access to and use of military post
offices by United States citi-
zens employed overseas by the
North Atlantic Treaty Organi-
zation who perform functions in
support of military operations
of the Armed Forces.

1083. Guarantee of residency for spouses
of members of uniformed serv-
ices.

1084. Extension of requirement for
briefings on the national bio-
defense strategy.

1085. Extension of National Commission
on Military Aviation Safety.

TITLE XI—CIVILIAN PERSONNEL
MATTERS

1101. Modification of temporary assign-
ments of Department of De-
fense employees to a private-
sector organization.

Modification of number of avail-
able appointments for certain
agencies under personnel man-
agement authority to attract
experts in science and engineer-
ing.

One-year extension of temporary
authority to grant allowances,
benefits, and gratuities to civil-
ian personnel on official duty in
a combat zone.

One-year extension of authority to
waive annual limitation on pre-
mium pay and aggregate limi-
tation on pay for Federal civil-
ian employees working over-
seas.

Reimbursement of Federal em-
ployees for Federal, State, and
local income taxes incurred
during travel, transportation,
and relocation.

TITLE XII—MATTERS RELATING TO
FOREIGN NATIONS

Subtitle A—Assistance and Training
Sec. 1201.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 1102.

Sec. 1103.

Sec. 1104.

Sec. 1105.

Extension of support of special op-
erations for irregular warfare.
Extension of authority for cross
servicing agreements for loan
of personnel protection and per-
sonnel survivability equipment

in coalition operations.

Two-year extension of program
authority for Global Security
Contingency Fund.

Modification of reporting require-
ment for use of funds for secu-
rity cooperation programs and
activities.

Institutional legal capacity build-
ing initiative for foreign de-
fense forces.

Department of Defense support for
stabilization activities in na-
tional security interest of the
United States.

Sec. 1202.

Sec. 1208.

Sec. 1204.

Sec. 1205.

Sec. 1206.
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Subtitle B—Matters Relating to Afghanistan
and Pakistan

Sec. 1211. Extension of authority to transfer

defense articles and provide de-

fense services to the military

and security forces of Afghani-

stan.

Sec. 1212. Afghanistan Security Forces
Fund.

Sec. 1213. Extension of Commanders’ Emer-

gency Response Program.

1214. Extension and modification of re-
imbursement of certain coali-
tion nations for support pro-
vided to United States military
operations.

1215. Support for reconciliation activi-
ties led by the Government of
Afghanistan.

1216. Sense of Senate on special immi-
grant visa program for Afghan
allies.

Subtitle C—Matters Relating to Syria, Iraq,
and Iran

Sec. 1221. Modification of authority to pro-
vide assistance to vetted Syrian
groups.

1222. Extension of authority and limita-
tion on use of funds to provide
assistance to counter the Is-
lamic State of Iraq and Syria.

1223. Extension and modification of au-
thority to support operations
and activities of the Office of
Security Cooperation in Iraq.

1224. Coordinator of United States Gov-
ernment activities and matters
in connection with detainees
who are members of the Islamic
State of Iraq and Syria.

1225. Report on lessons learned from ef-
forts to liberate Mosul and
Raqqah from control of the Is-
lamic State of Iraq and Syria.

Subtitle D—Matters Relating to Europe and
the Russian Federation

Sec. 1231. Prohibition on availability of
funds relating to sovereignty of
the Russian Federation over
Crimea.

Prohibition on use of funds for
withdrawal of Armed Forces
from Europe in the event of
United States withdrawal from
the North Atlantic Treaty.

Extension of limitation on mili-
tary cooperation between the
United States and the Russian
Federation.

Modification and extension of
Ukraine Security Assistance
Initiative.

Extension of authority for train-
ing for Eastern European na-
tional security forces in the
course of multilateral exer-
cises.

Limitation on transfer of F-35 air-
craft to the Republic of Turkey.

Modifications of briefing, notifica-
tion, and reporting require-
ments relating to non-compli-
ance by the Russian Federation
with its obligations under the
INF Treaty.

Extension and modification of se-
curity assistance for Baltic na-
tions for joint program for
interoperability and deterrence
against aggression.

Report on North Atlantic Treaty
Organization Readiness Initia-
tive.

Reports on contributions to the
North Atlantic Treaty Organi-
zation.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 1232.

Sec. 1233.

Sec. 1234.

Sec. 1235.

Sec. 1236.

Sec. 1237.

Sec. 1238.

Sec. 1239.

Sec. 1240.
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Sec. 1241. Future years plans for European
Deterrence Initiative.

Modification of reporting require-
ments relating to the Open
Skies Treaty.

Report on nuclear weapons of the
Russian Federation and nuclear
modernization of the People’s
Republic of China.

Sense of Senate on the 70th anni-
versary of the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization.

Sense of Senate on United States
force posture in Europe and the
Republic of Poland.

Sense of Senate on United States
partnership with the Republic
of Georgia.

Subtitle E—Matters Relating to the Indo-
Pacific Region

Sec. 1251. Limitation on use of funds to re-
duce the total number of mem-
bers of the Armed Forces in the
territory of the Republic of
Korea.

Expansion of Indo-Pacific Mari-
time Security Initiative.

Modification of annual report on
military and security develop-
ments involving the People’s
Republic of China.

Report on resourcing United
States defense requirements for
the Indo-Pacific region.

Report on distributed lay-down of
United States forces in the
Indo-Pacific region.

Sense of Senate on the United
States-Japan alliance and de-
fense cooperation.

Sense of Senate on enhancement
of the United States-Taiwan de-
fense relationship.

Sense of Senate on United States-
India defense relationship.

Sense of Senate on security com-
mitments to the Governments
of Japan and the Republic of
Korea and trilateral coopera-
tion among the United States,
Japan, and the Republic of
Korea.

Sense of Senate on enhanced co-
operation with Pacific Island
countries to establish open-
source intelligence fusion cen-
ters in the Indo-Pacific region.

Sense of Senate on enhancing de-
fense and security cooperation
with the Republic of Singapore.

Subtitle F—Reports

1271. Report on cost imposition strat-
egy.
Subtitle G—Other Matters

1281. NATO Special Operations Head-

quarters.

1282. Modifications of authorities relat-
ing to acquisition and cross-
servicing agreements.

Modification of authority for
United States-Israel anti-tun-
nel cooperation activities.

United States-Israel cooperation
to counter unmanned aerial
systems.

Modification of initiative to sup-
port protection of national se-
curity academic researchers
from undue influence and other
security threats.

Independent assessment of human
rights situation in Honduras.
United States Central Command

posture review.

Sec. 1242.

Sec. 1243.

Sec. 1244.

Sec. 1245.

Sec. 1246.

Sec. 1252.

Sec. 1253.

Sec. 1254.

Sec. 1255.

Sec. 1256.

Sec. 1257.

Sec. 1258.

Sec. 1259.

Sec. 1260.

Sec. 1261.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 1283.

Sec. 1284.

Sec. 1285.

Sec. 1286.

Sec. 1287.

Sec. 1288. Reports on expenses incurred for
in-flight refueling of Saudi coa-
lition aircraft conducting mis-
sions relating to civil war in
Yemen.

Sec. 1289. Sense of Senate on security con-
cerns with respect to leasing
arrangements for the Port of
Haifa in Israel.

TITLE XIII—COOPERATIVE THREAT
REDUCTION

Sec. 1301. Funding allocations for Depart-
ment of Defense Cooperative
Threat Reduction Program.

TITLE XIV—OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS
Subtitle A—Military Programs

1401. Working capital funds.

1402. Chemical Agents and Munitions
Destruction, Defense.

Drug Interdiction and Counter-
Drug Activities, Defense-wide.

Sec. 1404. Defense Inspector General.

Sec. 1405. Defense Health Program.

Subtitle B—National Defense Stockpile

Sec. 1411. Modification of prohibition on ac-
quisition of sensitive materials
from non-allied foreign nations.

Subtitle C—Armed Forces Retirement Home

Sec. 1421. Authorization of appropriations
for Armed Forces Retirement
Home.

Sec. 1422. Expansion of eligibility for resi-
dence at the Armed Forces Re-
tirement Home.

Subtitle D—Other Matters

Sec. 1431. Authority for transfer of funds to
joint Department of Defense-
Department of Veterans Affairs
Medical Facility Demonstra-
tion Fund for Captain James A.
Lovell Health Care Center, Illi-
nois.

TITLE XV—AUTHORIZATION OF ADDI-
TIONAL APPROPRIATIONS FOR OVER-
SEAS CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS
Subtitle A—Authorization of Additional

Appropriations

Purpose.

Overseas contingency operations.

Procurement.

Research, development, test, and

evaluation.

Operation and maintenance.

Military personnel.

Working capital funds.

Drug Interdiction and Counter-

Drug Activities, Defense-wide.

1509. Defense Inspector General.

1510. Defense Health Program.

Subtitle B—Financial Matters

1521. Treatment as additional author-
izations.
Sec. 1522. Special transfer authority.

TITLE XVI—STRATEGIC PROGRAMS,
CYBER, AND INTELLIGENCE MATTERS
Subtitle A—Space Activities
PART I—UNITED STATES SPACE FORCE
Sec. 1601. Assistant Secretary of Defense for

Space Policy.
Sec. 1602. Principal Assistant to the Sec-
retary of the Air Force for
Space Acquisition and Integra-

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 1403.

1501.
1502.
1503.
1504.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

1505.
1506.
1507.
1508.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

tion.

Sec. 1603. Military space forces within the
Air Force.

Sec. 1604. Redesignation of Air Force Space
Command as United States
Space Force.

Sec. 1605. Assignment of personnel to the
National Reconnaissance Office
for mission needs.

Sec. 1606. Report on establishment of posi-

tion of Under Secretary of the
Air Force for Space.
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Sec

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec

Sec

. 1607

1608
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. Report on enhanced integration of
capabilities of the National Se-
curity Agency, the National
Geospatial-Intelligence Agency,
and the United States Space
Command for joint operations.

. Limitation on availability of
funds.

PART II—OTHER SPACE MATTERS

1611

1612.

1613.

1614.

1615.

1616.

. Repeal of requirement to establish
Space Command as a subordi-
nate unified command of the
United States Strategic Com-
mand.

Program to enhance and improve
launch support and infrastruc-

ture.
Modification of enhancement of
positioning, mnavigation, and

timing capacity.

Modification of term of Com-
mander of Air Force Space
Command.

Annual report on Space Command
and Control program.

Requirements for phase 2 of acqui-
sition strategy for National Se-
curity Space Launch program.

Subtitle B—Defense Intelligence and
Intelligence-related Activities

. 1621

. 1622

. 1623

. 1624

. Redesignation of Under Secretary
of Defense for Intelligence as
Under Secretary of Defense for
Intelligence and Security.

. Repeal of certain requirements re-
lating to integration of Depart-
ment of Defense intelligence,
surveillance, and reconnais-
sance capabilities.

. Improving the onboarding method-
ology for certain intelligence
personnel.

. Defense Counterintelligence and
Security Agency activities on

facilitating access to local
criminal records  historical
data.

Subtitle C—Cyberspace-related Matters

Sec

Sec

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

. 1631

. 1632

1633.

1634.

1635.

1636.

1637.

1638.

1639.

1640.

1641.

1642.

. Reorientation of Big Data Plat-

form program.

. Zero-based review of Department
of Defense cyber and informa-
tion technology personnel.

Study on improving cyber career
paths in the Navy.

Framework to enhance cybersecu-
rity of the United States de-
fense industrial base.

Role of Chief Information Officer
in improving enterprise-wide
cybersecurity.

Quarterly assessments of the read-
iness of cyber forces.

Control and analysis of Depart-
ment of Defense data stolen
through cyberspace.

Accreditation standards and proc-
esses for cybersecurity and in-
formation technology products
and services.

Extension of authorities for
Cyberspace Solarium Commis-
sion.

Modification of elements of assess-
ment required for termination
of dual-hat arrangement for
Commander of the United
States Cyber Command.

Use of National Security Agency
cybersecurity expertise to sup-
port acquisition of commercial
cybersecurity products.

Study on future cyber warfighting
capabilities of Department of
Defense.
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Sec. 1643. Authority to use operation and
maintenance funds for cyber
operations-peculiar capability
development projects.

Expansion of authority for access
and information relating to
cyberattacks on Department of
Defense operationally critical
contractors.

Briefing on memorandum of un-
derstanding relating to joint
operational planning and con-
trol of cyber attacks of na-
tional scale.

Study to determine the optimal
strategy for structuring and
manning elements of the Joint
Force Headquarters-Cyber or-
ganizations, Joint Mission Op-
erations Centers, and Cyber Op-
erations-Integrated Planning
Elements.

Cyber governance structures and
Principal Cyber Advisors on
military cyber force matters.

Designation of test networks for
testing and accreditation of cy-
bersecurity products and serv-
ices.

1649. Consortia of universities to advise
Secretary of Defense on cyber-
security matters.

Subtitle D—Nuclear Forces

1661. Modification of authorities relat-
ing to nuclear command, con-
trol, and communications sys-
tem.

Expansion of officials required to
conduct biennial assessments of
delivery platforms for nuclear
weapons and nuclear command
and control system.

Conforming amendment to Coun-
cil on Oversight of the National
Leadership Command, Control,
and Communications System.

Prohibition on reduction of the
intercontinental ballistic mis-
siles of the United States.

Briefing on long-range standoff
weapon and sea-launched cruise
missile.

Sense of the Senate on industrial
base for Ground-Based Stra-
tegic Deterrent program.

Sense of the Senate on nuclear de-
terrence commitments of the
United States.

Subtitle E—Missile Defense Programs

Sec. 1671. Iron Dome short-range rocket de-
fense system and Israeli cooper-
ative missile defense program
co-development and co-produc-
tion.

1672. Expansion of national missile de-
fense policy and program redes-
ignation.

1673. Acceleration of the deployment of
persistent space-based sensor
architecture.

1674. Nonstandard acquisition processes
of Missile Defense Agency.

1675. Plan for the Redesigned Kill Vehi-
cle.

1676. Report on improving ground-based
midcourse defense element of
ballistic missile defense sys-
tem.

1677. Sense of the Senate on recent Mis-
sile Defense Agency tests.

1678. Sense of the Senate on missile de-
fense technology development
priorities.

1679. Publication of environmental im-
pact statement prepared for
certain potential future missile
defense sites.

Sec. 1644.

Sec. 1645.

Sec. 1646.

Sec. 1647.

Sec. 1648.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 1662.

Sec. 1663.

Sec. 1664.

Sec. 1665.
Sec. 1666.

Sec. 1667.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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Subtitle F—Other Matters

Sec. 1681. Matters relating to military oper-
ations in the information envi-
ronment.

Sec. 1682. Extension of authorization for
protection of certain facilities
and assets from unmanned air-
craft.

Sec. 1683. Hard and deeply buried targets.
DIVISION B—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION
AUTHORIZATIONS

Sec. 2001. Short title.

Sec. 2002. Expiration of authorizations and
amounts required to be speci-
fied by law.

Sec. 2003. Effective date.

TITLE XXI—ARMY MILITARY
CONSTRUCTION

Sec. 2101. Authorized Army construction
and land acquisition projects.

Sec. 2102. Family housing.

Sec. 2103. Authorization of appropriations,
Army.

Sec. 2104. Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2019
project.

TITLE XXII—NAVY MILITARY
CONSTRUCTION

Sec. 2201. Authorized Navy construction and
land acquisition projects.

Sec. 2202. Family housing.

Sec. 2203. Improvements to military family
housing units.

Sec. 2204. Authorization of appropriations,
Navy.

TITLE XXIIT—AIR FORCE MILITARY
CONSTRUCTION

Sec. 2301. Authorized Air Force construction
and land acquisition projects.

Sec. 2302. Family housing.

Sec. 2303. Improvements to military family
housing units.

Sec. 2304. Authorization of appropriations,
Air Force.

Sec. 2305. Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2015
project.

Sec. 2306. Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2016
project.

Sec. 2307. Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2017
project.

Sec. 2308. Additional authority to carry out
certain fiscal year 2018 projects.

Sec. 2309. Modification of authority to carry

out certain fiscal year 2019
projects.
TITLE XXIV—DEFENSE AGENCIES
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION

Sec. 2401. Authorized Defense Agencies con-
struction and land acquisition
projects.

Sec. 2402. Authorized Energy Resilience and
Conservation Investment Pro-
gram projects.

Sec. 2403. Authorization of appropriations,
Defense Agencies.

TITLE XXV—INTERNATIONAL
PROGRAMS
Subtitle A—North Atlantic Treaty

Organization Security Investment Program

Sec. 2501. Authorized NATO construction
and land acquisition projects.

Sec. 2502. Authorization of appropriations,
NATO.

Subtitle B—Host Country In-Kind
Contributions

Sec. 2511. Republic of Korea funded con-
struction projects.

TITLE XXVI—GUARD AND RESERVE
FORCES FACILITIES

Sec. 2601. Authorized Army National Guard
construction and land acquisi-
tion projects.
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Authorized Army Reserve con-
struction and land acquisition
projects.

Authorized Navy Reserve and Ma-
rine Corps Reserve construction
and land acquisition projects.

Authorized Air National Guard
construction and land acquisi-
tion projects.

Authorized Air Force Reserve con-
struction and land acquisition
projects.

Authorization of appropriations,
National Guard and Reserve.
TITLE XXVII—BASE REALIGNMENT AND
CLOSURE ACTIVITIES
Sec. 2701. Authorization of appropriations
for base realignment and clo-
sure activities funded through
Department of Defense Base

Closure Account.

Sec. 2702. Prohibition on conducting addi-
tional base realignment and
closure (BRAC) round.

TITLE XXVIII—MILITARY
CONSTRUCTION GENERAL PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Military Construction Program

Sec. 2801. Military installation resilience
plans and projects of Depart-
ment of Defense.

Sec. 2802. Prohibition on use of funds to re-
duce air base resiliency or de-
molish protected aircraft shel-
ters in the European theater
without creating a similar pro-
tection from attack.

2803. Prohibition on use of funds to
close or return to the host na-
tion any existing air base.

2804. Increased authority for certain
unspecified minor military con-
struction projects.

2805. Technical corrections and im-
provements to installation re-
silience.

Subtitle B—Land Conveyances

2811. Release of interests retained in
Camp Joseph T. Robinson, Ar-
kansas, for use of such land as a
veterans cemetery.

2812. Transfer of administrative juris-
diction over certain parcels of
Federal land in Arlington, Vir-
ginia.

2813. Modification of requirements re-
lating to land acquisition in Ar-
lington County, Virginia.

2814. White Sands Missile Range Land
Enhancements.

Subtitle C—Other Matters

2821. Equal treatment of insured deposi-
tory institutions and credit
unions operating on military
installations.

Expansion of temporary authority
for acceptance and use of con-
tributions for certain construc-
tion, maintenance, and repair
projects mutually beneficial to
the Department of Defense and
Kuwait military forces.

Designation of Sumpter Smith
Joint National Guard Base.

Prohibition on use of funds to pri-
vatize temporary lodging on in-
stallations of Department of
Defense.

Pilot program to extend service
life of roads and runways under
the jurisdiction of the Secre-
taries of the military depart-
ments.

TITLE XXIX—OVERSEAS CONTINGENCY
OPERATIONS MILITARY CONSTRUCTION
Sec. 2901. Authorized Army construction

and land acquisition projects.

Sec. 2602.

Sec. 2603.

Sec. 2604.

Sec. 2605.

Sec. 2606.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 2822.

Sec. 2823.

Sec. 2824.

Sec. 2825.
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Sec. 2902. Authorized Navy construction and
land acquisition projects.

Authorized Air Force construction
and land acquisition projects.

Authorized Defense Agencies con-
struction and land acquisition
projects.

Disaster recovery projects.

Replenishment of certain military
constructions funds.

Sec. 2907. Authorization of appropriations.
TITLE XXX—MILITARY HOUSING
PRIVATIZATION REFORM

Sec. 3001. Definitions.

Subtitle A—Accountability and Oversight

Sec. 3011. Tenant bill of rights for privatized
military housing.

Sec. 3012. Designation of Chief Housing Offi-
cer for privatized military
housing.

Command oversight of military
privatized housing as element
of performance evaluations.

Consideration of history of land-
lord in contract renewal proc-
ess for privatized military
housing.

Treatment of breach of contract
for privatized military housing.

Uniform code of basic standards
for privatized military housing
and plan to conduct inspections
and assessments.

Repeal of supplemental payments
to lessors and requirement for
use of funds in connection with
the Military Housing Privatiza-
tion Initiative.

Standard for common credentials
for health and environmental
inspectors of privatized mili-
tary housing.

Improvement of privatized mili-
tary housing.

Access to maintenance work order
system of landlords of
privatized military housing.

Access by tenants of privatized
military housing to work order
system of landlord.

Subtitle B—Prioritizing Families

3031. Dispute resolution process for
landlord-tenant disputes re-
garding privatized military
housing and requests to with-
hold payments.

3032. Suspension of Resident Energy
Conservation Program.

3033. Access by tenants to historical
maintenance information for
privatized military housing.

3034. Prohibition on use of call centers
outside the United States for
maintenance calls by tenants of
privatized military housing.

3035. Radon testing for privatized mili-
tary housing.

3036. Expansion of windows covered by
requirement to use window fall
prevention devices in privatized
military housing.

3037. Requirements relating to move
out and maintenance with re-
spect to privatized military
housing.

Subtitle C—Long-Term Quality Assurance

Sec. 3041. Development of standardized doc-
umentation, templates, and
forms for privatized military
housing.

Sec. 3042. Council on privatized military
housing.

Sec. 3043. Requirements relating to manage-
ment of privatized military
housing.

Sec. 3044. Requirements relating to con-
tracts for privatized military
housing.

Sec. 2903.

Sec. 2904.

Sec. 2905.
Sec. 2906.

Sec. 3013.

Sec. 3014.

Sec. 3015.
Sec. 3016.

Sec. 3017.

Sec. 3018.

Sec. 3019.

Sec. 3020.

Sec. 3021.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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Sec. 3045. Withholding of incentive fees for
landlords of privatized military
housing for failure to remedy a
health or environmental haz-
ard.

3046. Expansion of direct hire authority
for Department of Defense for
childcare services providers for
Department child development
centers to include direct hire
authority for installation mili-
tary housing office personnel.

3047. Plan on establishment of Depart-
ment of Defense jurisdiction
over off-base privatized mili-
tary housing.

Subtitle D—Other Housing Matters

3061. Lead-based paint testing and re-
porting.

Satisfaction survey for tenants of
military housing.

3053. Information on legal services pro-

vided to members of the Armed
Forces harmed by health or en-
vironmental hazards at mili-
tary housing.

3054. Mitigation of risks posed by cer-
tain items in military family
housing units.

3055. Technical correction to certain
payments for lessors of
privatized military housing.

Pilot program to build and mon-
itor use of single family homes.

DIVISION C—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL SECURITY AUTHORIZA-
TIONS AND OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS

TITLE XXXI—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS

Subtitle A—National Security Programs and

Authorizations

Sec. 3101. National Nuclear Security Admin-

istration.

Sec. 3102. Defense environmental cleanup.

Sec. 3103. Other defense activities.

Sec. 3104. Nuclear energy.

Subtitle B—Program Authorizations,
Restrictions, and Limitations

Sec. 3111. Technical corrections to National
Nuclear Security Administra-
tion Act and Atomic Energy
Defense Act.

National Nuclear Security Admin-
istration Personnel System.

Contracting, program manage-
ment, scientific, engineering,
and technical positions at Na-
tional Nuclear Security Admin-
istration.

Prohibition on use of laboratory-
directed research and develop-
ment funds for general and ad-
ministrative overhead costs.

Prohibition on use of funds for ad-
vanced naval nuclear fuel sys-
tem based on low-enriched ura-
nium.

Subtitle C—Plans and Reports

3121. Estimation of costs of meeting de-
fense environmental cleanup
milestones required by consent
orders.

3122. Extension of suspension of certain
assessments relating to nuclear
weapons stockpile.

3123. Repeal of requirement for review
relating to enhanced procure-
ment authority.

3124. Determination of effect of treaty
obligations with respect to pro-
ducing tritium.

Sec. 3125. Assessment of high energy density

physics.
TITLE XXXII—DEFENSE NUCLEAR
FACILITIES SAFETY BOARD

Sec. 3201. Authorization.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 30562.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 3056.

Sec. 3112.

Sec. 3113.

Sec. 3114.

Sec. 3115.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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Sec. 3202. Improvement of management and
organization of Defense Nuclear
Facilities Safety Board.
Sec. 3203. Membership of Defense
Facilities Safety Board.
TITLE XXXV—MARITIME
ADMINISTRATION

Sec. 3501. Maritime Administration.
DIVISION D—FUNDING TABLES

Sec. 4001. Authorization of amounts in fund-
ing tables.

TITLE XLI—PROCUREMENT

Sec. 4101. Procurement.
Sec. 4102. Procurement for overseas contin-
gency operations.
TITLE XLII—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,
TEST, AND EVALUATION

Sec. 4201. Research, development, test, and
evaluation.

Sec. 4202. Research, development, test, and
evaluation for overseas contin-
gency operations.

TITLE XLIII—OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE

Sec. 4301. Operation and maintenance.

Sec. 4302. Operation and maintenance for
overseas contingency  oper-
ations.

TITLE XLIV—MILITARY PERSONNEL

Sec. 4401. Military personnel.
Sec. 4402. Military personnel for overseas
contingency operations.
TITLE XLV—OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS

Sec. 4501. Other authorizations.
Sec. 4502. Other authorizations for overseas
contingency operations.

TITLE XLVI—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION

Sec. 4601. Military construction.
Sec. 4602. Military construction for overseas
contingency operations.

TITLE XLVII-DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS

Sec. 4701. Department of Energy national se-
curity programs.

DIVISION E—ADDITIONAL PROVISIONS
TITLE LI—PROCUREMENT

Sec. 5101. Briefing on plans to increase read-
iness of B-1 bomber aircraft.

Sec. 5126. Limitation on availability of
funds for the Littoral Combat
Ship.

Sec. 5151. Limitation on availability of
funds for communications sys-
tems lacking certain resiliency
features.

TITLE LII-RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,
TEST, AND EVALUATION

Sec. 5201. Energetics plan.

Sec. 5202. Amendments to research project
transaction authorities to
eliminate cost-sharing require-
ments and reduce burdens on
use.

Comparative capabilities of adver-
saries in artificial intelligence.

Additional amounts for research,
development, test, and evalua-
tion.

Briefing on explainable artificial
intelligence.

Administration of centers for
manufacturing innovation
funded by the Department of
Defense.

Commercial edge computing tech-
nologies and best practices for
Department of Defense
warfighting systems.

Development and acquisition
strategy to procure secure, low
probability of detection data
link network capability.

Nuclear

Sec. 5203.

Sec. 5204.

Sec. 5205.

Sec. 5206.

Sec. 5207.

Sec. 5211.
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Sec. 5213. Limitation and report on Indirect
Fire Protection Capability In-
crement 2 enduring capability.

TITLE LIII—OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE

Life cycle sustainment budget ex-
hibit for major weapon systems
of the Department of Defense.

Sense of Senate on prioritizing
survivable logistics for the De-
partment of Defense.

Plan on sustainment of Rough
Terrain Container Handler
fleets.

Requirement to include foreign
language proficiency in readi-
ness reporting systems of De-
partment of Defense.

Monitoring of noise from flights
and training of EA-18G Growl-
ers associated with Naval Air
Station Whidbey Island.

Sense of Congress on restoration
of Tyndall Air Force Base.

Cooperative agreements with
States to address contamina-
tion by perfluoralkyl and
polyflruoroalkyl substances.

Limitation on use of funds regard-
ing the basing of KC-46A air-
craft outside the continental
United States.

TITLE LIV—MILITARY PERSONNEL

AUTHORIZATIONS

Sec. 5401. Modification of authorized
strength of Air Force Reserve
serving on full-time reserve
component duty for administra-
tion of the reserves or the Na-
tional Guard.

TITLE LV—MILITARY PERSONNEL
POLICY

Sec. 5501. Annual State report card.

Sec. 5502. Information and opportunities for
registration for voting and ab-
sentee ballot requests for mem-
bers of the Armed Forces un-
dergoing deployment overseas.

Study on two-way military ballot
barcode tracking.

Sense of Senate on the honorable
and distinguished service of
General Joseph F. Dunford,
United States Marine Corps, to
the United States.

Participation of other Federal
agencies in the SkillBridge ap-
prenticeship and internship
program for members of the
Armed Forces.

Personnel tempo of the Armed
Forces and the United States
Special Operations Command
during periods of inapplica-
bility of high-deployment limi-
tations.

Report and briefing on the Senior
Reserve Officers’ Training
Corps.

Report on suicide prevention pro-
grams and activities for mem-
bers of the Armed Forces and
their families.

Sense of Congress on local per-
formance of military accession
physicals.

Permanent authority to defer past
age 64 the retirement of chap-
lains in general and flag officer
grades.

Boards for Correction of Military
Records and Discharge Review
Board matters.

Authorization for award of the
Medal of Honor to John J.
Duffy for acts of valor in Viet-
nam.

Sec. 5301.

Sec. 5302.

Sec. 5308.

Sec. 5304.

Sec. 5305.

Sec. 5306.
Sec.

5318.

Sec. 5352.

Sec. 5503.

Sec. 5504.

Sec. 5505.

Sec. 5506.

Sec. 5507.

Sec. 5508.

Sec. 5509.

Sec. 5510.

Sec. 5546.

Sec. 5585.

Sec. 55687. Authority to award or present a
decoration not previously rec-
ommended in a timely fashion
following a review requested by
Congress.

TITLE LVI—-COMPENSATION AND OTHER

PERSONNEL BENEFITS

Sec. 5601. Inclusion of certain veterans on
temporary disability or perma-
nent disabled retirement lists
in military adaptive sports pro-
grams.

Sec. 5602. Report on extension to members
of the reserve components of
the Armed Forces of special and
incentive pays for members of
the Armed Forces not currently
payable to members of the re-
serve components.

Sec. 5642. Treatment of fees of service pro-
vided as supplemental funds for
commissary operations.

TITLE LVII-HEALTH CARE PROVISIONS
Sec. 5701. Contraceptive parity under the
TRICARE program.

Sec. 5702. Exposure to open burn pits and
toxic airborne chemicals as
part of periodic health assess-
ments and other physical ex-
aminations.

Sec. 5703. Preservation of resources of the
Army Medical Research and
Materiel Command and treat-
ment of realignment of such
command.

TITLE LVIII—ACQUISITION POLICY, AC-
QUISITION MANAGEMENT, AND RE-
LATED MATTERS

Sec. 5801. Report on contracts with entities
affiliated with the Government
of the People’s Republic of
China or the Chinese Com-
munist Party.

Sec. 5802. Documentation of market re-
search related to commercial
item determinations.

Sec. 5803. Analysis of alternatives pursuant
to materiel development deci-
sions.

TITLE LIX—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT
Sec. 5901. Institutionalization within De-
partment of Defense of respon-
sibilities and authorities of the

Chief Management Officer.

5902. Allocation of former responsibil-
ities of the Under Secretary of
Defense for Acquisition, Tech-
nology, and Logistics.

TITLE LX—GENERAL MATTERS

6001. Utilizing significant emissions
with innovative technologies.

Reporting regarding cancelled ap-
propriations.

Inclusion of progress of the De-
partment of Defense in achiev-
ing auditable financial state-
ments in annual reports on the
Financial Improvement and
Audit Remediation Plan.

Exemption from calculation of
monthly income, for purposes
of bankruptcy laws, certain
payments from the Department
of Veterans Affairs and the De-
partment of Defense.

Silver Star Service Banner Day.

Electromagnetic pulses and geo-
magnetic disturbances.

Termination of leases of premises
and motor vehicles of
servicemembers who incur cat-
astrophic injury or illness or
die while in military service.

Improvements to Network for
Manufacturing Innovation Pro-
gram.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec. 6002.

Sec. 6003.

6004.

Sec.

6005.
6006.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 6007.

Sec. 6008.

Sec
Sec

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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. 6009.
. 6010.

6011.

6012.

6013.

6014.

6015.

6016.

6017.

6018.

6019.

6020.

6021.
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Regional innovation program.

Report on National Guard and
United States Northern Com-
mand capacity to meet home-
land defense and security inci-
dents.

Comptroller General of the United
States report on the effects of
continuing resolutions on read-
iness and planning of the De-
partment of Defense.

Integrated public alert and warn-
ing system.

Report on impact of Liberian na-
tionals on the national secu-
rity, foreign policy, and eco-
nomic and humanitarian inter-
ests of the United States and a
justification for adjustment of
status of qualifying Liberians
to that of lawful permanent
residents.

Improving quality of information
in background investigation re-
quest packages.

Limitation on certain rolling
stock procurements; cybersecu-
rity certification for rail roll-
ing stock and operations.

Sense of Congress on the naming
of a naval vessel in honor of
Senior Chief Petty Officer
Shannon Kent.

Authorization of appropriations
for Defense Production Act of
1950.

Investment in supply chain secu-
rity under Defense Production
Act of 1950.

Aviation workforce development.

Little Shell Tribe of Chippewa In-
dians of Montana.

Pensacola dam and reservoir,
Grand River, Oklahoma.

TITLE LXII—-MATTERS RELATING TO

Sec

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

. 6201

6202.

6203.

6204.

6205.

6206.

6207.

6208.

6209.

6210.

6211.

6212.

6213.

FOREIGN NATIONS

. Statement of policy and sense of
Senate on Mutual Defense
Treaty with the Republic of the
Philippines.

Sense of Senate on enhanced co-
operation with Pacific Island
countries to establish open-
source intelligence fusion cen-
ters in the Indo-Pacific region.

Two-year extension of program
authority for Global Security
Contingency Fund.

Repeal of prohibition on transfer
of articles on the United States
munitions list to the Republic
of Cyprus.

United States-India defense co-
operation in the Western Indian
Ocean.

Expansion of availability of finan-
cial assets of Iran to victims of
terrorism.

Report on export of certain sat-
ellites to entities with certain
beneficial ownership structures.

Sense of Congress on Hong Kong
port visits.

Sense of Congress on policy to-
ward Hong Kong.

Extension and modification of
limitation on military coopera-
tion between the United States
and the Russian Federation.

Review and report on obligations
of the United States under Tai-
wan Relations Act.

Implementation of the Asia Reas-
surance Initiative Act with re-
gard to Taiwan arms sales.

North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tion Joint Forces Command.
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Sec. 6214. Report on military activities of
the Russian Federation and the
People’s Republic of China in
the Arctic region.

Efforts to ensure meaningful par-
ticipation of Afghan women in
peace negotiations in Afghani-
stan.

Updated strategy to counter the
threat of malign influence by
the Russian Federation and
other countries.

Modification of semiannual report
on enhancing security and sta-
bility in Afghanistan.

Sense of Congress on acquisition
by Turkey of S-400 air defense
system.

Modification of initiative to sup-
port protection of national se-
curity academic researchers
from undue influence and other
security threats.

Prohibition on availability of
funds relating to sovereignty of
the Russian Federation over
Crimea.

Limitation on transfer of F-35 air-
craft to the Republic of Turkey.

TITLE LXIV—OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS

Sec. 6401. Assessment of rare earth supply
chain issues.

Sec. 6422. Expansion of eligibility for resi-
dence at the Armed Force Re-
tirement Home.

TITLE LXV—AUTHORIZATION OF ADDI-
TIONAL APPROPRIATIONS FOR OVER-
SEAS CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS

Subtitle A—General Provisions

Sec. 65601. Review of Joint Improvised-
Threat Defeat Organization re-
search relating to humani-
tarian demining efforts.

Subtitle B—Inspectors General Matters

Sec. 65611. Establishment of lead Inspector
General for an overseas contin-
gency operation based on Sec-
retary of Defense notification.

Sec. 6512. Clarification of authority of In-
spectors General for overseas
contingency operations.

Sec. 65613. Employment status of annuitants
for Inspectors General for over-
seas contingency operations.

TITLE LXVI—STRATEGIC PROGRAMS,
CYBER, AND INTELLIGENCE MATTERS

Sec. 6601. Annual report on development of
ground-based strategic deter-
rent weapon.

Sense of Senate on support for a
robust and modern ICBM force
to maximize the value of the
nuclear triad of the United
States.

Reports by military departments
on operation of conventional
forces under employment or
threat of employment of nu-
clear weapons.

Reports by United States Euro-
pean Command and United
States Indo-Pacific Command
on operation of certain conven-
tional forces under employment
or threat of employment of nu-
clear weapons.

Joint assessment of Department of
Defense cyber red team capa-
bilities, capacity, demand, and
requirements.

Report on the expanded purview of
the Defense Counterintelligence
and Security Agency.

Prohibition on reduction of the
intercontinental ballistic mis-
siles of the United States.

Sec. 6215.

Sec. 6216.

Sec. 6217.

Sec. 6218.

Sec. 6219.

Sec. 6231.

Sec. 6236.

Sec. 6602.

Sec. 6603.

Sec. 6604.

Sec. 6605.

Sec. 6606.

Sec. 6664.
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TITLE LXVII—PFAS RELEASE DISCLO-
SURE, DETECTION, AND SAFE DRINK-
ING WATER ASSISTANCE

Sec. 6701. Definition of Administrator.
Subtitle A—PFAS Release Disclosure
Sec. 6711. Additions to toxics release inven-

tory.
Subtitle B—Drinking Water

6721. National primary drinking water
regulations for PFAS.

6722. Monitoring and detection.

6723. Enforcement.

6724. Drinking water
funds.

Subtitle C—PFAS Detection

6731. Definitions.

6732. Performance standard for the de-
tection of perfluorinated com-
pounds.

Nationwide sampling.

Data usage.

Sec. 6735. Collaboration.

Sec. 6736. Authorization of appropriations.

Subtitle D—Safe Drinking Water Assistance

Sec. 6741. Definitions.

Sec. 6742. Research and coordination plan
for enhanced response on
emerging contaminants.

Subtitle E—Miscellaneous

Sec. 6751. PFAS data call.

Sec. 6752. Significant new use rule for long-
chain PFAS.

Sec. 6753. PFAS destruction and disposal
guidance.

Sec. 6754. PFAS research and development.

TITLE LXVIII—SANCTIONS WITH RE-
SPECT TO FOREIGN TRAFFICKERS OF
ILLICIT SYNTHETIC OPIOIDS

Sec. 6801. Short title.

Sec. 6802. Findings.

Sec. 6803. Sense of Congress.
Sec. 6804. Definitions.

Subtitle A—Sanctions With Respect to
Foreign Opioid Traffickers

Sec. 6811. Identification of foreign opioid
traffickers.

Sense of Congress on international
opioid control regime.

Imposition of sanctions.

Description of sanctions.

Waivers.

Procedures for judicial review of
classified information.

Briefings on implementation.

Inclusion of additional material in
International Narcotics Control
Strategy Report.

Subtitle B—Commission on Combating
Synthetic Opioid Trafficking
Sec. 6821. Commission on combating syn-
thetic opioid trafficking.

Subtitle C—Other Matters

6831. Director of National Intelligence
program on use of intelligence
resources in efforts to sanction
foreign opioid traffickers.

Department of Defense funding.

Department of State funding.

Department of the Treasury fund-
ing.

Termination.

Exception relating to importation
of goods.

Appropriate committees of Con-
gress defined.

TITLE LXIX—OTTO WARMBIER BANKING
RESTRICTIONS INVOLVING NORTH
KOREA ACT OF 2019

Sec. 6901. Short title.

Subtitle A—Sanctions With Respect to
North Korea

Sec. 6911. Findings.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. state revolving

Sec.
Sec.

6733.
6734.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 6812.
6813.
6814.
6815.
6816.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

6817.
6818.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

6832.
6833.
6834.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

6835.
6836.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 6837.
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Sec. 6912. Sense of Congress.
Sec. 6913. Definitions.
PART I—EXPANSION OF SANCTIONS AND
RELATED MATTERS

Sec. 6921. Sanctions with respect to foreign
financial institutions that pro-
vide financial services to cer-
tain sanctioned persons.

Sec. 6922. Extension of applicability period
of proliferation prevention
sanctions.

Sec. 6923. Sense of Congress on identifica-
tion and blocking of property of
North Korean officials.

Sec. 6924. Modification of report on imple-
mentation of United Nations
Security Council resolutions by
other governments.

Sec. 6925. Report on use by the Government
of North Korea of beneficial
ownership rules to access the
international financial system.

PART II—CONGRESSIONAL REVIEW AND
OVERSIGHT

Notification of termination or sus-
pension of sanctions.

Reports on certain licensing ac-
tions.

Briefings on implementation and
enforcement of sanctions.

Report on financial networks and
financial methods of the Gov-
ernment of North Korea.

Report on countries of concern
with respect to transshipment,
reexportation, or diversion of
certain items to North Korea.

PART III—GENERAL MATTERS

6941. Rulemaking.

6942. Authority to consolidate reports.

6943. Waivers, exemptions, and termi-
nation.

6944. Procedures for review of classified
information.

6945. Briefing on resourcing of sanc-
tions programs.

6946. Briefing on proliferation financ-
ing.

Subtitle B—Divestment From North Korea

Sec. 6951. Authority of State and local gov-
ernments to divest from compa-
nies that invest in North Korea.

Sec. 6952. Safe harbor for changes of invest-
ment policies by asset man-
agers.

Sec. 6953. Sense of Congress regarding cer-
tain ERISA plan investments.

Sec. 6954. Rule of construction.

Subtitle C—Financial Industry Guidance to
Halt Trafficking

Short title.

Findings.

Sense of Congress.

Coordination of human trafficking
issues by the Office of Ter-
rorism and Financial Intel-
ligence.

Strengthening the role of anti-
money laundering and other fi-
nancial tools in combating
human trafficking.

Sec. 6966. Sense of Congress on resources to

combat human trafficking.

TITLE LXXVIII-MILITARY
CONSTRUCTION GENERAL PROVISIONS

Sec. 7801. Prioritization of projects in an-
nual report on unfunded re-
quirements for laboratory mili-
tary construction projects.

Sec. 7802. Prohibition on use of funds to re-
duce air base resiliency or de-
molish protected aircraft shel-
ters in the European theater
without creating a similar pro-
tection from attack.

Sec. 6931.

Sec. 6932.
Sec. 6933.

Sec. 6934.

Sec. 6935.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 6961.
Sec. 6962.
Sec. 6963.
Sec. 6964.

Sec. 6965.
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Sec. 7803. Prohibition on use of funds to
close or return to the host na-
tional any existing air base.

Sec. 7804. Report on unfunded requirements
for major and minor military
construction projects for child
development centers of the De-
partment of Defense and in-
crease of maximum amounts
for such minor projects.

Sec. 7805. Modification of authorized uses of
certain property conveyed by
the United States in Los Ange-
les, California.

TITLE LXXXI—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS
Sec. 8101. Implementation of common finan-
cial reporting system for nu-

clear security enterprise.

Sec. 8102. Modification to certain require-
ments relating to plutonium pit
production capacity.

TITLE LXXXII—DEFENSE NUCLEAR
FACILITIES SAFETY BOARD

Sec. 8202. Membership of Defense Nuclear
Facilities Safety Board.

TITLE LXXXV—MARITIME
ADMINISTRATION

Sec. 8500. Ineffectiveness of title XXXV.

Sec. 8501. Short title.

Subtitle A—Maritime Administration

Sec. 8511. Authorization of the Maritime Ad-
ministration.

Sec. 8512. Maritime Security Program.

Sec. 8513. Department of Transportation In-
spector General Report.

Sec. 8514. Appointment of candidates attend-
ing sponsored preparatory
school.

Sec. 8515. Independent study on the United
States Merchant Marine Acad-
emy.

Sec. 8516. General support program.

Sec. 8517. Military to mariner.

Sec. 8518. Salvage recoveries of federally
owned cargoes.

Sec. 8519. Salvage recoveries for subrogated
ownership of vessels and car-
goes.

Sec. 8520. Port operations, research, and
technology.

Sec. 8521. Assessment and report on stra-
tegic seaports.

Sec. 8522. Maritime technical assistance pro-
gram.

Sec. 8523. Requirement for small shipyard
grantees.

Sec. 85624. Improvement of National Oceano-
graphic Partnership Program.

Sec. 85625. Improvements to the maritime
guaranteed loan program.

Sec. 8526. Technical corrections.

Sec. 8527. United States Merchant Marine
Academy’s Sexual Assault Pre-
vention and Response program.

Sec. 8528. Report on vessels for emerging off-
shore energy infrastructure.

Subtitle B—Maritime SAFE Act

Sec. 8531. Short titles.

Sec. 85632. Definitions.

Sec. 8533. Purposes.

Sec. 8534. Statement of policy.
PART I—PROGRAMS TO COMBAT IUU FISHING
AND INCREASE MARITIME SECURITY

Sec. 85641. Coordination with international
organizations.

Engagement of diplomatic mis-
sions of the United States.

Assistance by Federal agencies to
improve law enforcement with-
in priority regions and priority
flag states.

Expansion of existing mechanisms
to combat IUU fishing.

Improvement of transparency and
traceability programs.

Sec. 8542.

Sec. 8543.

Sec. 8544.

Sec. 8545.
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Sec. 8546. Technology programs.
Sec. 8547. Savings clause.

PART II—ESTABLISHMENT OF INTERAGENCY
WORKING GROUP ON IUU FISHING

Sec. 85651. Interagency Working Group on
IUU Fishing.
Sec. 8552. Strategic plan.
Sec. 8553. Reports.
Sec. 8554. Gulf of Mexico IUU Fishing Sub-
working Group.
PART III—COMBATING HUMAN TRAFFICKING IN
CONNECTION WITH THE CATCHING AND PROC-
ESSING OF SEAFOOD PRODUCTS

Sec. 85661. Finding.

Sec. 8662. Adding the Secretary of Com-
merce to the Interagency Task
Force to Monitor and Combat
Trafficking.

Sec. 8663. Human trafficking in the seafood
supply chain report.

PART IV—AUTHORIZATION OF
APPROPRIATIONS

Sec. 8571. Authorization of appropriations.
Sec. 8572. Accounting of funds.

DIVISION F—INTELLIGENCE
AUTHORIZATIONS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2020

Sec. 9001. Short title.
Sec. 9002. Definitions.

TITLE XCI—INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

Sec. 9101. Authorization of appropriations.

Sec. 9102. Classified schedule of authoriza-
tions.

Sec. 9103. Intelligence community manage-
ment account.

TITLE XCII—CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE
AGENCY RETIREMENT AND  DIS-
ABILITY SYSTEM

Sec. 9201. Authorization of appropriations.

TITLE XCIII-INTELLIGENCE
COMMUNITY MATTERS

Subtitle A—General Intelligence Community
Matters

Sec. 9301. Restriction on conduct of intel-

ligence activities.

9302. Increase in employee compensa-
tion and benefits authorized by
law.

Improving the onboarding method-
ology for certain intelligence
personnel.

Intelligence community public-
private talent exchange.

Expansion of scope of protections
for identities of covert agents.

Inclusion of security risks in pro-
gram management plans re-
quired for acquisition of major
systems in National Intel-
ligence Program.

9307. Paid parental leave.

Subtitle B—Office of the Director of

National Intelligence

9311. Exclusivity, consistency, and
transparency in security clear-
ance procedures.

9312. Limitation on transfer of National
Intelligence University.

9313. Improving visibility into the secu-
rity clearance process.

9314. Making certain policies and execu-
tion plans relating to personnel
clearances available to industry
partners.

Subtitle C—Inspector General of the
Intelligence Community

9321. Definitions.

9322. Inspector General external review
panel.

9323. Harmonization of whistleblower
processes and procedures.

9324. Intelligence community oversight
of agency whistleblower ac-
tions.

Sec.

Sec. 9303.

Sec. 9304.

Sec. 9305.

Sec. 9306.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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Sec. 9325. Report on cleared whistleblower
attorneys.

TITLE XCIV—REPORTS AND OTHER
MATTERS

Sec. 9401. Study on foreign employment of
former personnel of intelligence
community.

Comprehensive economic assess-
ment of investment in key
United States technologies by
companies or organizations
linked to China.

Analysis of and periodic briefings
on major initiatives of intel-
ligence community in artificial
intelligence and machine learn-
ing.

Encouraging cooperative actions
to detect and counter foreign
influence operations.

Oversight of foreign influence in
academia.

Director of National Intelligence
report on fifth-generation wire-
less network technology.

Annual report by Comptroller
General of the United States on
cybersecurity and surveillance
threats to Congress.

Director of National Intelligence
assessment of foreign inter-
ference in elections.

Study on feasibility and advis-
ability of establishing
Geospatial-Intelligence Mu-
seum and learning center.

Report on death of
Khashoggi.

DIVISION G—INTELLIGENCE AUTHORIZA-
TIONS FOR FISCAL YEARS 2018 AND 2019

Sec. 10001. Short title.
Sec. 10002. Definitions.

TITLE CI-INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES

Sec. 10101. Authorization of appropriations.

Sec. 10102. Classified Schedule of Authoriza-
tions.

Sec. 10103. Intelligence Community Manage-
ment Account.

TITLE CII—-CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE
AGENCY RETIREMENT AND  DIS-
ABILITY SYSTEM

Sec. 10201. Authorization of appropriations.
Sec. 10202. Computation of annuities for em-
ployees of the Central Intel-
ligence Agency.
TITLE CIII—-GENERAL INTELLIGENCE
COMMUNITY MATTERS

Sec. 10301. Restriction on conduct of intel-

ligence activities.

Sec. 10302. Increase in employee compensa-
tion and benefits authorized by
law.

Modification of special pay au-
thority for science, technology,
engineering, or mathematics
positions and addition of spe-
cial pay authority for cyber po-
sitions.

Modification of appointment of
Chief Information Officer of the
Intelligence Community.

Director of National Intelligence
review of placement of posi-
tions within the intelligence
community on the Executive
Schedule.

Supply Chain and Counterintel-
ligence Risk Management Task
Force.

Consideration of adversarial tele-
communications and cybersecu-
rity infrastructure when shar-
ing intelligence with foreign
governments and entities.

Sec. 9402.

Sec. 9403.

Sec. 9404.

Sec. 9405.

Sec. 9406.

Sec. 9407.

Sec. 9408.

Sec. 9409.

Sec. 9410. Jamal

Sec. 10303.

Sec. 10304.

Sec. 10305.

Sec. 10306.

Sec. 10307.
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Sec. 10308. Cyber protection support for the
personnel of the intelligence
community in positions highly
vulnerable to cyber attack.

Modification of authority relat-
ing to management of supply-
chain risk.

Limitations on determinations
regarding certain security clas-
sifications.

Joint Intelligence
Council.

Intelligence community informa-
tion technology environment.

Report on development of secure
mobile voice solution for intel-
ligence community.

Policy on minimum
threat standards.

Submission of intelligence com-
munity policies.

Expansion of intelligence com-
munity recruitment efforts.

TITLE CIV—MATTERS RELATING TO
ELEMENTS OF THE INTELLIGENCE
COMMUNITY

Subtitle A—Office of the Director of
National Intelligence

10401. Authority for protection of cur-
rent and former employees of
the Office of the Director of Na-
tional Intelligence.

Designation of the program man-
ager-information sharing envi-
ronment.

Technical modification to the ex-
ecutive schedule.

Chief Financial Officer of the In-
telligence Community.

Chief Information Officer of the
Intelligence Community.

Subtitle B—Central Intelligence Agency

Sec. 10411. Central Intelligence Agency sub-
sistence for personnel assigned
to austere locations.

Sec. 10412. Expansion of security protective
service jurisdiction of the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency.

Sec. 10413. Repeal of foreign language pro-
ficiency requirement for cer-
tain senior level positions in
the Central Intelligence Agen-
cy.

Subtitle C—Office of Intelligence and Coun-

terintelligence of Department of Energy

Sec. 10421. Consolidation of Department of
Energy Offices of Intelligence
and Counterintelligence.

10422. Repeal of Department of Energy
Intelligence Executive Com-
mittee and budget reporting re-
quirement.

Subtitle D—Other Elements

10431. Plan for designation of counter-
intelligence component of De-
fense Security Service as an
element of intelligence commu-
nity.

10432. Notice not required for private
entities.

10433. Framework for roles, missions,
and functions of Defense Intel-
ligence Agency.

10434. Establishment of advisory board
for National Reconnaissance
Office.

10435. Collocation of certain Depart-
ment of Homeland Security
personnel at field locations.

TITLE CV—ELECTION MATTERS

10501. Report on cyber attacks by for-
eign governments against
United States election infra-
structure.

Sec. 10309.

Sec. 10310.

Sec. 10311. Community

Sec. 10312.

Sec. 10313.

Sec. 10314. insider

Sec. 10315.

Sec. 10316.

Sec.

Sec. 10402.

Sec. 10403.

Sec. 10404.

Sec. 10405.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 10502. Review of intelligence commu-
nity’s posture to collect against
and analyze Russian efforts to
influence the Presidential elec-
tion.

Assessment of foreign intel-
ligence threats to Federal elec-
tions.

Strategy for countering Russian
cyber threats to United States
elections.

Assessment of significant Rus-
sian influence campaigns di-
rected at foreign elections and
referenda.

Foreign counterintelligence and
cybersecurity threats to Fed-
eral election campaigns.

Information sharing with State
election officials.

Notification of significant foreign
cyber intrusions and active
measures campaigns directed at
elections for Federal offices.

Designation of counterintel-
ligence officer to lead election
security matters.

TITLE CVI—SECURITY CLEARANCES

Sec. 10601. Definitions.

Sec. 10602. Reports and plans relating to se-
curity clearances and back-
ground investigations.

Improving the process for secu-
rity clearances.

Goals for promptness of deter-
minations regarding security
clearances.

Security Executive Agent.

Report on unified, simplified,
Governmentwide standards for
positions of trust and security
clearances.

Report on clearance in person
concept.

Budget request documentation on
funding for background inves-
tigations.

Reports on reciprocity for secu-
rity clearances inside of depart-
ments and agencies.

Intelligence community reports
on security clearances.

Periodic report on positions in
the intelligence community
that can be conducted without
access to classified informa-
tion, networks, or facilities.

Information sharing program for
positions of trust and security
clearances.

Report on protections for con-
fidentiality of whistleblower-re-
lated communications.

TITLE CVII—-REPORTS AND OTHER
MATTERS

Subtitle A—Matters Relating to Russia and
Other Foreign Powers

Sec. 10701. Limitation relating to establish-
ment or support of cybersecu-
rity unit with the Russian Fed-
eration.

Report on
compounds.

Assessment of threat finance re-
lating to Russia.

Notification of an active meas-
ures campaign.

Notification of travel by accred-
ited diplomatic and consular
personnel of the Russian Fed-
eration in the United States.

Report on outreach strategy ad-
dressing threats from United
States adversaries to the
United States technology sec-
tor.

Sec. 10503.

Sec. 10504.

Sec. 10505.

Sec. 10506.

Sec. 10507.

Sec. 10508.

Sec. 10509.

Sec. 10603.

Sec. 10604.

10605.
10606.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 10607.

Sec. 10608.

Sec. 10609.

Sec. 10610.

Sec. 10611.

Sec. 10612.

Sec. 10613.

Sec. 10702. returning Russian

Sec. 10703.
Sec. 10704.

Sec. 10705.

Sec. 10706.
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Sec

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
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Report on Iranian support of
proxy forces in Syria and Leb-
anon.

Annual report on Iranian expend-
itures supporting foreign mili-
tary and terrorist activities.

Expansion of scope of committee
to counter active measures and
report on establishment of For-
eign Malign Influence Center.

Subtitle B—Reports

Technical correction to Inspector
General study.

Reports on authorities of the
Chief Intelligence Officer of the
Department of Homeland Secu-
rity.

Report on cyber exchange pro-
gram.

Review of intelligence commu-
nity whistleblower matters.

Report on role of Director of Na-
tional Intelligence with respect
to certain foreign investments.

Report on surveillance by foreign
governments against United
States telecommunications net-
works.

Biennial report on foreign invest-
ment risks.

Modification of certain reporting
requirement on travel of for-
eign diplomats.

Semiannual reports on investiga-
tions of wunauthorized disclo-
sures of classified information.

Congressional notification of des-
ignation of covered intelligence
officer as persona non grata.

Reports on intelligence commu-
nity participation in
vulnerabilities equities process
of Federal Government.

. 10707.

10708.

10709.

10711.

10712.

10713.
10714.

10715.

10716.

10717.

10718.

10719.

10720.

10721.

10722. Inspectors General reports on
classification.
10723. Reports on global water insecu-

rity and national security im-
plications and Dbriefing on
emerging infectious disease and
pandemics.

Annual report on memoranda of
understanding between ele-
ments of intelligence commu-
nity and other entities of the
United States Government re-
garding significant operational
activities or policy.

Study on the feasibility of
encrypting unclassified wireline
and wireless telephone calls.

Modification of requirement for
annual report on hiring and re-
tention of minority employees.

Reports on intelligence commu-
nity loan repayment and re-
lated programs.

Repeal of certain reporting re-
quirements.

Inspector General of the Intel-
ligence Community report on
senior executives of the Office
of the Director of National In-
telligence.

Briefing on Federal Bureau of In-
vestigation offering permanent
residence to sources and co-
operators.

Intelligence assessment of North
Korea revenue sources.

Report on possible exploitation of
virtual currencies by terrorist
actors.

Subtitle C—Other Matters
10741. Public Interest Declassification
Board.
10742. Securing energy infrastructure.
10743. Bug bounty programs.

10724.

10725.

10726.

10727.

10728.

10729.

10730.

10731.

10732.
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Sec. 10744. Modification of authorities relat-
ing to the National Intelligence
University.

Technical and clerical amend-
ments to the National Security
Act of 1947.

Technical amendments related to
the Department of Energy.

Sense of Congress on notification
of certain disclosures of classi-
fied information.

Sense of Congress on consider-
ation of espionage activities
when considering whether or
not to provide visas to foreign
individuals to be accredited to
a United Nations mission in the
United States.

Sec. 10749. Sense of Congress on WikiLeaks.

SEC. 3. CONGRESSIONAL DEFENSE COMMITTEES.

In this Act, the term ‘‘congressional de-
fense committees” has the meaning given
that term in section 101(a)(16) of title 10,
United States Code.

SEC. 4. BUDGETARY EFFECTS OF THIS ACT.

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the
purposes of complying with the Statutory
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion” for this Act, jointly submitted for
printing in the Congressional Record by the
Chairmen of the House and Senate Budget
Committees, provided that such statement
has been submitted prior to the vote on pas-
sage in the House acting first on the con-
ference report or amendment between the
Houses.

DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATIONS

TITLE I—PROCUREMENT
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
SEC. 101. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2020 for procurement
for the Army, the Navy and the Marine
Corps, the Air Force, and Defense-wide ac-
tivities, as specified in the funding table in
section 4101.

Subtitle B—Army Programs

SEC. 111. SENSE OF SENATE ON ARMY’S AP-
PROACH TO CAPABILITY DROPS 1
AND 2 OF THE DISTRIBUTED COM-
MON GROUND SYSTEM-ARMY PRO-
GRAM.

It is the sense of the Senate that—

(1) the Senate approves of the approach of
the Army to Capability Drops 1 and 2 of the
Distributed Common Ground System-Army
program, which has been in compliance with
section 2377 of title 10, United States Code;
and

(2) the Senate encourages the Under Sec-
retary of Defense for Acquisition and
Sustainment and other military departments
and commands in the Department of Defense
to review the efforts of the Army with Capa-
bility Drops 1 and 2 to inform future deci-
sions about how to integrate commercial
technology into the Distributed Common
Ground System Enterprise and other na-
tional security systems.

SEC. 112. AUTHORITY OF THE SECRETARY OF
THE ARMY TO WAIVE CERTAIN LIMI-
TATIONS RELATED TO THE DISTRIB-
UTED COMMON GROUND SYSTEM-
ARMY INCREMENT 1.

Section 113(d) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2017 (Public
Law 114-328; 130 Stat. 2028) is amended by
striking ‘‘Secretary of Defense’ both places
it appears and inserting ‘‘Secretary of the
Army”.

Sec. 10745.

Sec. 10746.

Sec. 10747.

Sec. 10748.
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Subtitle C—Navy Programs
SEC. 121. MODIFICATION OF PROHIBITION ON
AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS FOR NAVY
WATERBORNE SECURITY BARRIERS.

Section 130 of the John S. McCain National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2019 (Public Law 115-232) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a) by striking ‘‘for fiscal
year 2019 may be obligated or expended to
procure legacy waterborne security barriers
for Navy ports” and inserting ‘‘for fiscal
year 2019 or fiscal year 2020 may be obligated
or expended to procure legacy waterborne se-
curity barriers for Navy ports, including as
replacements for legacy barriers’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

““(d) NOTIFICATION.—Not later than 15 days
after an exception is made pursuant to sub-
section (c)(2), the Secretary of the Navy
shall submit a written notification to the
congressional defense committees that in-
cludes—

‘(1) the name and position of the govern-
ment official who determined exigent cir-
cumstances exist;

‘“(2) a description of the exigent -cir-
cumstances; and

‘“(3) a description of how waterborne secu-
rity will be maintained until new waterborne
security barriers are procured and in-
stalled.”.

SEC. 122. CAPABILITIES BASED ASSESSMENT FOR
NAVAL VESSELS THAT CARRY FIXED-
WING AIRCRAFT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of the Navy shall initiate a ca-
pabilities based assessment to begin the
process of identifying requirements for the
naval vessels that will carry fixed-wing air-
craft following the ships designated CVN-81
and LHA-9.

(b) ELEMENTS.—The assessment shall—

(1) conform with the Joint Capabilities In-
tegration and Development System, includ-
ing Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff In-
struction 5123.01H; and

(2) consider options for the vessels de-
scribed under subsection (a) that would en-
able greater commonality and interoper-
ability of naval aircraft embarked on such
naval vessels, including aircraft arresting
gear and launch catapults.

(c) NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENT.—Not later
than 15 days after initiating the assessment
required under subsection (a), the Secretary
of the Navy shall notify the congressional
defense committees of such action and the
associated schedule for completing the as-
sessment and generating an Initial Capabili-
ties Document.

SEC. 123. FORD-CLASS AIRCRAFT CARRIER COST
LIMITATION BASELINES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 633 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at
the end the following new section:

“§ 8692. Ford-class aircraft carrier cost limita-
tion baselines

‘‘(a) LIMITATION.—The total amounts obli-
gated or expended from funds authorized to
be appropriated or otherwise made available
for Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy, or
for any other procurement account, may not
exceed the following amounts for the fol-
lowing aircraft carriers:

‘(1) $13,027,000,000 for the construction of
the aircraft carrier designated CVN-78.

“(2) $11,398,000,000 for the construction of
the aircraft carrier designated CVN-79.

‘“(3) $12,202,000,000 for the construction of
the aircraft carrier designated CVN-80.

‘“(4) $12,451,000,000 for the construction of
the aircraft carrier designated CVN-81.

“(b) ADJUSTMENT OF LIMITATION AMOUNT.—
The Secretary of the Navy may adjust an
amount set forth in subsection (a) by the fol-
lowing:
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‘(1) The amounts of increases or decreases
in costs attributable to economic inflation
after September 30, 2019.

‘(2) The amounts of increases or decreases
in costs attributable to compliance with
changes in Federal, State, or local laws en-
acted after September 30, 2019.

‘(83) The amounts of outfitting costs and
post-delivery costs incurred for that ship.

‘‘(4) The amounts of increases or decreases
in costs of that ship that are attributable to
insertion of new technology into that ship,
as compared to the technology baseline as it
was defined prior to October 1, 2019.

‘() The amounts of increases or decreases
to cost required to correct deficiencies that
may affect the safety of the ship and per-
sonnel or otherwise preclude the ship from
safe operations and crew certification.

‘“(6) With respect to the aircraft carrier
designated as CVN-78, the amounts of in-
creases or decreases in costs of that ship
that are attributable solely to an urgent and
unforeseen requirement identified as a result
of the shipboard test program.

“(7) With respect to the aircraft carrier
designated as CVN-79, the amounts of in-
creases not exceeding $100,000,000 if the Chief
of Naval Operations determines that achiev-
ing the amount set forth in subsection (a)(2)
would result in unacceptable reductions to
the operational capability of the ship.

“(c) LIMITATION ON TECHNOLOGY INSERTION
CosT ADJUSTMENT.—The Secretary of the
Navy may use the authority under paragraph
(4) of subsection (b) to adjust the amount set
forth in subsection (a) for a ship referred to
in that subsection with respect to insertion
of new technology into that ship only if—

‘(1) the Secretary determines, and cer-
tifies to the congressional defense commit-
tees, that insertion of the new technology
would lower the life-cycle cost of the ship; or

‘“(2) the Secretary determines, and cer-
tifies to the congressional defense commit-
tees, that insertion of the new technology is
required to meet an emerging threat and the
Secretary of Defense certifies to those com-
mittees that such threat poses grave harm to
national security.

“(d) LIMITATION ON SHIPBOARD TEST PRO-
GRAM COST ADJUSTMENT.—The Secretary of
the Navy may use the authority under para-
graph (6) of subsection (b) to adjust the
amount set forth in subsection (a) for the
aircraft carrier designated CVN-78 for rea-
sons relating to an urgent and unforeseen re-
quirement identified as a result of the ship-
board test program only if—

‘(1) the Secretary determines, and cer-
tifies to the congressional defense commit-
tees, that such requirement was not known
before the date of the submittal to Congress
of the budget for fiscal year 2020 (as sub-
mitted pursuant to section 1105 of title 31,
United States Code);

‘“(2) the Secretary determines, and cer-
tifies to the congressional defense commit-
tees, that waiting on an action by Congress
to raise the cost cap specified in subsection
(a)(1) to account for such requirement will
result in a delay in the date of initial oper-
ating capability of that ship; and

‘(38) the Secretary submits to the congres-
sional defense committees a report setting
forth a description of such requirement be-
fore the obligation of additional funds pursu-
ant to such authority.

‘‘(e) EXCLUSION OF BATTLE AND INTERIM
SPARES FROM COST LIMITATION.—The Sec-
retary of the Navy shall exclude from the de-
termination of the amounts set forth in sub-
section (a), the costs of the following items:

‘(1) CVN-T78 class battle spares.

‘(2) Interim spares.

“(f) WRITTEN NOTICE OF CHANGE IN
AMOUNT.—The Secretary of the Navy shall
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submit to the congressional defense commit-
tees written notice of any change in the
amount set forth in subsection (a) deter-
mined to be associated with a cost covered in
subsection (b) not less than 30 days prior to
making such change.”’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of such chapter is
amended by inserting after the item relating
to section 8691 the following new item:

‘‘§ 8692. Ford-class aircraft carrier cost limi-
tation baselines.”.

(c) REPEAL OF SUPERSEDED PROVISION.—
Section 122 of the John Warner National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2007
(Public Law 109-364; 120 Stat. 2104) is re-
pealed.

SEC. 124. DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION OF AM-
PHIBIOUS TRANSPORT DOCK DES-
IGNATED LPD-31.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the
Navy may enter into a contract for the de-
sign and construction of the amphibious
transport dock designated LPD-31 wusing
amounts authorized to be appropriated for
the Department of Defense for Shipbuilding
and Conversion, Navy.

(b) USE OF INCREMENTAL FUNDING.—With
respect to the contract entered into under
subsection (a), the Secretary may use incre-
mental funding to make payments under the
contract with amounts authorized to be ap-
propriated in fiscal years 2019, 2020, and 2021.

(c) CONDITION FOR OUT-YEAR CONTRACT
PAYMENTS.—The contract entered into under
subsection (a) shall provide that any obliga-
tion of the United States to make a payment
under such contract for any fiscal year after
fiscal year 2020 is subject to the availability
of appropriations for that purpose for such
fiscal year.

SEC. 125. LHA REPLACEMENT AMPHIBIOUS AS-
SAULT SHIP PROGRAM.

(a) AUTHORITY TO USE INCREMENTAL FUND-
ING.—The Secretary of the Navy may enter
into and incrementally fund a contract for
detail design and construction of the LHA
replacement ship designated LHA 9 and, sub-
ject to subsection (b), funds for payments
under the contract may be provided from
amounts authorized to be appropriated for
the Department of Defense for Shipbuilding
and Conversion, Navy, for fiscal years 2019
through 2025.

(b) CONDITION FOR OUT-YEAR CONTRACT
PAYMENTS.—A contract entered into under
subsection (a) shall provide that any obliga-
tion of the United States to make a payment
under the contract for any subsequent fiscal
year is subject to the availability of appro-
priations for that purpose for such subse-
quent fiscal year.

(c) REPEAL OF OBSOLETE AUTHORITY.—Sec-
tion 125 of the John Warner National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2007 (Pub-
lic Law 109-364; 120 Stat. 2106) is repealed.
SEC. 126. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF

FUNDS FOR THE LITTORAL COMBAT
SHIP.

(a) LIMITATION.—None of the amounts au-
thorized to be appropriated by this Act or
otherwise made available for the Depart-
ment of Defense for fiscal year 2020 may be
used to exceed the total procurement quan-
tity listed in revision five of the Littoral
Combat Ship acquisition strategy unless the
Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition
and Sustainment submits to the congres-
sional defense committees the certification
described in subsection (b).

(b) CERTIFICATION.—The certification de-
scribed in this subsection is a certification
by the Under Secretary that awarding a con-
tract for the procurement of a Littoral Com-
bat Ship that exceeds the total procurement
quantity listed in revision five of the Lit-
toral Combat Ship acquisition strategy—
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(1) is in the national security interests of
the United States;

(2) will not result in exceeding the low-rate
initial production quantity approved in the
Littoral Combat Ship acquisition strategy in
effect as of the date of the certification; and

(3) is necessary to maintain a full and open
competition for the Guided Missile Frigate
(FFG(X)) with a single source award in fiscal
year 2020.

(c) DEFINITION.—The term ‘‘revision five of
the Littoral Combat Ship acquisition strat-
egy’’ means the fifth revision of the Littoral
Combat Ship acquisition strategy approved
by the Under Secretary of Defense for Acqui-
sition and Sustainment on March 26, 2018.
SEC. 127. LIMITATION ON THE NEXT NEW CLASS

OF NAVY LARGE SURFACE COMBAT-
ANTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Milestone B approval
may not be granted for the next new class of
Navy large surface combatants unless the
class of Navy large surface combatants in-
corporates prior to such approval—

(1) design changes identified during the full
duration of the combat system ship quali-
fication trials and operational test periods of
the first Arleigh Burke-class destroyer in the
Flight III configuration to complete such
events; and

(2) final results of test programs of engi-
neering development models or prototypes
for critical systems specified by the Senior
Technical Authority pursuant to section
8669b of title 10, United States Code, as added
by section 1017 of this Act, in their final
form, fit, and function and in a realistic en-
vironment, which shall include a land-based
engineering site if the propulsion system
will utilize integrated electric power tech-
nology, including electric drive propulsion.

(b) LIMITATION.—The Secretary of the Navy
may not release a detail design or construc-
tion request for proposals or obligate funds
from the Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy
account for the next new class of Navy large
surface combatants until the class of Navy
large surface combatants receives Milestone
B approval and the milestone decision au-
thority notifies the congressional defense
committees, in writing, of the actions taken
to comply with the requirements under sub-
section (a).

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term ‘‘Milestone B approval’ has
the meaning given the term in section
2366(e)(7) of title 10, United States Code.

(2) The term ‘‘milestone decision author-
ity” means the official within the Depart-
ment of Defense designated with the overall
responsibility and authority for acquisition
decisions for the program, including author-
ity to approve entry of the program into the
next phase of the acquisition process.

(3) The term ‘‘large surface combatants’
means Navy surface ships that are designed
primarily to engage in attacks against air-
borne, surface, subsurface, and shore targets,
excluding frigates and littoral combat ships.
SEC. 128. REFUELING AND COMPLEX OVERHAULS

OF THE U.S.S. JOHN C. STENNIS AND
U.S.S. HARRY S. TRUMAN.

(a) REFUELING AND COMPLEX OVERHAUL.—
The Secretary of the Navy shall carry out
the nuclear refueling and complex overhaul
of the U.S.S. John C. Stennis (CVN-74) and
U.S.S. Harry S. Truman (CVN-75).

(b) USE OF INCREMENTAL FUNDING.—With
respect to any contract entered into under
subsection (a) for the nuclear refueling and
complex overhauls of the U.S.S. John C.
Stennis (CVN-74) and U.S.S. Harry S. Tru-
man (CVN-75), the Secretary may use incre-
mental funding for a period not to exceed six
years after advance procurement funds for
such nuclear refueling and complex overhaul
effort are first obligated.

(¢c) CONDITION FOR OUT-YEAR CONTRACT
PAYMENTS.—Any contract entered into under
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subsection (a) shall provide that any obliga-
tion of the United States to make a payment
under the contract for a fiscal year after fis-
cal year 2020 is subject to the availability of
appropriations for that purpose for that later
fiscal year.

SEC. 129. REPORT ON CARRIER WING COMPOSI-
TION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than May 1,
2020, the Secretary of the Navy shall submit
to the congressional defense committees a
report on the optimal composition of the
carrier air wing in 2030 and 2040, including al-
ternative force design concepts.

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report required under
subsection (a) shall include the following ele-
ments:

(1) Analysis and justification for the
Navy’s stated goal of a 50/560 mix of 4th and
5th generation aircraft for 2030.

(2) Analysis and justification for an opti-
mal mix of carrier aircraft for 2040.

(3) A plan for incorporating unmanned aer-
ial vehicles and associated communication
capabilities to effectively implement the fu-
ture force design.

(c) BRIEFING.—Not later than March 1, 2020,
the Secretary of the Navy shall provide the
congressional defense committees a briefing
on the report required under subsection (a).

Subtitle D—Air Force Programs

SEC. 141. REQUIREMENT TO ALIGN AIR FORCE
FIGHTER FORCE STRUCTURE WITH
NATIONAL DEFENSE STRATEGY AND
REPORTS.

(a) REQUIRED SUBMISSION OF STRATEGY.—
Not later than March 1, 2020, the Secretary
of the Air Force shall submit to the congres-
sional defense committees a fighter force
structure acquisition strategy that is
aligned with the results of the reports sub-
mitted under subtitle D of title I of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2018 (Public Law 115-91) and the Air
Force’s stated requirements to meet the Na-
tional Defense Strategy.

(b) ALIGNMENT WITH STRATEGY.—The Sec-
retary of the Air Force may not deviate from
the strategy submitted under subsection (a)
until—

(1) the Secretary receives a waiver and jus-
tification from the Secretary of Defense; and

(2) 30 days after notifying the congres-
sional defense committees of the proposed
deviation.

SEC. 142. REQUIREMENT TO ESTABLISH THE USE
OF AN AGILE DEVOPS SOFTWARE
DEVELOPMENT SOLUTION AS AN AL-
TERNATIVE FOR JOINT STRIKE
FIGHTER AUTONOMIC LOGISTICS IN-
FORMATION SYSTEM.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF AN ALTERNATIVE
AGILE DEVOPS SOFTWARE DEVELOPMENT PRO-
GRAM.—The Secretary of Defense shall estab-
lish a software development activity using
Agile DevOps to create an alternative solu-
tion for the Joint Strike Fighter Autonomic
Logistics Information System (ALIS).

(b) COMPETITIVE ANALYSIS.—The Secretary
of Defense shall carry out a competitive
analysis of the efforts between Autonomic
Logistics Information System, Autonomic
Logistics Information System-Next, and
Madhatter, including with respect to transi-
tion opportunities and timelines.

(c) BRIEFING.—Not later than September
30, 2020, the Secretary of Defense, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of the Air
Force, shall provide the congressional de-
fense committees a briefing on the findings
of the Secretary of Defense with respect to
the competitive analysis carried out under
subsection (b).

SEC. 143. REPORT ON FEASIBILITY OF
MULTIYEAR CONTRACT FOR PRO-
CUREMENT OF JASSM-ER MISSILES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than March 31,
2020, the Secretary of the Air Force shall
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submit a report to the congressional defense
committees assessing the feasibility of en-
tering into a multiyear contract for procure-
ment of JASSM-ER missiles starting in fis-
cal year 2022.

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report required under
subsection (a) shall include the following ele-
ments:

(1) An initial assessment of cost savings to
the Air Force from a multiyear contract.

(2) An analysis of at least two different
multiyear contract options that vary in ei-
ther duration or quantity, at least one of
which assumes a maximum procurement of
550 missiles per year for 5 years.

(3) An assessment of how a multiyear con-
tract will impact the industrial base.

(4) An assessment of how a multiyear con-
tract will impact the Long Range Anti-Ship
Missile.

(5) An assessment of how a multiyear con-
tract will impact the ability of the Air Force
to develop additional capabilities for the
JASSM-ER missile.

SEC. 144. AIR FORCE AGGRESSOR SQUADRON
MODERNIZATION.

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that—

(1) it is critical that the Air Force has the
capability to train against an advanced air
adversary in order to be prepared for con-
flicts against a modern enemy force, and
that in order to have this capability, the Air
Force must have access to an advanced ad-
versary force prior to United States adver-
saries fielding a bth-generation operational
capability; and

(2) the Air Force’s plan to use low-rate ini-
tial production F-35As as aggressor aircraft
reflects a recognition of the need to field a
modernized aggressor fleet.

(b) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Air
Force may not transfer any low-rate initial
production F-35 aircraft for use as aggressor
aircraft until the Chief of Staff of the Air
Force submits to the congressional defense
committees a comprehensive plan and report
on the strategy for modernizing its organic
aggressor fleet.

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required under
paragraph (1) shall include the following ele-
ments:

(A) Potential locations for F-35A aggressor
aircraft, including an analysis of installa-
tions that—

(i) have the size and availability of air-
space necessary to meet flying operations re-
quirements;

(ii) have sufficient capacity and avail-
ability of range space;

(iii) are capable of hosting advanced-threat
training exercises; and

(iv) meet or require minimal addition to
the environmental requirements associated
with the basing action.

(B) An analysis of the potential cost and
benefits of expanding aggressor squadrons
currently operating 18 Primary Assigned
Aircraft (PAA) to a level of 24 PAA each.

(C) An analysis of the cost and timelines
associated with modernizing the current Air
Force aggressor squadrons to include upgrad-
ing aircraft radar, infrared search-and-track
systems, radar warning receiver, tactical
datalink, threat-representative jamming
pods, and other upgrades necessary to pro-
vide a realistic advanced adversary threat.
SEC. 145. AIR FORCE PLAN FOR COMBAT RESCUE

HELICOPTER FIELDING.

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that, given delays to Operational
Loss Replacement (OLR) program fielding
and the on-time fielding of Combat Rescue
Helicopter (CRH), the Air National Guard
should retain additional HH-60G helicopters
at Air National Guard locations to meet
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their recommended primary aircraft author-

ized (PAA) per the Air Force’s June 2018 re-

port on Air National Guard HH-60 require-
ments.

(b) REPORT ON FIELDING PLAN.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 45 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of the Air Force shall submit
to the congressional defense committees a
report on its fielding plan for the CRH pro-
gram.

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required under
paragraph (1) shall include the following ele-
ments:

(A) A description of the differences in ca-
pabilities between the HH-60G, OLR, and
CRH helicopters.

(B) A description of the costs and risks as-
sociated with changing the CRH fielding plan
to reduce or eliminate inventory shortfalls.

(C) A description of the measures for accel-
erating the program available within the
current contract.

(D) A description of the operational risks
and benefits associated with fielding the
CRH to the active component first, includ-
ing—

(i) how the differing fielding plan may af-
fect deployment schedules;

(ii) what capabilities active-component
units deploying with the CRH will have that
reserve component units deploying with OLR
will not; and

(iii) an analysis of the potential costs and
benefits that could result from accelerating
CRH fielding to all units through additional
funding in the future years defense program.

(c) REPORT ON TRAINING PLAN.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 45 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of the Air Force shall submit
to the congressional defense committees a
report on the plan to sustain training for ini-
tial-entry reserve component HH-60G pilots
once the active component of the Air Force
has received all of its CRH helicopters.

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required under
paragraph (1) shall include the following ele-
ments:

(A) Projected reserve component aircrew
initial HH-60G/OLR qualification training re-
quirements, by year.

(B) The number of legacy HH-60G/OLR hel-
icopters required to continue providing ini-
tial HH-60G qualification training through
the 150th Special Operations Wing at
Kirtland Air Force Base.

(C) The number of personnel required to
continue providing initial HH-60G/OLR qual-
ification training through the 150th Special
Operations Wing at Kirtland Air Force Base.

(D) The number of flying hours required
per pilot to perform ‘‘differences training’’ at
home station for initial entry HH-60 pilots
receiving CRH training at Kirtland Air Force
Base to become qualified in the HH-60G/OLR
at their home station.

(E) The projected effect of using local fly-
ing training hours at reserve component
units on overall unit training readiness and
ability to meet Ready Aircrew Program re-
quirements.

SEC. 146. MILITARY TYPE CERTIFICATION FOR
AT-6 AND A-29 LIGHT ATTACK EX-
PERIMENTATION ATRCRAFT.

The Secretary of the Air Force shall con-
duct a military type certification for the
AT-6 and A-29 light attack experimentation
aircraft pursuant to the DoD Directive on
Military Type Certificates, 5030.61.

Subtitle E—Defense-wide, Joint, and

Multiservice Matters
LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR COMMUNICATIONS SYS-
TEMS LACKING CERTAIN RESIL-
IENCY FEATURES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided under
subsection (b), none of the funds authorized

SEC. 151.
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to be appropriated by this Act or otherwise
made available for the Department of De-
fense for fiscal year 2020 may be used for the
procurement of a current or future Depart-
ment of Defense communication program of
record unless the communications equip-
ment—

(1) provides the ability to deny geolocation
of a transmission that would allow enemy
targeting of the force;

(2) provides the ability to securely commu-
nicate classified information in a jamming
environment of like-echelon forces; and

(3) utilizes a waveform that is made avail-
able in the Department of Defense Waveform
Information Repository.

(b) WAIVER.—The Secretary of a military
department may waive the requirement
under subsection (a) with respect to a com-
munications system upon certifying to the
congressional defense committees that the
system will not require resiliency due to its
expected use.

SEC. 152. F-35 SUSTAINMENT COST.

(a) QUARTERLY REPORT.—The Under Sec-
retary of Defense for Acquisition and
Sustainment shall include in the quarterly
report required under section 155 of the John
S. McCain National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2019 (Public Law 115—
232)—

(1) sustainment cost data related to the F-
356 program, including a comparison in
itemized format of the cost of legacy aircraft
and the cost of the F-35 program, based on a
standardized set of criteria; and

(2) a progress report on the extent to which
the goals developed pursuant to subsection
(b) are being achieved.

(b) COST REDUCTION PLAN.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Under Secretary of
Defense for Acquisition and Sustainment
shall develop a plan for achieving significant
reductions in the cost to operate and main-
tain the F-35 aircraft.

(2) ELEMENTS.—The plan required under
paragraph (1) shall include the following ele-
ments:

(A) Specific changes in the management of
operation and support (O&S) cost to engen-
der continuous process improvement.

(B) Specific actions the Department will
implement in the near term to reduce 0&S
cost.

(C) Concrete timelines for implementing
the specific actions and process changes.

(3) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Under Secretary shall submit to the congres-
sional defense committees a report on the
baseline plan for achieving operation and
support cost savings.

SEC. 153. ECONOMIC ORDER QUANTITY CON-
TRACTING AUTHORITY FOR F-35
JOINT STRIKE FIGHTER PROGRAM.

The Secretary of Defense is authorized to
award multiyear contracts for the procure-
ment of F-35 aircraft in economic order
quantities for fiscal year 2021 (Lot 15)
through fiscal year 2023 (Lot 17).

SEC. 154. REPEAL OF TACTICAL UNMANNED VE-
HICLE COMMON DATA LINK RE-
QUIREMENT.

Section 141 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2006 (Public
Law 109-163; 119 Stat. 3163) is hereby re-
pealed.

TITLE II—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,

TEST, AND EVALUATION

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

SEC. 201. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2020 for the use of the
Department of Defense for research, develop-
ment, test, and evaluation, as specified in
the funding table in section 4201.
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Subtitle B—Program Requirements,
Restrictions, and Limitations
211. DEVELOPMENT AND ACQUISITION
STRATEGY TO PROCURE SECURE,
LOW PROBABILITY OF DETECTION
DATA LINK NETWORK CAPABILITY.

(a) STRATEGY REQUIRED.—Not later than
March 1, 2020, the Chief of Staff of the Air
Force and Chief of Naval Operations shall
jointly submit to the congressional defense
committees a joint development and acquisi-
tion strategy to procure a secure, low prob-
ability of detection data link network capa-
bility, with the ability to effectively operate
in hostile jamming environments while pre-
serving the low observability characteristics
of the relevant platforms, including both ex-
isting and planned platforms.

(b) NETWORK CHARACTERISTICS.—The data
link network capability to be procured pur-
suant to the development and acquisition
strategy submitted under subsection (a)
shall—

(1) ensure that any network made with
such capability will be low risk and afford-
able, with minimal impact or change to ex-
isting host platforms and minimal overall
integration costs;

(2) use a non-proprietary and open systems
approach compatible with the Rapid Capa-
bilities Office Open Mission Systems initia-
tive of the Air Force and the Future Air-
borne Capability Environment initiative of
the Navy; and

(3) provide for an architecture to connect,
with operationally relevant throughput and
latency—

(A) fifth-generation combat aircraft;

(B) fifth-generation and fourth-generation
combat aircraft;

(C) fifth-generation and fourth-generation
combat aircraft and appropriate support air-
craft and other network nodes for command,
control, communications, intelligence, sur-
veillance, and reconnaissance purposes; and

(D) fifth-generation and fourth-generation
combat aircraft and their associated net-
work-enabled precision weapons.

(¢) LIMITATION.—Of the funds authorized to
be appropriated by this Act or otherwise
made available for fiscal year 2020 for oper-
ation and maintenance for the Office of the
Secretary of the Air Force and for operations
and maintenance for the Office of the Sec-
retary of the Navy, not more than 50 percent
may be obligated or expended until the date
that is 156 days after the date on which the
Chief of Staff of the Air Force and Chief of
Naval Operations submit the development
and acquisition strategy required by sub-
section (a).

SEC. 212. ESTABLISHMENT OF SECURE NEXT-
GENERATION WIRELESS NETWORK
(5G) INFRASTRUCTURE FOR THE NE-
VADA TEST AND TRAINING RANGE
AND BASE INFRASTRUCTURE.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT REQUIRED.—Not later
than one year after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary of Defense
shall establish secure fifth-generation wire-
less network components and capabilities at
no fewer than two Department of Defense in-
stallations in accordance with this section.

(b) FIRST INSTALLATION.—

(1) LoCATION.—The Secretary shall estab-
lish components and capabilities under sub-
section (a) at the Nevada Test and Training
Range, which shall serve as the Depart-
ment’s Major Range and Test Facility Base
(MRTFB) for fifth-generation wireless net-
working.

(2) OBJECTIVE.—The Secretary shall ensure
that the establishment of components and
capabilities under subsection (a) at the range
described in paragraph (1) of this subsection
will allow the Department to explore and
demonstrate the utility of using fifth-gen-
eration wireless networking technology to
enhance combat operations.
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(3) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the establish-
ment of components and capabilities under
subsection (a) at the range described in para-
graph (1) of this subsection is to demonstrate
the following:

(A) The potential military utility of high
bandwidth, scalable, and low latency fifth-
generation wireless networking technology.

(B) Advanced security technology that is
applicable to fifth-generation networks as
well as legacy Department command and
control networks.

(C) Secure interoperability with fixed and
wireless systems (legacy and future sys-
tems).

(D) Enhancements such as spectrum and
waveform diversity, frequency hopping and
spreading, and beam forming for military re-
quirements.

(E) Technology for dynamic network slic-
ing for specific use cases and applications re-
quiring varying levels of latency, scale, and
throughput.

(F) Technology for dynamic spectrum shar-
ing and network isolation.

(c) SECOND AND ADDITIONAL INSTALLA-
TIONS.—

(1) LocATION.—The location of the second
and any additional installations for estab-
lishment of components and capabilities
under subsection (a) shall be at such Depart-
ment installation or installations as the Sec-
retary considers appropriate for the purpose
set forth in paragraph (2) of this subsection.

(2) PURPOSES.—The purpose of the second
and any additional installations for estab-
lishment of components and capabilities
under subsection (a) is to explore and dem-
onstrate infrastructure implementations of
the following:

(A) Base infrastructure installation of high
bandwidth, scalable, and low latency fifth-
generation wireless networking technology.

(B) Applications for secure fifth-generation
wireless network capabilities for the Depart-
ment, such as the following:

(i) Interactive augmented reality or syn-
thetic training environments.

(ii) Internet of things devices.

(iii) Autonomous systems.

(iv) Advanced manufacturing through the
following:

(I) Department-sponsored centers for man-
ufacturing innovation (as defined in section
34(c) of the National Institute of Standards
and Technology Act (15 U.S.C. 278s(c))).

(IT) Department research and development
organizations.

(III) Manufacturers in the defense indus-
trial base of the United States.

SEC. 213. LIMITATION AND REPORT ON INDIRECT
FIRE PROTECTION CAPABILITY IN-
CREMENT 2 ENDURING CAPABILITY.

(a) LIMITATION AND REPORT.—None of the
funds authorized to be appropriated by this
Act or otherwise made available for fiscal
year 2020 for the Army may be obligated or
expended for research, development, test,
and evaluation for the Indirect Fire Protec-
tion Capability Increment 2 enduring capa-
bility until the Secretary of the Army sub-
mits to the congressional defense commit-
tees a report on the Indirect Fire Protection
Capability Increment 2 program that con-
tains the following:

(1) An assessment of whether the require-
ments previously established for the pro-
gram meet the anticipated threat at the
time of planned initial operating capability
and fully operating capability.

(2) A list of candidate systems considered
to meet the Indirect Fire Protection Capa-
bility Increment 2 requirement, including
those fielded or in development by the Army,
the Missile Defense Agency, and other ele-
ments of the Department of Defense.
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(3) An assessment of each candidate sys-
tem’s capability against representative
threats.

(4) An assessment of other relevant speci-
fications of each candidate system, including
cost of development, cost per round if appli-
cable, technological maturity, and logistics
and sustainment.

(5) A plan for how the Army will integrate
the chosen system or systems into the Inte-
grated Air and Missile Defense Battle Com-
mand System.

(b) CERTIFICATION REQUIRED.—Not later
than 10 days after the date on which the
President submits the annual budget request
of the President for fiscal year 2021 pursuant
to section 1105 of title 31, United States
Code, the Secretary of the Army shall, with-
out delegation, submit to the congressional
defense committees a certification that iden-
tifies a program of record contained within
that budget request that will meet the re-
quirement in Department of Defense Direc-
tive 5100.01 to conduct air and missile de-
fense to support joint campaigns as it applies
to defense against supersonic cruise missiles.
SEC. 214. ELECTROMAGNETIC SPECTRUM SHAR-

ING RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT
PROGRAM.

(a) PROGRAM ESTABLISHMENT.—The Sec-
retary of Defense, in consultation with the
Administrator of the National Telecommuni-
cations and Information Administration, and
the Federal Communications Commission
shall jointly establish an electromagnetic
spectrum sharing research and development
program to promote the establishment of in-
novative technologies and techniques to fa-
cilitate electromagnetic spectrum sharing
between fifth-generation wireless net-
working technologies, Federal systems, and
other non-Federal incumbent systems.

(b) ESTABLISHMENT OF TEST BEDS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary, in coordination with the Ad-
ministrator and the Commission, shall, as
part of the program established under sub-
section (a), establish at least two test beds
to demonstrate the potential for cohabita-
tion between fifth-generation wireless net-
working technologies, other incumbent non-
Federal systems, and Federal systems.

(2) CO-LOCATION OF TEST BEDS.—The test
beds established under paragraph (1) may be
co-located, if a single geographic location
can provide a sufficient diversity of Federal
systems. If not, test beds established under
this subsection shall coordinate to share re-
sults and best practices identified in each lo-
cation.

(c) DEVELOPMENT OF DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE INTEGRATED SPECTRUM AUTOMATION
ENTERPRISE STRATEGY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than May 1, 2020,
the Secretary and the Administrator of the
National Telecommunications and Informa-
tion Administration, in consultation with
the Federal Communications Commission,
shall jointly propose an integrated spectrum
automation enterprise strategy for the De-
partment of Defense to address management
of electromagnetic spectrum, including both
Federal and non-Federal spectrum that is
shared by the Department of Defense or
could be used for national security missions
in the future, including on a shared basis.

(2) MATTERS ENCOMPASSED.—The strategy
developed under subparagraph (A) shall en-
compass cloud-based databases, artificial in-
telligence, system certification processes,
public facing application programming inter-
faces and online tools, and electromagnetic
spectrum compatibility analyses for sharing
of electromagnetic spectrum.

(d) PERIODIC BRIEFINGS.—Not later than 180
days after the date of the enactment of this
Act and not less frequently than once every
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180 days thereafter until the Secretary sub-
mits the report required by subsection (e),
the Secretary, in consultation with the Ad-
ministrator and the Commission, shall brief
the appropriate committees of Congress on
the progress of the test beds established
under subsection (b).

(e) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than October 1,
2022, the Secretary, in consultation with the
Administrator and the Commission, shall
submit to the appropriate committees of
Congress a report on the results of the test
beds established under subsection (b).

(2) RECOMMENDATIONS.—The report sub-
mitted under paragraph (1) shall include rec-
ommendations to facilitate sharing frame-
works in the bands of electromagnetic spec-
trum that are the subject of the test beds.

(f) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CON-
GRESS.—In this subsection, the term ‘‘appro-
priate committees of Congress’’ means—

(1) the Committee on Armed Services and
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation of the Senate; and

(2) the Committee on Armed Services and
the Committee on Energy and Commerce of
the House of Representatives.

SEC. 215. SENSE OF THE SENATE ON THE AD-
VANCED BATTLE MANAGEMENT SYS-
TEM.

It is the sense of the Senate that—

(1) the Senate supports the vision of the
Air Force for the Advanced Battle Manage-
ment System (ABMS) as a system of systems
that can integrate air, space, and other sys-
tems to detect, track, target, and direct ef-
fects against threats in all domains;

(2) such a capability will be essential to
the ability of the Air Force to operate effec-
tively as part, and in support, of the Joint
Force, especially in the highly-contested op-
erating environments established by near-
peer competitors;

(3) the Senate is concerned that the Air
Force has not moved quickly enough over
the past year to begin defining the require-
ments and maturing the technologies that
will be essential for the Advanced Battle
Management System, especially in light of
the pending retirement of the Joint Surveil-
lance and Target Attack Radar System
(JSTARS) aircraft that the Advanced Battle
Management System is conceived, in part, to
replace;

(4) the Senate understands that the Air
Force is moving deliberately to analyze al-
ternative concepts for the Advanced Battle
Management System and adopt an architec-
tural approach to its design;

(5) the Advanced Battle Management Sys-
tem, as a multidomain system of systems,
must have a central command and control
capability that can integrate these systems
into a unified warfighting capability;

(6) emerging technologies, such as artifi-
cial intelligence and automated sensor fu-
sion, should be built into the command and
control capability for the Advanced Battle
Management System from the start;

(7) such technologies would improve the
ability of the Advanced Battle Management
System to support human operators with—

(A) the rapid processing and fusion of
multidomain sensor data;

(B) the highly-automated identification,
classification, tracking, and targeting of
threats in all domains;

(C) the creation of a real-time common op-
erating picture from multidomain intel-
ligence; and the ability to direct effects on
the battlefield at machine-to-machine speeds
from all of the systems comprising the Ad-
vanced Battle Management System; and

(8) for an effort as ambitious and complex
as the Advanced Battle Management Sys-
tem, the Senate encourages the Air Force to
use existing acquisition authorities to begin
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a rapid prototyping effort to refine the re-

quirements and software-intensive tech-

nologies that will be integral to the com-

mand and control capability of the Advanced

Battle Management System.

SEC. 216. MODIFICATION OF PROOF OF CONCEPT
COMMERCIALIZATION PROGRAM.

(a) MAKING THE PROGRAM PERMANENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1603 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66; 10 U.S.C. 2359
note) is amended by striking subsection (g).

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Such sec-
tion is further amended—

(A) in the section heading,
““PILOT’’;

(B) in subsection (a)—

(i) by striking “PILoT”’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘Pilot’’; and

(C) by striking ‘‘pilot” each place it ap-
pears.

(b) ADDITIONAL IMPROVEMENTS.—Such sec-
tion, as amended by subsection (a), is further
amended—

(1) in the section heading, by inserting ‘‘OF
DUAL-USE TECHNOLOGY’ after ‘‘COMMER-
CIALIZATION’’;

(2) in subsection (a)—

(A) by inserting ‘‘of Dual-Use Technology’’
before ‘“‘Program’’; and

(B) by inserting ‘‘with a focus on priority
defense technology areas that attract public
and private sector funding, as well as private
sector investment capital, including from
venture capital firms in the United States,”
before ‘‘in accordance’’;

(3) in subsection (c)(4)(A)(iv), by inserting
‘. which may include access to venture cap-
ital” after ‘‘award’’;

(4) by striking subsection (d);

(5) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub-
section (d);

(6) by striking subsection (f); and

(7) by adding at the end the following new
subsection (e):

‘‘(e) AUTHORITIES.—In carrying out this
section, the Secretary may use the following
authorities:

‘(1) Section 1599g of title 10 of the United
States Code, relating to public-private talent
exchanges.

‘“(2) Section 2368 of such title, relating to
Centers for Science, Technology, and Engi-
neering Partnerships.

““(3) Section 2374a of such title, relating to
prizes for advanced technology achieve-
ments.

‘‘(4) Section 2474 of such title, relating to
Centers of Industrial and Technical Excel-
lence.

‘“(5) Section 2521 of such title, relating to
the Manufacturing Technology Program.

‘(6) Section 225 of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2018 (Pub-
lic Law 115-91; 10 U.S.C. 2359 note).

‘“(7T) Section 1711 of such Act (Public Law
115-91; 10 U.S.C. 2505 note), relating to a pilot
program on strengthening manufacturing in
the defense industrial base.

‘“(8) Section 12 of the Stevenson-Wydler
Technology Innovation Act of 1980 (15 U.S.C.
3710a) and section 6305 of title 31, United
States Code, relating to cooperative research
and development agreements.”’.

SEC. 217. MODIFICATION OF DEFENSE QUANTUM
INFORMATION SCIENCE AND TECH-
NOLOGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOP-
MENT PROGRAM.

Section 234 of the John S. McCain National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2019 (Public Law 115-232) is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)—

(A) in paragraph (2)—

(i) by inserting ‘‘and international’’ after
‘“‘interagency’’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘private sector’ inserting
‘“‘private-sector and international’’; and

by striking
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(B) in paragraph (6), by inserting ‘¢, work-
force,”” after ‘‘including facilities’’;
(2) in subsection (¢c)—

(A) in paragraph (2), by striking
‘‘sciences;”” and inserting the following:
‘‘sciences, including through coordination
with—

‘““(A) the National Quantum Coordination
Office;

‘‘(B) the National Science and Technology
Council Quantum Information Science Sub-
committee;

‘(C) other Federal agencies;

‘(D) other elements and offices of the De-
partment of Defense; and

‘““(E) appropriate private-sector organiza-
tions;”’;

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘and” at
the end;

(C) by redesignating paragraph (4) as para-
graph (5); and

(D) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol-
lowing new paragraph (4):

‘“(4) develop, in coordination with appro-
priate Federal entities, a taxonomy for quan-
tum science activities and requirements for
relevant technology and standards; and’’;
and

(3) in subsection (d)(2)(D), by inserting ‘‘a
roadmap and” after ‘‘including”’.

SEC. 218. TECHNOLOGY AND NATIONAL SECU-
RITY FELLOWSHIP.

(a) FELLOWSHIP PROGRAM.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of Defense, acting through the
Under Secretary of Defense for Research and
Engineering, shall establish a civilian fellow-
ship program designed to place eligible indi-
viduals within the Department of Defense
and Congress to increase the number of na-
tional security professionals with science,
technology, engineering, and mathematics
credentials employed by the Department and
Congress.

(2) DESIGNATION.—The fellowship program
established under paragraph (1) shall be
known as the ‘‘Technology and National Se-
curity Fellowship” (in this section referred
to as the ‘‘fellows program’’).

(3) ASSIGNMENTS.—Each individual selected
for participation in the fellows program shall
be assigned to a one year position within—

(A) the Department of Defense; or

(B) a congressional office with emphasis on
Armed Forces and national security matters.

(4) PAY AND BENEFITS.—Each individual as-
signed to a position under paragraph (3)—

(A) shall be compensated at a rate of basic
pay that is equivalent to the rate of basic
pay payable for a position at level 10 of the
General Schedule; and

(B) shall be treated as an employee of the
United States during the assignment.

(b) ELIGIBLE INDIVIDUALS.—For purposes of
this section, and subject to subsection (e), an
eligible individual is any individual who—

(1) is a citizen of the United States; and

(2) either—

(A) expects to be awarded an under-
graduate or graduate degree that, as deter-
mined by the Secretary, focuses on science,
technology, engineering, or mathematics
course work not later than 180 days after the
date on which the individual submits an ap-
plication for participation in the fellows pro-
gram; or

(B) possesses an undergraduate or graduate
degree that, as determined by the Secretary,
focuses on science, technology, engineering,
or mathematics course work that was award-
ed not earlier than one year before the date
on which the individual submits an applica-
tion for participation in the fellows program.

(c) APPLICATION.—Each individual seeking
to participate in the fellows program shall
submit to the Secretary an application
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therefor at such time and in such manner as
the Secretary shall specify.

(d) COORDINATION.—In carrying out this
section, the Secretary may consider working
through the following entities:

(1) The National Security Innovation Net-
work.

(2) Other Department of Defense or public
and private sector organizations, as deter-
mined appropriate by the Secretary.

(e) MODIFICATIONS TO FELLOWS PROGRAM.—
The Secretary may modify the terms and
procedures of the fellows program in order to
better achieve the goals of the program and
to support workforce needs of the Depart-
ment of Defense.

(f) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary may
consult with the heads of the agencies, com-
ponents, and other elements of the Depart-
ment of Defense, Members and committees
of Congress, and such institutions of higher
education and private entities engaged in
work on national security and emerging
technologies as the Secretary considers ap-
propriate for purposes of the fellows pro-
gram, including with respect to assignments
in the fellows program.

SEC. 219. DIRECT AIR CAPTURE AND BLUE CAR-
BON REMOVAL TECHNOLOGY PRO-
GRAM.

(a) PROGRAM REQUIRED.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense,
in coordination with the Secretary of Home-
land Security, the Secretary of Energy, and
the heads of such other Federal agencies as
the Secretary of Defense considers appro-
priate, shall carry out a program on re-
search, development, testing, evaluation,
study, and demonstration of technologies re-
lated to blue carbon capture and direct air
capture.

(2) PROGRAM GOALS.—The goals of the pro-
gram established under paragraph (1) are as
follows:

(A) To develop technologies that capture
carbon dioxide from seawater and the air to
turn such carbon dioxide into clean fuels to
enhance fuel and energy security.

(B) To develop and demonstrate tech-
nologies that capture carbon dioxide from
seawater and the air to reuse such carbon di-
oxide to create products for military uses.

(C) To develop direct air capture tech-
nologies for use—

(i) at military installations or facilities of
the Department of Defense; or

(ii) in modes of transportation by the Navy
or the Coast Guard.

(3) PHASES.—The program established
under paragraph (1) shall be carried out in
two phases as follows:

(A) The first phase shall consist of research
and development and shall be carried out as
described in subsection (b).

(B) The second phase shall consist of test-
ing and evaluation and shall be carried out
as described in subsection (c), if the Sec-
retary determines that the results of the re-
search and development phase justify imple-
menting the testing and evaluation phase.

(4) DESIGNATION.—The program established
under paragraph (1) shall be known as the
“Direct Air Capture and Blue Carbon Re-
moval Technology Program’ (in this section
referred to as the ‘‘Program’’).

(b) RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT PHASE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—During the research and
development phase of the Program, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall conduct research and
development in pursuit of the goals set forth
in subsection (a)(2).

(2) DIRECT AIR CAPTURE.—The research and
development phase of the Program may in-
clude, with respect to direct air capture, a
front end engineering and design study that
includes an evaluation of direct air capture
designs to produce fuel for use—

(A) at military installations or facilities of
the Department of Defense; or
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(B) in modes of transportation by the Navy
or the Coast Guard.

(3) DURATION.—The Secretary shall carry
out the research and development phase of
the Program during a four-year period com-
mencing not later than 90 days after the date
of the enactment of this Act.

(4) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary
may carry out the research and development
phase of the Program through the award of
grants to private persons and eligible labora-
tories.

(5) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 180
days after the date of the completion of the
research and development phase of the Pro-
gram, the Secretary shall submit to Con-
gress a report on the research and develop-
ment carried out under the Program.

(6) FUNDING FOR FISCAL YEAR 2020.—(A) The
amount authorized to be appropriated for fis-
cal year 2020 by section 201 for research, de-
velopment, test, and evaluation is hereby in-
creased by $8,000,000, with the amount of the
increase to be available for the research and
development phase of the Program.

(B) The amount authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2020 by section 301 for
operation and maintenance is hereby de-
creased by $8,000,000, with the amount of the
decrease to be taken from amounts available
for printing.

(7) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS FOR
FUTURE FISCAL YEARS.—There is authorized
to be appropriated to carry out the research
and development phase of the Program
$10,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2021
through 2023.

(c) TESTING AND EVALUATION PHASE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—During the testing and
evaluation phase of the Program, the Sec-
retary shall, in pursuit of the goals set forth
in subsection (a)(2), conduct tests and eval-
uations of the technologies researched and
developed during the research and develop-
ment phase of the Program.

(2) DIRECT AIR CAPTURE.—The testing and
evaluation phase of the Program may in-
clude demonstration projects for direct air
capture to produce fuels for use—

(A) at military installations or facilities of
the Department of Defense; or

(B) in modes of transportation by the Navy
or the Coast Guard.

(3) DURATION.—The Secretary shall carry
out the testing and evaluation phase of the
Program during the three-year period com-
mencing on the date of the completion of the
research and development phase described in
subsection (b), except that the testing and
evaluation phase of the Program with re-
spect to direct air capture may commence at
such time after a front end engineering and
design study demonstrates to the Secretary
that commencement of such phase is appro-
priate.

(4) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary
may carry out the testing and evaluation
phase of the Program through the award of
grants to private persons and eligible labora-
tories.

(5) LOCATIONS.—The Secretary shall carry
out the testing and evaluation phase of the
Program at military installations or facili-
ties of the Department of Defense.

(6) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than Sep-
tember 30, 2026, the Secretary shall submit
to Congress a report on the findings of the
Secretary with respect to the effectiveness
of the technologies tested and evaluated
under the Program.

(7) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out the testing and evaluation phase of
the Program $15,000,000 for each of fiscal
years 2024 through 2026.

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term ‘‘blue carbon capture’” means
the removal of dissolved carbon dioxide from
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seawater through engineered or inorganic
processes, including filters, membranes, or
phase change systems.

(2)(A) The term ‘‘direct air capture”, with
respect to a facility, technology, or system,
means that the facility, technology, or sys-
tem uses carbon capture equipment to cap-
ture carbon dioxide directly from the air.

(B) The term ‘‘direct air capture’ does not
include any facility, technology, or system
that captures carbon dioxide—

(i) that is deliberately released from a nat-
urally occurring subsurface spring; or

(ii) using natural photosynthesis.

(3) The term ‘‘eligible laboratory’ means—

(A) a National Laboratory (as defined in
section 2 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42
U.S.C. 15801)); or

(B) a laboratory of the Department of De-
fense.

Subtitle C—Reports and Other Matters
SEC. 231. NATIONAL SECURITY EMERGING BIO-
TECHNOLOGIES RESEARCH AND DE-
VELOPMENT PROGRAM.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall carry out a research and develop-
ment program on applications of emerging
biotechnologies for the national security
purposes set forth in subsection (b).

(b) NATIONAL SECURITY PURPOSES.—The na-
tional security purposes set forth in this sub-
section are as follows:

(1) To ensure military understanding and
relevancy of applications of emerging bio-
technologies in meeting national security re-
quirements.

(2) To coordinate all research and develop-
ment relating to emerging biotechnologies
within the Department of Defense and to
provide for interagency cooperation and col-
laboration on research and development re-
lating to emerging biotechnologies between
the Department and other departments and
agencies of the United States and appro-
priate private sector entities that are in-
volved in research and development relating
to emerging biotechnologies.

(3) To develop and manage a portfolio of
fundamental and applied emerging biotech-
nologies research initiatives that is stable,
consistent, and balanced across scientific
disciplines.

(4) To collect, synthesize, and disseminate
critical information on research and develop-
ment relating to emerging biotechnologies
within the national security establishment.

(5) To establish and support appropriate re-
search, innovation, and the industrial base,
including facilities and infrastructure, to
support the needs of Department missions
and scientific workforce relating to emerg-
ing biotechnologies.

(6) To develop a technical basis to inform
the intelligence community on the analysis
needs of the Department with respect to
emerging biotechnologies.

(c) ADMINISTRATION.—In carrying out the
program required by subsection (a), the Sec-
retary shall act through the Under Secretary
of Defense for Research and Engineering,
who shall supervise the planning, manage-
ment, and coordination of the program. The
Under Secretary, in consultation with the
Secretaries of the military departments and
the heads of participating Defense Agencies
and other departments and agencies of the
United States, shall—

(1) prescribe a set of long-term challenges
and a set of broad technical goals for the
program;

(2) develop a coordinated and integrated
research and investment plan for meeting
near-, mid-, and long-term challenges for
achieving broad technical goals that build
upon the Department’s investment in emerg-
ing biotechnologies research and develop-
ment, commercial sector and global invest-
ments, and other United States Government
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investments
fields;

(3) not later than 180 days after the date of
the enactment of this Act, develop and con-
tinuously update guidance, including classi-
fication guidance for defense-related emerg-
ing biotechnologies activities, and policies
for restricting access to research to mini-
mize the effects of loss of intellectual prop-
erty in basic and applied emerging biotech-
nologies and information considered sen-
sitive to the leadership of the United States
in the field of emerging biotechnologies; and

(4) develop memoranda of agreement, joint
funding agreements, and other cooperative
arrangements necessary for meeting long-
term challenges and achieving specific tech-
nical goals.

(d) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than December
31, 2020, the Secretary shall submit to the
congressional defense committees a report
on the program carried out under subsection
(a).

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required by
paragraph (1) shall include the following:

(A) An assessment of the potential na-
tional security risks of emerging biotech-
nologies technologies.

(B) An assessment of the efforts of foreign
powers to use emerging biotechnologies for
military applications and other purposes.

(C) A description of the knowledge-base of
the Department with respect to emerging
biotechnologies, plans to defend against po-
tential national security threats posed by
emerging biotechnologies, and any plans of
the Secretary to enhance such knowledge-
base.

(D) A plan that describes how the Sec-
retary intends to use emerging biotech-
nologies for military applications and to
meet other needs of the Department.

(E) A description of activities undertaken
consistent with this section, including fund-
ing for activities consistent with the section.

(F) Such other matters as the Secretary
considers appropriate.

(3) FOorRM.—The report submitted under
paragraph (1) shall be submitted in unclassi-
fied form, but may include a classified
annex.

(e) DEFINITION OF EMERGING BIOTECH-
NOLOGIES.—In this section, the term ‘‘emerg-
ing biotechnologies’ includes the following:

(1) Engineered biology, which is the appli-
cation of engineering design principles and
practices to biological, genetic, molecular,
and cellular systems to enable novel func-
tions and capabilities.

(2) Neurotechnology, which refers to cen-
tral and peripheral nervous system inter-
faces that leverage structural, computa-
tional, and mathematical modeling to de-
velop devices that decode neural activity
(identify how it corresponds to a particular
behavior or cognitive state, such as
sensorimotor function, memory, or
neuropsychiatric function) and use this in-
formation to deliver targeted interventions
or therapies to facilitate performance.

(3) Performance enhancement, namely
technologies that augment human physi-
ology at the cellular, molecular, and physio-
logical levels giving the end user novel or en-
hanced physical and psychological capabili-
ties.

(4) Gene editing, including tools that fa-
cilitate deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA) se-
quence deletion, replacement, or insertion
into cellular or organismal genetic material,
thereby modulating genetic function for ap-
plications that include treating and pre-
venting disease, and improving function of
biological systems.

(5) Biomolecular sequencing and synthesis,
namely the processes by which biomolecular
components (such as deoxyribonucleic acid

in emerging biotechnologies
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and ribonucleic acid) can be measured (se-
quencing) or generated (synthesis) for uses in
engineering biology, biomanufacturing, and
other medical and nonmedical applications.
SEC. 232. CYBER SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY AC-
TIVITIES ROADMAP AND REPORTS.

(a) ROADMAP FOR SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY
ACTIVITIES TO SUPPORT DEVELOPMENT OF
CYBER CAPABILITIES.—

(1) ROADMAP REQUIRED.—The Secretary of
Defense, acting through the Under Secretary
of Defense for Research and Engineering,
shall develop a roadmap for science and tech-
nology activities of the Department of De-
fense to support development of cyber capa-
bilities to meet Department needs and mis-
sions.

(2) GOAL OF CONSISTENCY.—The Secretary
shall develop the roadmap required by para-
graph (1) to ensure consistency with appro-
priate Federal interagency, industry, and
academic activities.

(3) SCOPE.—The roadmap required by para-
graph (1) shall—

(A) cover the development of capabilities
that will likely see operational use within
the next 25 years or earlier; and

(B) address cyber operations and cyberse-
curity.

(4) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary shall de-
velop the roadmap required by paragraph (1)
in consultation with the following:

(A) The Chief Information Officer of the
Department.

(B) The secretaries and chiefs of the mili-
tary departments.

(C) The Director of Operational Test and
Evaluation.

(D) The Commander of the United States
Cyber Command.

(E) The Director of the National Security
Agency.

(F) The Director of the Defense Informa-
tion Systems Agency.

(G) The Director of the Defense Advanced
Research Projects Agency.

(H) The Director of the Defense Digital
Service.

(5) FOrRM.—The Secretary shall develop the
roadmap required by paragraph (1) in unclas-
sified form, but may include a classified
annex.

(6) PUBLICATION.—The Secretary shall
make available to the public the unclassified
form of the roadmap developed pursuant to
paragraph (1).

(b) ANNUAL REPORT ON CYBER SCIENCE AND
TECHNOLOGY ACTIVITIES.—

(1) ANNUAL REPORTS REQUIRED.—In fiscal
years 2021, 2022, and 2023, the Under Sec-
retary of Defense for Research and Engineer-
ing submit to the Congressional Defense
Committees a report on the science and tech-
nology activities within the Department of
Defense relating to cyber matters during the
previous fiscal year, the current fiscal year,
and the following fiscal year.

(2) CONTENTS.—Each report submitted pur-
suant to paragraph (1) shall include, for the
period covered by the report, a description
and listing of the science and technology ac-
tivities of the Department relating to cyber
matters, including the following:

(A) Extramural science and technology ac-
tivities.

(B) Intramural science and technology ac-
tivities.

(C) Major and minor military construction
activities.

(D) Major prototyping and demonstration
programs.

(E) A list of agreements and activities
transition capabilities to acquisition activi-
ties, including—

(i) national security systems;

(ii) business systems; and

(iii) enterprise and network systems.
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(F) Efforts to enhance the national tech-
nical cybersecurity workforce, including spe-
cific programs to support education, train-
ing, internships, and hiring.

(G) Efforts to perform cooperative activi-
ties with international partners.

(H) Efforts under the Small Business Inno-
vation Research and the Small Business
Technology Transfer Program, including es-
timated amounts in the request for the fol-
lowing fiscal year.

(I) Efforts to encourage partnerships be-
tween the Department of Defense and univer-
sities participating in the National Centers
of Academic Excellence in Cyber Operations
and Cyber Defense.

(3) TIMING.—Each report submitted pursu-
ant to paragraph (1) shall be submitted con-
currently with the annual budget request of
the President submitted pursuant to section
1105 of title 31, United States Code.

(4) FOoRM.—The report submitted under
paragraph (1) shall be submitted in unclassi-
fied form, but may include a classified
annex.
SEC. 233. REQUIRING CERTAIN MICROELEC-
TRONICS PRODUCTS AND SERVICES
MEET TRUSTED SUPPLY CHAIN AND
OPERATIONAL SECURITY STAND-
ARDS.

(a) PURCHASES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—To protect the United
States from intellectual property theft and
to ensure national security and public safety
in the application of new generations of
wireless network technology and microelec-
tronics, beginning on January 1, 2022, the
Secretary of Defense shall—

(A) ensure that each critical microelec-
tronics product and service that the Depart-
ment of Defense purchases on or after such
date meets the trusted supply chain and
operational security standards established
pursuant to subsection (b), except in a case
in which the Department seeks to purchase a
critical microelectronics product or service,
but—

(i) no such product or service is available
for purchase that meets such standards; or

(ii) no such product or service is available
for purchase that—

(I) meets such standards; and

(IT) is available at a price that the Sec-
retary does not consider prohibitively expen-
sive; and

(B) to the maximum extent practicable,
ensure that each microelectronics product
and service, other than a critical microelec-
tronics product and service, that is pur-
chased by the Department of Defense on or
after such date meets the trusted supply
chain and operational security standards es-
tablished pursuant to subsection (b).

(2) CRITICAL MICROELECTRONICS PRODUCTS
AND SERVICES.—For purposes of this section,
a critical microelectronics product or service
is a microelectronics product, or a service
based on such a product, that is designated
by the Secretary as critical to meeting na-
tional security needs.

(b) TRUSTED SUPPLY CHAIN AND OPER-
ATIONAL SECURITY STANDARDS.—

(1) STANDARDS REQUIRED.—Not later than
January 1, 2021, the Secretary shall establish
trusted supply chain and operational secu-
rity standards for the purchase of microelec-
tronics products and services by the Depart-
ment.

(2) CONSULTATION REQUIRED.—In developing
standards under paragraph (1), the Secretary
shall consult with the following:

(A) The Secretary of Homeland Security,
the Secretary of State, the Secretary of
Commerce, and the Director of the National
Institute of Standards and Technology.

(B) Suppliers of microelectronics products
and services from the United States and al-
lies and partners of the United States.
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(C) Representatives of major United States
industry sectors that rely on a trusted sup-
ply chain and the operational security of
microelectronics products and services.

(D) Representatives of the United States
insurance industry.

(3) TIERS OF TRUST AND SECURITY AUTHOR-
1ZED.—In carrying out paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary may establish tiers of trust and secu-
rity within the supply chain and operational
security standards for microelectronics prod-
ucts and services.

(4) GENERAL APPLICABILITY.—The standards
established pursuant to paragraph (1) shall
be, to the greatest extent practicable, gen-
erally applicable to the trusted supply chain
and operational security needs and use cases
of the United States Government and com-
mercial industry, such that the standards
could be widely adopted by government and
commercial industry.

(5) ANNUAL REVIEW.—Not later than Octo-
ber 1 of each year, the Secretary shall review
the standards established pursuant to para-
graph (1) and issue updates or modifications
as the Secretary considers necessary or ap-
propriate.

(c) ENSURING ABILITY TO SELL COMMER-
CIALLY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, to
the greatest extent practicable, ensure that
suppliers of microelectronics products for
the Federal Government who meet the
standards established under subsection (b)
are able and incentivized to sell products
commercially that are produced on the same
production lines as the microelectronics
products supplied to the Federal Govern-
ment.

(2) EFFECT OF REQUIREMENTS AND ACQUISI-
TIONS.—The Secretary shall, to the greatest
extent practicable, ensure that the require-
ments of the Department and the acquisition
by the Department of microelectronics en-
able the success of a dual-use microelec-
tronics industry.

(d) MAINTAINING COMPETITION AND INNOVA-
TION.—The Secretary shall take such actions
as the Secretary considers necessary and ap-
propriate, within the Secretary’s authorized
activities to maintain the health of the de-
fense industrial base, to ensure that—

(1) providers of microelectronics products
and services that meet the standards estab-
lished under subsection (b) are exposed to
competitive market pressures to achieve
competitive pricing and sustained innova-
tion; and

(2) the industrial base of microelectronics
products and services that meet the stand-
ards established under subsection (b) in-
cludes providers producing in or belonging to
countries that are allies or partners of the
United States.

SEC. 234. TECHNICAL CORRECTION TO GLOBAL
RESEARCH WATCH PROGRAM.

Section 2365 of title 10, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) in subsections (a) and (d)(2), by striking
““Assistant Secretary of Defense for Research
and Engineering’’ both places it appears and
inserting ‘““Under Secretary of Defense for
Research and Engineering’’;

(2) in subsections (d)(3) and (e), by striking
““‘Assistant Secretary’ both places it appears
and inserting ‘‘Under Secretary of Defense
for Research and Engineering’’; and

(3) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘Assistant
Secretary’’ both places it appears and insert-
ing “Under Secretary’’.

SEC. 235. ADDITIONAL TECHNOLOGY AREAS FOR
EXPEDITED ACCESS TO TECHNICAL
TALENT.

Section 217(e) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2018 (Public
Law 115-91; 10 U.S.C. 2358 note) is amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraph (27) as para-
graph (29); and
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(2) by inserting after paragraph (26) the fol-
lowing new paragraph (27):

“(27) Rapid prototyping.

‘(28) Infrastructure resilience.”’.

SEC. 236. SENSE OF THE SENATE AND PERIODIC
BRIEFINGS ON THE SECURITY AND
AVAILABILITY OF FIFTH-GENERA-
TION (5G) WIRELESS NETWORK
TECHNOLOGY AND PRODUCTION.

(a) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense
of the Senate that—

(1) use of fifth-generation (5G) wireless net-
works and associated technology will be a
foundation for future warfighting applica-
tions for the Department of Defense;

(2) the commercial implementation of
fifth-generation wireless networks will pro-
vide the high speed and capacity necessary
for the Internet of Things, advanced manu-
facturing, autonomous machines, the appli-
cation of artificial intelligence, and smart
cities, and it is critical that the Department
of Defense utilize these new capabilities;

(3) protecting the innovation and tech-
nology that enables these revolutionary de-
velopments is essential for security of the
Department of Defense mission, and will re-
quire improved security of the microelec-
tronics supply chain and of the design and
operation of networks based on fifth-genera-
tion wireless network technology;

(4) securing fifth-generation wireless net-
works and associated technology is required
due to the increased effects of military proc-
esses that will be enabled on fifth-generation
wireless networks;

(5) the Department of Defense can no
longer rely on fabricationless business mod-
els in which microelectronics manufacturing
is located in countries with vulnerable sup-
ply chains or adversarial nations known for
predatory industrial espionage and posing a
military threat to the United States or on
small-scale manufacturing of trusted micro-
electronics in dedicated facilities;

(6) the Department of Defense should lever-
age its large procurement budget, sophisti-
cated understanding of the threats to micro-
electronics supply chains, as well as experi-
ence establishing requirements for the se-
cure production of microelectronics and
working with trusted foundries to create a
secure, competitive, and innovative manu-
facturing base in cooperation with industry;
and

(7) the Secretary of Defense should act ex-
peditiously to achieve the goals enumerated
in this subsection using resources and au-
thorities available to the Department, while
encouraging interagency planning for a
whole-of-government strategy.

(b) PERIODIC BRIEFINGS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than March 15,
2020, and not less frequently than once every
three months thereafter until March 15, 2022,
the Secretary of Defense shall brief the con-
gressional defense committees on how the
Department of Defense—

(A) is using secure fifth-generation wire-
less network technology;

(B) is reshaping the Department’s policy
for producing and procuring secure micro-
electronics; and

(C) working in the interagency and inter-
nationally to develop common policies and
approaches.

(2) ELEMENTS.—Each briefing under para-
graph (1) shall contain information on—

(A) efforts to ensure a secure supply chain
for fifth-generation wireless network equip-
ment and microelectronics;

(B) the continued availability of electro-
magnetic spectrum for warfighting needs;

(C) planned implementation of fifth-gen-
eration wireless network infrastructure in
warfighting networks, base infrastructure,
defense-related manufacturing, and logistics;
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(D) steps taken to work with allied and
partner countries to protect critical net-
works and supply chains; and

(E) such other topics as the Secretary con-
siders relevant.

SEC. 237. TRANSFER OF COMBATING TERRORISM
TECHNICAL SUPPORT OFFICE.

(a) TRANSFER REQUIRED.—Not later than
March 1, 2020, the Secretary of Defense shall
transfer responsibilities for the authority,
direction, and control of the Combating Ter-
rorism Technical Support Office from the
Assistant Secretary of Defense for Special
Operations and Low Intensity Conflict to the
Under Secretary of Defense for Research and
Engineering.

(b) REPORT REQUIRED.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than the date
that is 30 days before the date of the transfer
of responsibilities required by subsection (a),
the Secretary shall submit to the congres-
sional defense committees a report on such
transfer.

(2) CONTENTS.—The report submitted under
paragraph (1) shall include the following:

(A) An assessment of the relevance of the
roles, responsibilities, and objectives of the
Combating Terrorism Technical Support Of-
fice to supporting implementation of the Na-
tional Defense Strategy and recommenda-
tions, if any, for changes to the roles, re-
sponsibilities, and objectives of the Com-
bating Terrorism Technical Support Office
for the purpose of supporting implementa-
tion of the National Defense Strategy.

(B) An articulation of any anticipated effi-
ciencies resulting from the transfer of re-
sponsibilities as described in subsection (a).

(C) Such other matters as the Secretary
considers relevant.

SEC. 238. BRIEFING ON COOPERATIVE DEFENSE
TECHNOLOGY PROGRAMS AND
RISKS OF TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER
TO CHINA OR RUSSIA.

(a) BRIEFING REQUIRED.—Not later than
March 1, 2020, the Secretary of Defense, in
consultation with the Director of National
Intelligence, shall provide the congressional
defense committees a briefing, and docu-
ments as appropriate, on current cooperative
defense technology programs of the Depart-
ment of Defense with any country the Sec-
retary assesses to be engaged in significant
defense or other advanced technology co-
operation with the People’s Republic of
China or the Russian Federation.

(b) MATTERS TO BE ADDRESSED.—The brief-
ing required by subsection (a) shall address
the following matters:

(1) Whether any current cooperative de-
fense technology programs of the Depart-
ment of Defense increase the risk of tech-
nology transfer to th