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S. 1174
At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE,
the names of the Senator from Cali-
fornia (Mrs. FEINSTEIN), the Senator
from New York (Mrs. GILLIBRAND) and
the Senator from Maryland (Mr. VAN
HOLLEN) were added as cosponsors of S.
1174, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to increase funding
for Social Security and Medicare.
S. 1201
At the request of Mr. ScoTT of South
Carolina, the name of the Senator from
Indiana (Mr. YOUNG) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1201, a bill to reform the
labor laws of the United States, and for
other purposes.
S. 1269
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the
names of the Senator from Michigan
(Ms. STABENOW), the Senator from Ala-
bama (Mrs. BRITT), the Senator from
Montana (Mr. TESTER) and the Senator
from Alabama (Mr. TUBERVILLE) were
added as cosponsors of S. 1269, a bill to
reduce the price of insulin and provide
for patient protections with respect to
the cost of insulin.
S. 1271
At the request of Mr. ScoTT of South
Carolina, the name of the Senator from
South Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM) was
added as a cosponsor of S. 1271, a bill to
impose sanctions with respect to traf-
ficking of illicit fentanyl and its pre-
cursors by transnational criminal orga-
nizations, including cartels, and for
other purposes.
S. 1384
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND,
the names of the Senator from Maine
(Mr. KING), the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. BLUMENTHAL), the Sen-
ator from Maryland (Mr. CARDIN) and
the Senator from Connecticut (Mr.
MURPHY) were added as cosponsors of
S. 1384, a bill to promote and protect
from discrimination living organ do-
nors.
S. 1408
At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the
names of the Senator from Georgia
(Mr. Ossofrr) and the Senator from
Delaware (Mr. COONS) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 1408, a bill to amend title
9, United States Code, with respect to
arbitration of disputes involving race
discrimination.
S. 1457
At the request of Mr. RISCH, the
name of the Senator from Tennessee
(Mr. HAGERTY) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1457, a bill to authorize nego-
tiation and conclusion and to provide
for congressional consideration of a tax
agreement between the American Insti-
tute in Taiwan (AIT) and the Taipei
Economic and Cultural Representative
Office (TECRO).
S. 1467
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the
name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CASEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1467, a bill to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to allow
a refundable tax credit against income
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tax for the purchase of qualified access
technology for the blind.
S. 1514
At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the
name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CASEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1514, a bill to amend the
National Housing Act to establish a
mortgage insurance program for first
responders, and for other purposes.
S. 1561
At the request of Mr. ScoTT of South
Carolina, the names of the Senator
from Georgia (Mr. WARNOCK) and the
Senator from Mississippi (Mrs. HYDE-
SMITH) were added as cosponsors of S.
1561, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow qualified dis-
tributions from qualified tuition pro-
grams for certain aviation mainte-
nance and commercial pilot courses.
S. 1668
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the
names of the Senator from Washington
(Mrs. MURRAY), the Senator from Mis-
sissippi (Mrs. HYDE-SMITH), the Senator
from Mississippi (Mr. WICKER) and the
Senator from Indiana (Mr. BRAUN) were
added as cosponsors of S. 1668, a bill to
improve the Organ Procurement and
Transplantation Network, and for
other purposes.
S. 1669
At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the
names of the Senator from Minnesota
(Ms. SMITH) and the Senator from
South Dakota (Mr. ROUNDS) were added
as cosponsors of S. 1669, a bill to re-
quire the Secretary of Transportation
to issue a rule requiring access to AM
broadcast stations in motor vehicles,
and for other purposes.
S. 1689
At the request of Mr. MURPHY, the
name of the Senator from Vermont
(Mr. WELCH) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1689, a bill to prioritize efforts of
the Department of State to combat
international trafficking in precursor
chemicals and covered synthetic drugs
with the Government of Mexico, to pro-
vide for the imposition of sanctions
with respect to persons of the People’s
Republic of China contributing to
international proliferation of illicit
drugs or their means of production, and
for other purposes.
S. 1743
At the request of Mr. OSSOFF, the
name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr.
WARNOCK) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 1743, a bill to amend the Forest and
Rangeland Renewable Resources Re-
search Act of 1978 to modify the forest
inventory and analysis program.
S. 1811
At the request of Mr. WICKER, the
name of the Senator from Oklahoma
(Mr. LANKFORD) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1811, a bill to ensure treat-
ment in the military based on merit
and performance, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 1955
At the request of Mr. LEE, the name
of the Senator from Utah (Mr. ROMNEY)

S2227

was added as a cosponsor of S. 1955, a
bill to amend the Central Utah Project
Completion Act to authorize expendi-
tures for the conduct of certain water
conservation measures in the Great
Salt Lake basin, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 1983
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the
name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CASEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1983, a bill to require non-
Federal prison, correctional, and deten-
tion facilities holding Federal pris-
oners or detainees under a contract
with the Federal Government to make
the same information available to the
public that Federal prisons and correc-
tional facilities are required to make
available.
S. 1985
At the request of Mr. MARSHALL, the
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr.
VANCE) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1985, a bill to prohibit the flying, drap-
ing, or other display of any flag other
than the flag of the United States at
public buildings, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 1992
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the
name of the Senator from Arizona (Mr.
KELLY) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1992, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to expand the earned
income and child tax credits, and for
other purposes.
S. 2097
At the request of Mr. HOEVEN, the
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr.
MARSHALL) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 2097, a bill to amend the Agricul-
tural Act of 2014 to improve a program
that provides livestock disaster assist-
ance, and for other programs.
S. RES. 208
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the
name of the Senator from Nebraska
(Mr. RICKETTS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. Res. 208, a resolution express-
ing support for the designation of No-
vember 12, 2023, as ‘‘National Warrior
Call Day” and recognizing the impor-
tant of connecting warriors in the
United States to support structures
necessary to transition from the bat-
tlefield, especially peer-to-peer connec-
tion.

————

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mr. PADILLA (for himself,
Mrs. MURRAY, Mrs. FEINSTEIN,
and Mr. WYDEN):

S. 2134. A bill to amend the Federal
Crop Insurance Act to require research
and development regarding a policy to
insure wine grapes against losses due
to smoke exposure, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry.

Mr. PADILLA. Madam President, I
rise to introduce the Smoke Exposure
Crop Insurance Act of 2023. This legis-
lation will make Federal crop insur-
ance work better for wine grapes im-
pacted by wildfire smoke exposure.
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Increasingly frequent and cata-
strophic wildfires in California, Or-
egon, and Washington are threatening
the long-term sustainability of impor-
tant winegrowing regions. Vineyards,
winery operations, and the commu-
nities they support are routinely facing
the threat of wildfires that can not
only destroy vineyards, but can dam-
age fruit through prolonged smoke ex-
posure, which can be absorbed into the
grape, creating an ashy taste known as
smoke taint.

The impact has been particularly
acute for California’s 4,800 wineries and
5,900 winegrape growers, who have seen
significant property loss, loss of tour-
ism, and loss of production due to
smoke-exposed grapes. In 2020 alone,
industry sources estimate that between
165,000 and 325,000 tons of California
wine grapes were lost due to actual or
perceived smoke damage, and financial
estimates place losses at over $600 mil-
lion.

Federal crop insurance tools are not
working for winegrape producers grap-
pling with the impacts of climate
change induced wildfires. That’s why
we need to pass the Smoke Exposure
Crop Insurance Act.

The Smoke Exposure Crop Insurance
Act of 2023 would direct the U.S. De-
partment of Agriculture and Federal
Crop Insurance Corporation to re-
search, develop, and create a crop in-
surance policy to better insure against
wine grape losses due to wildfire smoke
exposure.

Wine grapes are vital to the econo-
mies of California, Oregon, and Wash-
ington—the largest producers of wine
grapes in the United States and the
most impacted by smoke-exposure. But
crop insurance is not working for wine
grapes—current products do not fully
capture the risks associated with grow-
ing in these smoke and wildfire-prone
States.

That is why we need to pass the
Smoke Exposure Crop Insurance Act of
2023, to improve crop insurance for
winegrape producers, wineries, and the
consumers they support to help address
the impossible choice facing producers
after a wildfire: Does a grower harvest
grapes knowing they may be unusable
for wine or do they take an indemnity
for what may be perfectly good grapes?

This bill gets us one step closer to
answering that question.

I would like to thank my colleagues
from California, Washington, and Or-
egon for joining me to introduce this
bill and for our partners in the House,
Representatives MIKE THOMPSON and
DAN NEWHOUSE, for championing this
bill in the House.

I look forward to working with my
colleagues to pass the Smoke Exposure
Crop Insurance Act as quickly as pos-
sible for inclusion in the 2023 farm Bill.

By Mr. PADILLA (for himself,
Mr. MERKLEY, Mrs. FEINSTEIN,
and Mr. WYDEN):
S. 2135. A bill to require the Agricul-
tural Research Service to conduct re-
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search relating to wildfire smoke expo-
sure on wine grapes, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry.

Mr. PADILLA. Madam President, I
rise to introduce the Smoke Exposure
Research Act of 2023. This legislation
will bolster research at land-grant uni-
versities along the west coast to better
understand the impacts of wildfire
smoke on wine grapes.

Increasingly frequent and cata-
strophic wildfires in California, Or-
egon, and Washington are threatening
the long-term sustainability of impor-
tant winegrowing regions. Vineyards,
winery operations, and the commu-
nities they support are routinely facing
the threat of wildfires that can not
only destroy vineyards but even those
vineyards that escape direct wildfire
damage can still suffer from prolonged
smoke exposure, which can be absorbed
into grapes and create an ashy taste
known as smoke taint.

The impact has been particularly
acute for California’s 4,800 wineries and
5,900 winegrape growers, who have seen
significant property loss, loss of tour-
ism, and loss of production due to
smoke-exposed grapes. The 2020
wildfires alone are estimated to have
cost wineries and winegrape growers
$3.7 billion both from immediate fire-
caused losses as well as losses in future
sales due to unharvested grapes ex-
posed to wildfire smoke.

Yet, there is a limited understanding
of how to measure and identify com-
pounds that cause smoke taint and
even less understanding of the mitiga-
tion and risk management measures
necessary to reduce these impacts.

Recognizing the dearth of informa-
tion and how much is at stake for the
wine industry, Congress provided $5
million to the USDA to identify the
compounds responsible for smoke taint
and to develop mitigation methods to
reduce or eliminate smoke taint.

This was a great first step, but we
need more. That is what my bill would
do.

The Smoke Exposure Research Act of
2023 would provide $32.5 million over 5
years to ensure the sustainability of
the wine industry in the face of climate
crisis.

Specifically, this bill would direct
the U.S. Department of Agriculture’s
Agricultural Research Service, in co-
ordination with land-grant universities
and researchers with viticulture and
enology expertise, to identify the com-
pounds responsible for smoke taint; es-
tablish standard sampling, testing, and
screening tools for use in vineyards and
wineries; and develop new risk assess-
ment tools, mitigation measures, and
management strategies for growers.

As researchers from the University of
California Davis, Washington State
University, and Oregon State Univer-
sity explain in recent research, the im-
pact of smoke taint is not predictable.

We cannot currently predict which
grapes may have suffered damage based
on anything intuitive, such as sight,
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smell, or even the flavor of fresh
grapes. ‘‘Freshness of the smoke, num-
ber of times exposed, variety of grape—
the list goes on. There’s so much we
don’t know.”’

That is why we need to pass the
Smoke Exposure Research Act, to en-
sure we have strong science-based data
for actual risk management and miti-
gation tools to protect the U.S. wine
industry.

I would like to thank my colleague,
Representative Mike Thompson, for his
leadership bolstering California
winegrowing communities and cham-
pioning this bill in the House.

I look forward to working with my
colleagues to pass the Smoke Exposure
Research Act as quickly as possible.

By Mr. REED (for himself and
Mr. YOUNG):

S. 2150. A bill to establish an Inter-
agency Council on Service to promote
and strengthen opportunities for mili-
tary service, national service, and pub-
lic service for all people of the United
States, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs.

Mr. REED. Madam President, I be-
lieve that Americans are ready and
willing to answer the call to serve, to
come together and meet the challenges
that we face at the local, national, and
international level. We just need to
create the conditions to mobilize them.
That is why I am proud to join Senator
YOoUuNG in introducing the Unity
through Service Act.

Our legislation is based on the rec-
ommendations of the National Com-
mission on Military, National, and
Public Service. The Commission was
established in the 2017 National De-
fense Authorization Act. At that time,
the Armed Services Committee faced a
critical question: Should women be re-
quired to register for the draft? Chair-
man John McCain and I quickly under-
stood that the question was also about
something bigger. What does it mean
for the Nation when so many people do
not have the common experience of
service, whether in the military or in
their communities? And what happens
when those who want to serve do not
have the opportunity to do so? With
those thoughts in mind, we established
the Commission to look at the issue of
service comprehensively.

The Commission published its final
report and recommendations just as
the COVID-19 pandemic began to grip
the Nation. It set a 10-year goal for 5
million Americans to begin partici-
pating in military, national, or public
service each year. Additionally, the
Commission set targets for ensuring
there are more than enough qualified
individuals seeking to serve in the
Armed Forces, and it called for mod-
ernizing government personnel systems
to attract and enable Americans with
critical skills to enter public service.
The Unity through Service Act would
help to implement those recommenda-
tions, providing the architecture and
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focus to mobilize a whole of govern-
ment approach.

Specifically, the Unity through Serv-
ice Act would establish an Interagency
Council on Service to coordinate and
lead initiatives that extend across
military, national, and public service.
The council would be tasked with pre-
paring and submitting to the President
a national strategy on service, includ-
ing a review of current programs, ini-
tiatives, and online content. The legis-
lation would promote cross-service
marketing, recruitment, and retention
through joint advertising campaigns
and shared market research. It would
also ensure that transitioning military
members and AmeriCorps members are
informed about other service opportu-
nities open to them.

The Unity through Service Act would
elevate all forms of service, leveraging
the strengths of existing programs. In
addition, it would complement the AC-
TION for National Service Act, which I
introduced earlier this year to put us
on a path to one million national serv-
ice members annually within 10 years.
The Unity Through Service Act would
provide a roadmap for bringing a new
generation of Americans together in
service to our Nation. Americans want
to serve. We just need to provide the
opportunities and the connection for
them to do so.

I urge my colleagues to join us in re-
affirming our national culture of serv-
ice by working with Senator YOUNG
and me to take up and pass the Unity
through Service Act.

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN:

S. 2161. A bill to provide financial as-
sistance for projects to address certain
subsidence impacts in the State of
California, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Energy and Natural
Resources.

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Madam President,
I rise to speak in support of the Canal
Conveyance Capacity Restoration Act,
which I introduced today. Representa-
tive JIM COSTA has introduced com-
panion legislation in the House of Rep-
resentatives.

The bill authorizes one-third cost-
share totaling $653 million for restor-
ing the capacity of the Friant-Kern
Canal, the Delta-Mendota Canal, and
the California Aqueduct.

Coordinated legislation in the State
legislature introduced by State Sen-
ator Melissa Hurtado has led to a
downpayment on a State cost-share for
restoring the canals’ capacity. Local
water districts would be responsible for
the remainder of the cost not covered
by the State or Federal governments.

In addition, the bill authorizes an ad-
ditional $180 million to restore salmon
runs on the San Joaquin River. The
funding is for fish passage structures,
levees, and other improvements that
will allow the threatened Central Val-
ley Spring-run Chinook salmon to
swim freely upstream from the ocean
to the Friant Dam.

My bill would help California water
users and California’s Nation-leading
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agriculture industry comply with a re-
cent State requirement to end the

overpumping of groundwater. The
stakes are huge: If we don’t bring
groundwater into balance, then the

San Joaquin Valley will lose access to
about 2 million acre-feet of water per
year.

Unless local water agencies and the
State and Federal governments act, a
recent U.C. Berkeley study has pro-
jected severe impacts from these water
supply losses: 798,000 acres of land
would have to be retired from agricul-
tural production, nearly one-sixth of
the working farmland in an area that
produces half the fruit and vegetables
grown in the Nation; and $5.9 billion
would be lost in annual farm income in
a region that is almost entirely reliant
on agriculture.

One of the most economical and effi-
cient ways to restore groundwater bal-
ance is to convey floodwater to farm-
land where it can recharge the aquifer.
California has the most variable pre-
cipitation of any State. When massive
storms from atmospheric rivers occur,
there is runoff to recharge aquifers—
but only if we can effectively convey
the floodwaters throughout the San
Joaquin Valley to recharge areas.

However, the major canals are in des-
perate need of repair and have lost as
much as 60 percent of their capacity.
The bill T am introducing today would
provide Federal assistance to help fix
these Federal canals.

Specifically, the bill would authorize
$653.4 million in a Federal funding-cost
share for three major projects to re-
store Federal canals damaged by sub-
sidence to their former capacity: $180
million for the Friant-Kern Canal,
which would move an additional 100,000
acre-feet per year on average; $183.9
million for the Delta Mendota Canal,
which would move an additional 62,000
acre-feet per year on average; and
$289.5 million for California Aqueduct
repairs, which would move an addi-
tional 205,000 acre-feet per year on av-
erage. While parts of the California Aq-
ueduct are State-owned, the majority
of the repairs are on its federally
owned portion.

This will give local farmers a fight-
ing chance to bring their groundwater
basins into balance without being
forced to retire vast amounts of land.

Critically, the ability to deliver
floodwaters through restored Federal
canals will allow the water districts to
invest in their own turnouts, pumps,
detention basins, and other ground-
water recharge projects. The South
Valley Water Association, which covers
just a small part of the valley, provided
my office with a list of 36 such projects
for its area alone.

The Public Policy Institute of Cali-
fornia, PPIC has determined that
groundwater recharge projects are the
best option to help the San Joaquin
Valley comply with the new State
groundwater pumping law. PPIC
projects that the valley can make up
300,000 to 500,000 acre-feet of its ground-
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water deficit recharge
projects.

A study commissioned by the coali-
tion group Water Blueprint for the San
Joaquin Valley estimates that reduc-
tions in groundwater could cause a loss
of up to 42,000 farm and agricultural
jobs in the San Joaquin Valley. An-
other 40,000 jobs or more could be lost
statewide each year due to reductions
in valley agricultural production, put-
ting the total at approximately 85,000
jobs statewide. Most of these impacts
will fall disproportionately on eco-
nomically disadvantaged communities.

Let me now turn to the three critical
canals that the bill would help restore.
The Friant-Kern Canal is a key feature
of the Friant Division of the Federal
Central Valley Project on the Eastside
of the San Joaquin Valley. For nearly
70 years, the Friant Division success-
fully kept groundwater tables stable on
the Eastside. This provided a sustain-
able source of water for farms and for
thousands of Californians and more
than 50 small, rural, or disadvantaged
communities who rely entirely on
groundwater for their household water
supplies.

But unsustainable groundwater
pumping in the valley has reduced the
Friant-Kern Canal’s ability to deliver
water to all who need it. Land ele-
vation subsidence caused by over-
pumping means that not all of the sup-
plies stored at Friant Dam can be con-
veyed through the canal. In some
areas, the canal can carry only 40 per-
cent of what it is designed to deliver.

In 2017, a very wet year in which we
should have banked as much flood-
water as possible, the Friant-Kern
Canal delivered 300,000 acre-feet of
water less than it would have conveyed
before subsidence. This water would
have helped recharge groundwater in
the south San Joaquin Valley, where
the impacts of reduced water deliv-
eries, water quality issues, and ground-
water regulation are expected to be
most severe.

The California Aqueduct serves more
than 27 million people in Southern
California and the Silicon Valley and
more than 750,000 acres of the Nation’s
most productive farmland. But despite
its name, much of the California Aque-
duct is owned by the Federal Govern-
ment and serves portions of Silicon
Valley, small towns and communities
in the northern San Joaquin Valley,
and farms from Firebaugh to
Kettleman City. The aqueduct rep-
resents a successful 70-year partnership
between the Federal Government and
the State of California.

In recent years, particularly recent
drought years, the California Aqueduct
has subsided. It has lost as much as 20
percent of its capacity to move water
to California’s families, farms, and
businesses. California is leading efforts
to repair the aqueduct and is working
to provide its share of funding, but the
Federal Government will also need to
pay its fair share. The bill I am intro-
ducing today would authorize $289.5

through
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million toward restoring the California
Aqueduct.

The Delta-Mendota Canal stretches
southward 117 miles from the C.W. Bill
Jones Pumping Plant along the west-
ern edge of the San Joaquin Valley,
parallel to the California Aqueduct.
The Delta-Mendota Canal has lost 15
percent of its conveyance capacity due
to subsidence. The bill I am intro-
ducing today would authorize $183.9
million toward restoring its full ability
to convey floodwaters to farms needing
to recharge groundwater and to wild-
life refuges of critical importance for
migratory waterfowl along the Pacific
Flyway.

This bill responds to a potential cri-
sis that very possibly could cause the
forced retirement of nearly one-sixth
of the working farmland in an area
that produces half of America’s fruits
and vegetables.

These are Federal canals, and the
Federal Government must help give
these farmers and agricultural commu-
nities a fighting chance to keep their
lands in production.

Lastly, this legislation helps to re-
store a historic salmon run on Califor-
nia’s second longest river, the San Joa-
quin.

I hope my colleagues will join me in
support of this bill.

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself,
Mr. KELLY, and Ms. SINEMA):

S. 2162. A bill to support water infra-
structure in Reclamation States, and
for other purposes; to the Committee
on Energy and Natural Resources.

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Madam President,
I rise today to speak about the
STREAM Act, Support to Rehydrate
the Environment, Agriculture and Mu-
nicipalities Act, which I am intro-
ducing today alongside my cosponsors,
Senators MARK KELLY and KYRSTEN
SINEMA. This bill is intended to help
Western States upgrade their water in-
frastructure in preparation for the se-
vere droughts and weather whiplash
that we have seen the past few years
and that will worsen significantly with
climate change.

If we don’t take action now, it is only
going to get worse. Lawrence Berkeley
National Laboratory scientists project
that climate change will cause a b54-
percent drop in the Sierras’ snowpack
within the next 20 to 40 years and a 79-
percent drop by the end of the century.
This change alone could be devastating
for California because we absolutely
depend on this snowpack. The Sierra
snowpack provides 30 percent of our
water supply and is our biggest res-
ervoir.

For these reasons and others, we
need an ‘‘all of the above’ water strat-
egy, including increased water supply;
incentivizing projects that build in en-
vironmental benefits and drinking
water for disadvantaged communities,
and investing in separate environ-
mental restoration efforts.

The bill I am introducing today helps
meet this challenge in four funda-
mental ways:
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No. 1, it authorizes significant water
supply funding that, in combination
with the bipartisan infrastructure law,
would provide California with 1.04 mil-
lion additional acre-feet of water per
year on average, enough water for over
6 million people.

No. 2, it provides additional financial
incentives for water supply projects
that include environmental benefits
and drinking water for disadvantaged
communities.

No. 3, it reforms the congressional re-
view process to more quickly approve
water supply projects;

No. 4, it significantly invests not
only in water supply projects but also
in environmental restoration to help
imperiled species adapt to climate
change.

The recent drought in the West from
2020 to 2022 illustrates why this bill is
so desperately needed.

In 2021, the drought caused the Cali-
fornia agriculture industry to shrink
by an estimated 8,745 jobs and incur
$1.2 billion in direct costs, according to
a report prepared for the California De-
partment of Food and Agriculture by
researchers at the University of Cali-
fornia at Merced. Reduced water deliv-
eries resulted in 395,000 acres of crop-
land left dry and unplanted.

Counting ‘‘spillover effects’” in the
broader economy, the TU.C. Merced
analysis found the total impacts were
more than 14,600 lost jobs, both full
time and part time, and $1.7 billion in
gross revenue losses.

In both 2021 and 2022, homes in sig-
nificant parts of the State were at risk
of running dry. In 2021, large parts of
Marin and Sonoma Counties and the
Mendocino coast came very close to
losing all water supply. In 2022, much
of Los Angeles, Ventura, and San
Bernardino Counties were placed under
emergency orders limiting them to
once-a-week landscape irrigation, with
the possibility of a complete irrigation
shutoff that was only avoided by the
timely arrival of multiple atmospheric
rivers last fall.

In California, one in eight acres
statewide has burned from wildfires in
the last decade, with the past 2 years
being the worst on record. The drought
has been devastating to the aquatic
ecosystem as well as our forests. As
just one example, the endangered win-
ter-run Chinook salmon depend on suf-
ficient cold water released by Shasta
Dam to rear their offspring in the Sac-
ramento River.

With limited water available in 2021,
NOAA Fisheries models predict that
approximately 75 percent of the winter
run Chinook salmon’s eggs died from
elevated water temperatures. This is a
species with three 1l-year age classes,
and a prolonged drought could threaten
the survival of the species.

To increase drought resiliency in
California and other Western States,
the bill authorizes the following fund-
ing over the next 5 years: $750 million
for surface and groundwater storage
projects and supporting conveyance,
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including $50 million for natural water
retention and release projects; $300 mil-
lion for water recycling projects; $150
million for desalination projects; $250
million for environmental restoration
projects; and $100 million for drinking
water for disadvantaged communities.

This funding builds on the bipartisan
infrastructure law’s funding of $1.15
billion for storage projects, $5650 mil-
lion for water recycling projects, and
$250 million for desalination projects.

The STREAM Act, in combination
with the bipartisan infrastructure law,
would provide California with the Fed-
eral cost-share for approximately
1,042,000 acre-feet per year of additional
water supply, or enough water for over
6 million people. This comes from the
following:

Enough funding for California to fi-
nally build three major off-stream
storage projects providing 370,000 acre-
feet of water on average each year:
Sites Reservoir, the Los Vaqueros Ex-
pansion, and the BF Sisk raise. In addi-
tion, the storage funding could provide
an additional 55,000 acre-feet per year
from some combination of other small-
er surface and groundwater storage
projects like the Sacramento Regional
Groundwater Bank or Del Puerto Can-
yon Reservoir. All of the projects are
non-Federal projects with a 25-percent
Federal cost share, with the exception
of the Federal BF Sisk Raise with a 50-
percent Federal cost-share.

Enough funding for 532,000 additional
acre-feet from water recycling
projects, from the $300 million author-
ized in the bill plus $550 million in the
bipartisan infrastructure legislation,
with a 25-percent Federal cost-share for
projects.

Enough funding for approximately
85,000 additional acre-feet from the $150
million authorized in the bill for de-
salination projects, plus $250 million in
the bipartisan infrastructure legisla-
tion, with a 25 percent Federal cost-
share for projects.

While virtually everyone supports
water recycling projects, surface and
groundwater storage projects are some-
times more controversial. I want to
point out a 2022 report from the widely
respected Public Policy Institute of
California, PPIC, which relates to the
benefits of additional surface and
groundwater storage as California’s cli-
mate is changing.

Many climate forecasters emphasize
that as climate change intensifies,
California will get more of its precipi-
tation in a few large to extraordinarily
large storms fueled by atmospheric riv-
ers, and more of the precipitation will
fall as rain rather than snow. In be-
tween the bursts of atmospheric rivers
there will be longer and more intense
droughts. We have definitely seen a
preview of this pattern this year.

PPIC has studied these projections
and estimated that there is substantial
water in wet years that is not needed
to maintain healthy Delta outflows but
currently cannot be captured because
California lacks the infrastructure to
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store for future dry periods. PPIC sug-
gests that given this reality, cost-effec-
tive storage projects in appropriate lo-
cations could help improve California’s
drought resiliency.

PPIC also argues that these storage
projects should be managed for envi-
ronmental flow benefits as well as
water supply benefits. This bill would
help with that because Federal funding
for Sites Reservoir would help provide
cold water for salmon, and Federal
funding for the expansion of Los
Vaqueros Reservoir would provide
needed water for wildlife refuges. Re-
garding cold water reserves for salmon
in particular, these reserves will be
critical to prevent salmon runs from
being wiped out during the potential
fourth, fifth, and maybe even sixth and
seventh years of devastating droughts.

The bill’s funding authorizations
apply not just to California but
throughout the 17 Western States
where the Bureau of Reclamation has a
presence. Many of these States have re-
cently benefited from the Bureau of
Reclamation’s storage, water recy-
cling, and desalination programs and/or
have projects currently seeking fund-
ing from these programs, including Ar-
izona, Idaho, Washington, Oregon,
Texas, Utah, Nevada, and New Mexico.
I believe the Federal funding assist-
ance authorized by this bill will be par-
ticularly important for all seven Colo-
rado River basin States as the States
negotiate the next painful round of
water supply cuts from the Colorado
River between now and 2026 in order to
meet the challenge of an increasingly
dry Colorado River basin.

In Arizona, the STREAM Act would
significantly advance the Salt River
Project’s proposal to raise Bartlett
Dam on the Verde River to counteract
the loss of approximately one-third of
the nearby Horseshoe Dam’s capacity
from accumulating sediment.

The bill uses financial incentives to
encourage storage and conveyance
projects to include environmental ben-
efits and other public benefits such as
drinking water for disadvantaged com-
munities. This is important to ensure
that the environment and disadvan-
taged communities are included in our
drought resilience strategies.

If proposed storage projects solely
provide irrigation and general munic-
ipal and industrial water supply bene-
fits, the bill authorizes only low-inter-
est loans to support these projects.

In contrast, the bill authorizes
grants for storage and conveyance
projects that include environmental
benefits, drinking water benefits for
disadvantaged communities, or other
public benefits either as part of the
project design or as part of a watershed
restoration plan adopted together with
the project.

This access to grants gives project
sponsors a strong financial incentive to
design environmental and disadvan-
taged community benefits into their
projects. This approach builds on the
experience of the Proposition 1 water
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bond California’s voters passed by a 2-
to-1 margin in 2014, which also
incentivizes projects with environ-
mental and other public benefits.

If storage and conveyance projects
take these steps, they can get Federal
grants both directly for the public ben-
efits and for an equal value investment
in the water supply component of the
project. Thus, the Federal Government
will provide $50 million for the general
water supply benefits of a project if the
project also has $60 million in fish and
wildlife or water quality benefits ei-
ther directly from the project or from
an associated watershed restoration
plan.

The bill not only increases funding
for drought resiliency projects, it expe-
dites their approvals and assists them
more cost-effectively, stretching tax-
payer dollars further.

The traditional Bureau of Reclama-
tion model for approving and funding
new water supply projects has involved
the following:

No. 1, reclamation studies new
projects in detail, which can take a
decade or more for major projects.

No. 2, once Reclamation’s studies are
complete, Congress authorizes projects
individually, which can take another 3
to 5 years or longer in many cases.

No. 3, the design and construction
can take a decade or longer.

One can quickly see that this model
can end up taking decades to construct
significant new water supply projects.
This is especially the case given the
limitations of Federal budgets and the
increasing cost of major projects in re-
cent years. Given the tremendous chal-
lenge posed by climate change to west-
ern water supply, we need a nimbler
and more responsive model.

Mike Connor, the Deputy Secretary
of the Interior during the Obama Ad-
ministration and currently Assistant
Secretary of the Army for Civil Works,
testified in support of a new model dur-
ing an October 8, 2015, hearing before
the Senate Committee on Energy and
Natural Resources. Deputy Secretary
Connor stated:

The traditional Reclamation business
model, in which feasibility studies, con-
sistent with the 1983 Principles and Guide-
lines for Water and Related Resources Devel-
opment, are first authorized, funded, and
submitted to Congress, and then construc-
tion is authorized and funded, does not al-
ways address the needs of project sponsors at
the state and local levels. Moreover, given
budget limitations and the availability of
other available financing mechanisms, the
historic Federal role in financing water stor-
age projects through the Bureau of Reclama-
tion must be revisited with a greater empha-
sis on non-Federal financing.

In response to the concerns articu-
lated by then-Deputy Secretary Connor
and others, the bill we are introducing
today, building on the 2016 Water Infra-
structure Improvements for the Nation
Act, makes two significant changes to
the traditional Reclamation model.
These changes expedite project approv-
als and make more cost-effective use of
available Federal funding.
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First, the bill eliminates the need for
Congress to authorize individual water
recycling and desalination projects and
non-Federal storage projects a Federal
investment of less than $250 million. It
can take 3 to 5 years or longer for
projects to get legislatively approved.
In fact, zero new water recycling
projects were authorized from 2009 to
2017 despite dozens of meritorious
projects with approved feasibility stud-
ies.

Federal storage projects, which are
often more controversial, continue to
require congressional authorization, as
do non-Federal storage projects with a
greater than $250 million Federal in-
vestment. The bill shortens the
timeline for congressional approval of
these projects through directing Rec-
lamation to follow a process that the
Army Corps of Engineers uses to notify
Congress of completed feasibility stud-
ies each year to set up an orderly
timeline to authorize projects.

Second, the bill no longer requires
100 percent Federal funding upfront as
was necessary under the traditional
Reclamation model. Instead, the bill
allows a maximum of 50 percent Fed-
eral funding for federally owned
projects and a maximum of 25 percent
Federal funding for non-Federal
projects that are built by States, water
districts, or Indian Tribes.

Federal dollars can be stretched fur-
ther by the partnerships with States
and water districts that will be fos-
tered under the bill. For example, the
proposed expansion of Los Vaqueros
Reservoir in California would be funded
nearly 50 percent by the State of Cali-
fornia, which has already conditionally
awarded funding, in addition to poten-
tially 20 to 25 percent by the Federal
Government and the remaining 25 to 30
percent by water users.

Multipartner projects like the Los
Vaqueros expansion frequently have
multiple benefits. For example, much
of the State and Federal funding for
the Los Vaqueros expansion would go
to augment the water supply of wildlife
refuges that provide essential water for
migratory birds on the Pacific flyway.
These benefits would complement the
project’s water supply benefits for
many Bay Area water districts.

If proposed storage projects solely
provide irrigation and general munic-
ipal and industrial water supply bene-
fits, the bill authorizes only low-inter-
est loans to support these projects.

In contrast, the bill authorizes
grants for storage and conveyance
projects that include environmental
benefits, drinking water benefits for
disadvantaged communities, or other
public benefits either as part of the
project design or as part of a watershed
restoration plan adopted together with
the project.

Let me give an example of how this
works. If a project sponsor is seeking
$100 million in Federal funding for a
$400 million non-Federal storage
project, the sponsor can get that $100
million funding as a grant if there is
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$100 million in public benefits from ei-
ther the project itself or other projects
as part of a watershed restoration plan
approved with the project.

The public benefits could be either
drinking water for disadvantaged com-
munities or fish and wildlife benefits.
Some examples of fish and wildlife or
water quality benefits from a water-
shed plan could include water leasing
during a dry year, water sharing agree-
ments, water banking, ongoing water
conservation, and related activities if
they provide fish and wildlife or water
quality benefits; environmental res-
toration projects; and natural water re-
tention and release projects.

The longer and more severe droughts
coming with climate change will ad-
versely affect not just farms and cities
but also the natural environment. The
bill includes provisions to improve spe-
cies’ drought resiliency as well.

The significant funding authorization
of $250 million for environmental res-
toration can be used to benefit many
different species, including fish and mi-
gratory birds. Some authorized uses of
this funding include improved habitat
for salmon, Delta smelt, and other fish
species adversely affected by the Bu-
reau of Reclamation’s water projects;
additional water for wildlife refuges
hosting migratory birds along the Pa-
cific flyway; improved stream gauges,
monitoring and science to better un-
derstand how to restore species and to
operate Reclamation water projects
with reduced environmental impacts;
ensuring that when Sacramento Valley
rice growers sell their water and idle
their crops, some water is left behind
and applied to bare fields in late sum-
mer and early fall to create shallow
flooded habitat during a critical
shorebird migration period; and assist-
ance in implementing water-related
settlements with State agencies and
State water quality laws.

The bill would also authorize $50 mil-
lion of the broader storage funding for
natural water retention and release
projects.

These projects would help restore
stream and river channels with natural
materials like wetlands. Like many
other projects prioritized by the bill,
these projects could have multiple ben-
efits, including increased groundwater
recharge, improved flood protection,
and increased floodplain habitat to
benefit salmon and other species. I
look forward to receiving comments on
ways to prioritize multibenefit projects
like natural water storage projects as
we move forward with the bill.

The bill also authorizes pay-for-per-
formance environmental restoration
approaches that award grants contin-
gent on the success of the restoration
effort. These approaches can expedite
environmental restoration and build
public/private partnerships to increase
the number of acres restored.

In addition, the bill makes clear that
it must be implemented consistently
with all Federal environmental laws,
including the Endangered Species Act,
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the National Environmental Policy
Act, the Clean Water Act and all other
environmental laws. All applicable
state laws must also be followed.

California is home to more than 40
million people, but our major state-
wide water infrastructure hasn’t sig-
nificantly changed in the past 50 years,
when we had only 16 million people.

We must modernize the system or we
risk becoming a desert state. Criti-
cally, this means putting in place in-
frastructure to allow our cities, our
farmers, and our natural communities
to withstand the severe droughts that
we are projected to face as a result of
climate change.

I hope my western colleagues will
join my cosponsors and me on this bill
because drought is a serious threat for
all of our States.

By Mr. PADILLA:

S. 2166. A bill to amend the Reclama-
tion States Emergency Drought Relief
Act of 1991 and the Omnibus Public
Land Management Act of 2009 to pro-
vide grants to States and Indian Tribes
for programs to voluntarily repurpose
agricultural land to reduce consump-
tive water use, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources.

Mr. PADILLA. Madam President, I
rise to introduce the Voluntary Agri-
cultural Land Repurposing Act to sup-
port voluntary efforts to repurpose ag-
ricultural land to multibenefit uses.
Enactment of this legislation would
provide new tools for States, producers,
water users, and Federal partners to
adapt to long-term water scarcity at
the basin scale.

The bill would modernize existing
Federal programs at the Bureau of Rec-
lamation to support long-term drought
planning and resiliency by stake-
holders.

Specifically, the bill would authorize
funding for States that choose to pilot
and implement their own multibenefit
land repurposing programs. Eligible
State-run programs must be basin-
scale, reduce consumptive water use,
and repurpose irrigated agricultural
land for at least 10 years. Programs
must also provide one or more other
measurable benefits to the environ-
ment or community, including the res-
toration habitat or floodplains connec-
tion to streams or rivers, the creation
of dedicated recharge areas, the facili-
tation of renewable energy projects,
the creation of parks or recreational
areas, and other listed uses. The bill
would also prioritize State programs
that provide direct benefits to dis-
advantaged communities or were devel-
oped through a multistakeholder plan-
ning process.

Because it may take time for States
to stand up or pilot programs, the bill
would also make multibenefit land
repurposing an eligible use under the
WaterSMART Program so that indi-
vidual water users could apply and
compete for funding for multibenefit
land repurposing projects.
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Water scarcity at the basin scale de-
mands widespread changes in water use
across the West. The Colorado River
Basin’s water storage shortage, Utah’s
decline to record low levels of the
Great Salt Lake, and California’s sub-
sidence due to groundwater overdraft
in the Central Valley are just a few of
the many examples of long-term,
basin-scale water scarcity demanding
change in our water use.

Through the bipartisan infrastruc-
ture law and the Inflation Reduction
Act, Congress has stepped up and in-
vested billions of dollars in new tech-
nologies to shore up our water supplies,
including large-scale water recycling
and desalination. But a historic
megadrought and the climate crisis are
unfortunately forcing Western States
and water users to reimagine how to
allocate and govern water and forcing
producers to be more efficient with
water or make do with less.

One tool to bolster drought resilience
is to retire irrigation from some agri-
cultural lands, particularly where soils
or productivity is marginal, where non-
irrigated agricultural uses can
sustainably contribute to an operation,
or where important public benefits
such as fish and wildlife habitat, water-
shed health and aquifer recharge, or re-
newable energy can be supported in a
conversion from irrigated agriculture.

I look forward to working with my
colleagues to pass the Voluntary Agri-
cultural Land Repurposing Act as
quickly as possible.

By Ms. COLLINS (for herself and
Mr. DURBIN):

S. 2179. A Dbill to help increase the de-
velopment, distribution, and use of
clean cookstoves and fuels to improve
health, protect the climate and envi-
ronment, empower women, create jobs,
and help consumers save time and
money; to the Committee on Foreign
Relations.

Ms. COLLINS. Madam President, I
rise today to introduce the Clean Cook-
ing Support Act. I am pleased to be
joined in this effort by my friend and
colleague Senator DURBIN. Our bill
aims to address a serious global public
health and environmental issue where
leadership by the United States can
make a real difference.

Today, more than 2 billion people, or
30 percent of the global population,
rely on ‘‘dirty cooking,” such as open
fires or inefficient, polluting, and un-
safe cookstoves that use agricultural
waste, coal, dung, or other solid fuels,
to cook their meals. The majority of
people using these types of cookstoves
and fuels are in developing countries in
Africa, Asia, and Latin America.

Exposure to smoke from these tradi-
tional cooking methods and open fires,
referred to as household air pollution,
can cause chronic and acute diseases
such as lung cancer, heart disease, and
stroke. Alarmingly, the household air
pollution caused by traditional cook-
stoves and open fires leads to 3.2 mil-
lion premature deaths annually, in-
cluding 450,000 children younger than 5
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years of age, most of whom live in sub-
Saharan Africa and Asia. Women and
girls are disproportionately affected, as
they spend hours cooking, inhaling
toxic smoke, and collecting fuels.

These cookstoves also create serious
environmental problems. Household air
pollution does not remain in the home;
it contributes to global ambient air
pollution. Specifically, more than half
of manmade black carbon emissions
come from household fuel combustion.
Black carbon is a powerful short-lived
climate pollutant with warming im-
pact on the climate that is 460 to 1,500
times stronger than carbon dioxide.

These cookstoves should be replaced
with modern alternatives to reverse
these alarming health and environ-
mental trends. Since 2010, the Clean
Cooking Alliance, an innovative pub-
lic-private partnership hosted by the
United Nations Foundation, has sup-
ported the adoption of clean cooking
worldwide. Recognizing the serious
health and environmental issues posed
by traditional cookstoves, the alliance
aims to save lives, improve livelihoods,
empower women, and combat pollution
by creating a thriving global market
for clean and efficient household cook-
ing solutions.

Our legislation reinforces our coun-
try’s policy on promoting clean cook-
stoves and seeks to take a whole-of-
government approach to address house-
hold air pollution. Specifically, the
Clean Cooking Support Act would cre-
ate an interagency working group,
with representatives from at least six
different Federal Agencies, committed
to increasing access to clean cooking
fuels and technologies worldwide. Our
legislation explicitly spells out the role
of each Federal Agency in the advance-
ment of clean cooking as well. The De-
partment of Energy, for instance, is
tasked with research and development
to spur the production of low-cost, low-
emission, and high-efficiency cook-
stoves, while the Department of State
is directed to engage in diplomatic ac-
tivities across the globe to support the
clean cooking and fuels sector. Finally,
our would authorize funding for the
U.S. Government to continue such ac-
tivities through 2028 to ensure that
these important efforts to prevent un-
necessary illness and reduce pollution
around the globe continue.

Our legislation would directly benefit
some of the world’s poorest people, in-
cluding the women and girls who are
disproportionately affected, and reduce
harmful pollution that affects us all. I
urge my colleagues to join me and Sen-
ator DURBIN in supporting the Clean
Cooking Support Act.

By Mr. WYDEN (for himself, Mr.

CASSIDY, Mr. SANDERS, Mr.
BupD, Mr. MARKEY, Ms. WAR-
REN, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr.
MERKLEY, Mrs. MURRAY, and
Mr. BROWN):

S. 2196. A bill to amend title II of the
Social Security Act to eliminate work
disincentives for childhood disability
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beneficiaries; to the Committee on Fi-
nance.

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, one
topic there is much agreement on is
the benefits of work, and our laws
should support those who want to
work. The bill I am introducing today
will change Social Security so that
parents and their children will know
that working will never disadvantage
them in the future.

Let me explain the problem. Under
current law, a child with a disability
that began before age 22 may receive a
Social Security benefit based on the
work of a disabled, retired, or deceased
parent. Often the child receives this
benefit for the rest of their life. Social
Security provides the benefit because
the child is usually dependent on their
parents for financial support. The prob-
lem is that the law regards earnings by
the child above $1,470 a month as end-
ing that dependency—even if the child
is no longer able to maintain that level
of work in the future. When that de-
pendency ends, the child ceases to be
eligible for the benefit from the parent.
Instead, the child would receive a ben-
efit based on their work. The benefit
from the parent’s work is often signifi-
cantly larger than the child’s own ben-
efit. Because of this policy, parents of
children with disabilities may prevent
their child from working at their full
potential, fearing that the work will
cause the child to lose out on the larg-
er benefit. We need to change Social
Security to ensure parents and their
children that working will not cause
them to be worse off in the future.

To provide that assurance, I am in-
troducing the Work Without Worry
Act. The bill ensures that any indi-
vidual with a disability that began be-
fore age 22 will receive the larger of the
benefit from either their parent’s work
or the benefit from their own work.
Any earnings from work—no matter
how much—will not prevent the child
from receiving a Social Security ben-
efit from their parent’s work as long as
the child is eligible for disability insur-
ance by the same impairment from be-
fore age 22. This legislation would give
parents the assurance that their child
with a disability can work without
having to worry that the child will lose
out on the full protections that Social
Security provides.

I want to thank Kathy Holmquist,
president of Pathways to Independence,
Inc., in Portland, OR, who has been a
leader in my State helping people with
disabilities live and work with dignity.
Kathy contacted me about the need for
this legislation, and I appreciate her
advocacy and support. Additional
thanks to The Arc for the technical as-
sistance and endorsement of the bill.
The bill is also endorsed by the Amer-
ican Network of Community Options
and Resources, ANCOR, National Down
Syndrome Congress, the Association of
University Centers on Disabilities, Jus-
tice in Aging, American Association on
Health and Disability, Lakeshore
Foundation, Autistic Women and Non-
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binary Network, National Organization
of Social Security Claimant Represent-
atives, Special Needs Alliance, Na-
tional Association of Disability Rep-
resentatives, Autism Society of Amer-
ica, Disability Rights Education Fund,
and the Consortium for Constituents
with Disabilities, CCD, Social Security
Task Force. I am grateful that Social
Security Subcommittee Ranking Mem-
ber John Larson is introducing the
companion bill in the House of Rep-
resentatives. The Senate bill is cospon-
sored by Senators Cassidy, Budd, Sand-

ers, Klobuchar, Markey, Warren,
Whitehouse, Merkley, Murray, and
Brown.

Madam President, I ask unanimous
consent that the bill be printed in the
Record following this statement, along
with two support letters.

There being no objection, the text of
the bill and letters of support were or-
dered to be printed in the RECORD, as
follows:

S. 2196

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 “Work With-
out Worry Act’’.

SEC. 2. ELIMINATION OF WORK DISINCENTIVE
FOR CHILDHOOD DISABILITY BENE-
FICIARIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 202(d) of the So-
cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 402(d)) is amend-
ed—

(1) in paragraph (1)(B)(ii), by striking ‘is
under a disability (as defined in section
223(d)) which began before he attained the
age of 22, and” and inserting the following:
“is under a disability (as defined in section
223(d)), and—

“(I) the physical or mental impairment (or
combination of impairments) that is the
basis for the finding of disability began be-
fore the child attained the age of 22 (or is of
such a type that can reasonably be presumed
to have begun before the child attained the
age of 22, as determined by the Commis-
sioner), and

“(ITI) the impairment or combination of im-
pairments could have been the basis for a
finding of disability (without regard to
whether the child was actually engaged in
substantial gainful activity) before the child
attained age 22, and’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraphs:

““(11)(A) In the case of a child described in
subparagraph (B)(ii) of paragraph (1) who—

‘(i) has not attained early retirement age
(as defined in section 216(1)(2));

‘‘(ii) has filed an application for child’s in-
surance benefits; and

‘“(iii) is insured for disability benefits (as
determined under section 223(c)(1)) at the
time of such filing;
such application shall be deemed to be an ap-
plication for both child’s insurance benefits
under this subsection and disability insur-
ance benefits under section 223.

‘“(B) In the case of a child described in sub-
paragraph (B)(ii) of paragraph (1) who—

‘(i) has attained early retirement age (as
defined in section 216(1)(2));

‘‘(ii) has filed an application for child’s in-
surance benefits; and

‘‘(iii) is a fully insured individual (as de-
fined in section 214(a)) at the time of such
filing;
such application shall be deemed to be an ap-
plication for both child’s insurance benefits
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under this subsection and old-age insurance
benefits under section 202(a).

‘(C) Notwithstanding paragraph (1), in the
case of a child described in subparagraph (A)
or (B), if, at the time of filing an application
for child’s insurance benefits, the amount of
the monthly old-age or disability insurance
benefit to which the child would be entitled
is greater than the amount of the monthly
child’s insurance benefit to which the child
would be entitled, the child shall not be enti-
tled to a child’s insurance benefit based on
such application.

‘(D) For purposes of subparagraph (C), the
amount of the monthly old-age or disability
benefit to which the child would be entitled
shall be determined—

‘(i) without regard to the primary insur-
ance amount calculation described section
215(a)(7); and

‘‘(ii) before application of section 224.

‘‘(12) For purposes of paragraph (1)(B)(ii), a
child shall not be required to be continu-
ously under a disability during the period be-
tween the date that the disability began and
the date that the application for child’s in-
surance benefits is filed.”’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply to applica-
tions filed on or after the date that is 24
months after the date of the enactment of
this section.

NATIONAL DOWN SYNDROME CONGRESS.
Hon. RON WYDEN,
Washington, DC.
Hon. BILL CASSIDY,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN WYDEN AND RANKING MEM-
BER CASSIDY: The National Down Syndrome
Congress (NDSC) writes to thank you for in-
troducing the Work Without Worry Act of
2023. NDSC is the country’s oldest national
organization for people with Down syn-
drome, their families, and the professionals
who work with them. We provide informa-
tion, advocacy, and support concerning all
aspects of life for individuals with Down syn-
drome and work to create a national climate
in which all people will recognize and em-
brace the value and dignity of people with
Down syndrome. This bill would undoubtedly
positively impact the lives of people with
Down syndrome.

Under the current law, young adults who
qualify for Social Security Disabled Adult
Child (DAC) benefits often hesitate to ex-
plore employment opportunities due to the
fear of losing their vital benefits. The Work
Without Worry Act offers a much-needed so-
lution by ensuring that any past earnings
from work, irrespective of the amount, will
not impede the eligibility of otherwise quali-
fied individuals for Social Security DAC ben-
efits based on their parent’s work history,
provided their medical impairment origi-
nated before the age of 22.

We believe that this bill will have a trans-
formative impact on the lives of individuals
with disabilities, allowing them to pursue
their professional aspirations while main-
taining financial security. By promoting
fairness and treating all individuals with se-
vere medical conditions that began before
age 22 equally, regardless of their parents’
Social Security benefit status, the Work
Without Worry Act better ensures
inclusivity and equity within our society.

NDSC fully supports the Work Without
Worry Act’s objectives and applauds the
bill’s commitment to financial security and
fairness for young adults with disabilities. It
is estimated that this legislation will posi-
tively impact the lives of nearly 6,000 indi-
viduals with disabilities over the next dec-
ade, creating opportunities for growth and
independence.

Thank you for your leadership on this
issue, and we look forward to working with
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you to pass this bill into law. If you have any
questions, please contact Chapman Bryant,
Policy and Advocacy Associate.
Sincerely,
JORDAN KOUGH,
Executive Director,
National Down Syndrome Congress.
CONSORTIUM FOR CONSTITUENTS
WITH DISABILITIES,
Washington, DC, June 22, 2023.
SENATOR RON WYDEN,
Washington, DC.
SENATOR BILL CASSIDY,
Washington, DC.

DEAR SENATORS WYDEN AND CASSIDY: The
cochairs of the Consortium for Constituents
with Disabilities (CCD) Social Security Task
Force write in support of the Work Without
Worry Act and thank you for introducing
this crucial legislation. The Consortium for
Constituents with Disabilities (CCD) is the
largest coalition of national organizations
working together to advocate for Federal
public policy that ensures the self-deter-
mination, independence, empowerment, inte-
gration, and inclusion of children and adults
with disabilities in all aspects of society free
from racism, ableism, sexism, and xeno-
phobia, as well as LGBTQ+ based discrimina-
tion and religious intolerance.

Many people with disabilities rely on So-
cial Security ‘‘Disabled Adult Child” (DAC)
benefits. These crucial benefits allow people
whose disabilities onset before age 22 to
claim benefits on a parent’s record, allowing
parents to continue to support their children
with disabilities even after retirement, dis-
ability, or death. Unfortunately, navigating
the different programs and their rules are ex-
tremely complex for people with disabilities
and their families. Most important, if a
young person with disability has countable
earnings of even a dollar over the substantial
gainful activity (SGA) level ($1470 a month
in 2023) before receiving DAC benefits, they
lose their eligibility for DAC benefits for-
ever. This creates a disincentive to work for
young adults with disabilities, who may
want to try and work, but who are unsure of
their capacity and need to try working dif-
ferent numbers of hours. There are many cir-
cumstances in which a young person with a
disability may be able to earn over SGA for
a short period of time or a few times, but are
unable to sustain that level of work or in-
come in the long-run. Families often worry
that the wrong amount of work will cause
their family member to lose eligibility for
DAC benefits and this fear may discourage
young adults with disabilities from working.

The Work Without Worry Act would elimi-
nate this work disincentive by allowing
young adults with disabilities to try and
work and see if they can support themselves
without losing eligibility for DAC benefits.
Earnings from work over SGA will not pre-
vent the individual from receiving DAC ben-
efits from their parent’s work history as
long as the individual remains disabled by
the same impairment from before age 22 and
meets other eligibility conditions for bene-
fits. The benefit amount will be either the
benefit from the individual’s parents or the
benefit from the individual’s own work his-
tory, whichever is higher.

We strongly support this important change
to allow young adults with disabilities to
work to the best of their abilities and look
forward to working with your offices to ad-
vance this legislation. For more information
or to arrange a meeting on this important
issue, please contact Darcy Milburn.

Sincerely,
TRACEY GRONNIGER,
Justice in Aging.
JEANNE MORIN,
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National  Association
of Disability Rep-
resentatives.

JENNIFER BURDICK,
Community Legal Services
of Philadelphia.

DARCY MILBURN,
the Arc of the United

States.

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself
and Mr. PADILLA):

S. 2202. A bill to amend the Omnibus
Public Land Management Act of 2009 to
authorize the modification of trans-
ferred works to increase public benefits
and other project benefits as part of ex-
traordinary operation and maintenance
work, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources.

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Madam President,
I rise to speak in support of the Re-
store Aging Infrastructure Now RAIN
Act, which I introduced today. Senator
ALEX PADILLA is cosponsoring the leg-
islation.

This bill has three purposes: No. 1,
upgrade aging canals and other facili-
ties owned by the Bureau of Reclama-
tion to provide environmental and
other benefits; No. 2, for the first time
provide grant funding rather than
loans for Reclamation facility up-
grades that provide drinking water for
disadvantaged communities; and No. 3,
incentivize agricultural and municipal
irrigation districts to participate in
these projects by giving them a 15 per-
cent discount on what they owe for re-
pairing the aging facilities that serve
them.

Let me explain these three bill pur-
poses in more detail. First, Congress
has appropriated $3.2 billion for the Bu-
reau of Reclamation to repair its aging
canals, dams and other facilities. If the
Federal taxpayers are spending this
much money to retool Reclamation in-
frastructure for the needs of the 21st
century, the Department of the Inte-
rior should have the authority to mod-
ify the Reclamation facilities to
achieve increased environmental bene-
fits, drinking water for disadvantaged
communities, and other project bene-
fits.

This bill applies to Reclamation
“transferred works’ facilities, which
are operated and maintained by agri-
cultural or municipal water districts.
The bill authorizes Reclamation to
modify these transferred works facili-
ties when the Agency is repairing
them, as long as the modifications add
no more than 25 percent of the cost of
the repair projects, or $25 million for
repair projects costing less than $100
million.

In California, this could be particu-
larly helpful for projects to restore
major Central Valley Project canals
that have lost up to 60 percent of their
conveyance capacity due to subsidence.
These projects are important to allow
farmers to capture runoff from our in-
creasingly concentrated winter storms
and move the water to overdrafted
areas where it is needed to recharge
the local aquifers.
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As I mentioned, the bill applies to
those Reclamation facilities known as
“transferred works,”” which are oper-
ated and maintained by agricultural or
irrigation water districts. In order to
modify these projects when they are
being repaired, the Secretary must ob-
tain the consent of the transferred
works operating entity and any indi-
vidual water district that would re-
ceive less water under the modified
project.

Many Bureau of Reclamation facili-
ties were built for the sole purpose of
assisting agricultural water supply.
This irrigation focus is critically im-
portant in the arid West. However, as
climate change stretches western
water supplies, Reclamation facilities
will need to serve multiple purposes as
efficiently as possible.

There are many rural communities in
the areas served by Reclamation facili-
ties that have dwindling water sup-
plies. In California, many of these com-
munities are home to migrant farm-
workers who plant and harvest the
crops that Reclamation water deliv-
eries support.

All too often, these communities’
water supplies have become unreliable
as groundwater tables drop, or drought
reduces surface water supplies for
lengthy periods. Many of these commu-
nities lack the ratepayer base and in-
come levels to provide clean drinking
water to meet their residents’ basic
daily needs.

In order to meet this challenge, the
bill authorizes Reclamation to offer
grants rather than loans when it modi-
fies existing Reclamation facilities to
provide drinking water for disadvan-
taged communities. Eligible commu-
nities are defined using existing prece-
dent that their median family income
must not exceed 80 percent of the
statewide median family income.

In California, this could be particular
helpful for the major canal repair
projects which are restoring the origi-
nal capacity of the Friant-Kern Canal,
the California Aqueduct, and the Delta-
Mendota Canal, all of which have been
damaged by subsidence. Under the bill,
Reclamation can now modify these up-
graded canals to provide turnouts to
recharge the aquifers of disadvantaged
communities along the canals.

As a result, when we have wet years
like this past winter, Reclamation
could send some of the flood flows to
help these communities boost their
local water supplies.

These project modifications can be
an efficient way to assist these dis-
advantaged communities; the canals
already exist, works crews will already
be mobilized to repair them, and in
many cases, the canals run very near
the communities that would benefit.

To make the bill work, agricultural
and municipal water districts must
participate in these modifications to
Reclamation facility repair projects.

In many cases, the water providers
will face disincentives to participate in
these projects. Some providers may see

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

their benefits reduced. All providers
will have to accept significant delay in
obtaining the benefits of the restora-
tion of these projects. It will take sig-
nificant time to modify the projects in
a manner that the providers can accept
and then to conduct environmental
compliance on the proposed modifica-
tion. The providers will also have to
accept modified project operations that
give increased priority to public bene-
fits.

To offset these disincentives for
water providers to participate in modi-
fications to projects which increase
just public benefits, the bill reduces
the amount the providers have to pay
for the underlying repair projects by 15
percent. The result is that each project
beneficiary will pay 85 percent of the
costs for the modified project that the
beneficiary would otherwise have been
allocated.

This provision sets up a financial in-
centive for water providers to support
modified projects that solely increase
environmental and other public bene-
fits without increasing water diver-
sions or other water supply benefits.
Without this financial incentive, water
providers might be expected to fre-
quently oppose such modification of
the projects that they rely on for water
deliveries. In the case of canal restora-
tion projects, the agricultural water
districts will receive less water than
they would have under the original ca-
nals at full capacity if an increased
amount of the water is diverted for
dedicated to disadvantaged commu-
nities or wildlife refuges. The financial
incentive is important in this context
to avoid generating agricultural water
district opposition to project modifica-
tions to benefit disadvantaged commu-
nities and wildlife refuges.

This approach is consistent with Rec-
lamation programs like the Title XVI
and large-scale water recycling pro-
grams. These programs provide 25 per-
cent Federal grant funding for projects
that increase municipal water supplies,
even where the benefiting communities
are not disadvantaged. These grants
are justified because the recycled
water programs provide both water
supply and broader public benefits by
reducing pressure to divert water from
often overallocated streams and rivers.
With this bill, too, the modified
projects merit some Federal grant
funding because they provide a range of
public benefits beyond just regular
water supply, including potentially en-
vironmental benefits or drinking water
for disadvantaged communities.

Given the inevitability of increas-
ingly severe and lengthy droughts as
the West’s climate changes, it will be
essential to provide incentives to col-
laborate on multibenefit projects that
bring agricultural, environmental, and
urban interests together to address the
very serious challenge of maintaining
sufficiently reliable water supply for
all, including disadvantaged commu-
nities. This proposed legislation seeks
to increase incentives for such needed
collaboration.
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I hope my colleagues will join me in
support of this bill.

By Mr. PADILLA:

S. 2203. A bill to require the conduct
of winter season reconnaissance of at-
mospheric rivers on the West Coast of
the United States, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

Mr. PADILLA. Madam President, I
rise to introduce the Atmospheric Riv-
ers Reconissance, Observation and
Warning Act or ARROW Act. This leg-
islation will support critical atmos-
pheric river reconnaissance missions to
improve forecasting for water man-
agers across the west coast.

Atmospheric rivers produce between
40 to 65 percent of annual precipitation
along the U.S. west coast but cause an
estimated 90 percent or more of flood
damage. These extreme storm events
are the primary driver of drought and
major flooding events impacting the
entire western region, which is why the
Federal Government alongside re-
searchers and water managers support
a growing Federal investment into at-

mospheric river reconnaissance re-
search missions to help improve AR
forecasting.

The Air Force Reserve’s 53rd Weather
Reconnaissance Squadron, also known
as Hurricane Hunters, fly specially
equipped aircraft directly into the eye
of a storm between 8,000 and 10,000 feet
above sea level to collect valuable,
real-time data that allows water man-
agers, disaster responders, researchers,
and meteorologists to better predict
the impact of storm events such as
ARs, hurricanes, and tropical cyclones.

The ARROW Act would formalize on-
going AR reconnaissance efforts led by
the Air Force Reserve’s 53rd Weather
Reconnaissance Squadron, which, in
consultation with NOAA, provide air-
craft, personnel, and equipment to
meet the AR mission requirements dur-
ing the winter season in the west coast,
from November through March.

The bill would direct the Air Force to
work with NOAA to improve the accu-
racy and timeliness of west coast AR
forecasts and warning services; support
water management decisions and flood
forecasting; and participate in the Re-
search and Operations Partnership,
which guides flight planning, to im-
prove and expand the capabilities and
effectiveness of AR Recon into the fu-
ture.

The 53rd Weather Reconnaissance
Squadron is the only Department of
Defense organization still flying into
tropical storms and hurricanes and is a
critical component of the U.S. weather
forecasting apparatus.

Since fiscal year 2020, Congress has
directed the 53rd to prioritize atmos-
pheric river reconnaissance in its Na-
tional Winter Storms Operations Plan.
However, without formal authoriza-
tion, growing AR recon research will
go unmet, leaving civil authorities and
military decision makers without key
forecasting data to predict and respond
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to AR landfall and to more effectively
manage water supplies in an increas-
ingly variable climate.

That is why we need to pass the
ARROW Act, to formalize the role of
the Air Force Reserve’s Weather Re-
connaissance Squadron as a critical
part of the U.S. storm forecasting and
response infrastructure.

I look forward to working with my
colleagues to pass the ARROW Act as
quickly as possible.

————

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION  2656—SUP-
PORTING A DEMOCRATIC, PLU-
RALISTIC, AND PROSPEROUS
BOSNIA ANS HERZEGOVINA AND
ITS EURO-ATLANTIC ASPIRA-
TIONS

Mrs. SHAHEEN (for herself and Mr.
RICKETTS) submitted the following res-
olution; which was referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations:

S. RES. 265

Whereas Bosnia and Herzegovina has his-
torically been a pluralistic society influ-
enced by and composed of a diverse set of re-
ligions, cultures, and ethnicities;

Whereas, on March 3, 1992, Bosnia and
Herzegovina declared independence, and on
April 7, 1992, the United States recognized
Bosnia and Herzegovina as an independent
state;

Whereas more than 100,000 people died and
2,000,000 more were displaced in Bosnia and
Herzegovina between 1992 and 1995;

Whereas the United States, alongside the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO),
played a crucial role in ending the war in
Bosnia and Herzegovina and brokering the
General Framework Agreement for Bosnia
and Herzegovina (also known as the ‘“‘Dayton
Agreement’” and the ‘“Dayton Accords’) in
November 1995;

Whereas the Dayton Accords ended the
war, affirmed the territorial integrity and
political independence of Bosnia and
Herzegovina, established the Federation of
Bosnia and Herzegovina and Republika
Srpska, as subordinate units of government
below the state, installed the NATO Sta-
bilization Force (SFOR) as an international
interim peacekeeping force, and created the
Office of the High Representative for Bosnia
and Herzegovina (OHR) to oversee civilian
implementation of the accords;

Whereas, since the Dayton Accords were
signed, the Government and people of Bosnia
and Herzegovina have made important
strides toward re-building a peaceful society
based on democracy, human rights, the rule
of law, and a free-market economy;

Whereas, in 2004, the United Nations Secu-
rity Council adopted United Nations Secu-
rity Council Resolution 1575 authorizing a
multinational stabilization force led by the
European Union (EUFOR) as the legal suc-
cessor to SFOR in Bosnia and Herzegovina;

Whereas, in 2008, the Peace Implementa-
tion Council Steering Board set out the re-
quirements that need to be met prior to the
closure of the OHR in the 5+2 Agenda;

Whereas, since 2009 and the case of Sejdic-
Finci, the European Court of Human Rights
(ECHR) has issued judgments concerning
ethnic- and territory-based discrimination in
the elections of Bosnia and Herzegovina and
requiring reforms amendments to the Day-
ton Agreement, which have yet to be imple-
mented;
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Whereas Bosnia and Herzegovina was in-
vited to join a NATO Membership Action
Plan in 2010, and Bosnia and Herzegovina
submitted its first Reform Program to NATO
in 2019;

Whereas the United Nations Security
Council unanimously adopted resolution 2658
on November 2, 2022, formally reauthorizing
the multinational stabilization force known
as EUFOR-Althea for a period of 1 year to
help implement defense and military aspects
of the Dayton Agreement;

Whereas Bosnia and Herzegovina formally
applied for European Union membership on
February 15, 2016;

Whereas, on May 29, 2019, the European
Union adopted a roadmap to membership for
Bosnia and Herzegovina, outlining needed re-
forms in the areas of democracy, the rule of
law, fundamental rights, and public adminis-
tration;

Whereas the European Union unanimously
granted candidacy status to Bosnia and
Herzegovina on December 15, 2022, calling
upon Bosnia and Herzegovina to continue its
efforts to implement democratic reforms and
confirming that the future of Bosnia and
Herzegovina lies with the European Union;

Whereas some politicians in Bosnia and
Herzegovina and other countries in the re-
gion continue to make statements
downplaying or denying the 1995 Srebrenica
genocide;

Whereas Milorad Dodik, President of
Republika Srpska, has hampered reconcili-
ation efforts through genocide denial, en-
gaged in destabilizing security maneuvers
and threatened to withdraw Republika
Srpska from state-level institutions, includ-
ing the judiciary, the security services, the
Indirect Tax Authority, and the armed forces
of Bosnia and Herzegovina;

Whereas, on December 10, 2021, the par-
liament of Republika Srpska—

(1) voted in favor of denying the constitu-
tional and legitimate authority of Bosnia
and Herzegovina in numerous areas, includ-
ing indirect taxation, justice, and security
and defense; and

(2) falsely claimed entity-level com-
petencies were illegally transferred to Bos-
nia and Herzegovina;

Whereas the United States has imposed
sanctions on Milorad Dodik pursuant to Ex-
ecutive Order 13304 (68 Fed. Reg. 32313; relat-
ing to the Termination of Emergencies With
Respect to Yugoslavia and Modification of
Executive Order 13219 of June 26, 2001) and
Executive Order 14033 (86 Fed. Reg. 31079; re-
lating to Blocking Property and Suspending
Entry Into the United States of Certain Per-
sons Contributing to the Destabilizing Situa-
tion in the Western Balkans) for obstructing
the Dayton Accords and corruption;

Whereas, on January 9, 2022, Milorad Dodik
presided over commemorations of an uncon-
stitutional holiday, Republika Srpska Day,
which coincided with the day Bosnian Serbs
declared their own state and ignited four
years of war and bloodshed;

Whereas Milorad Dodik has threatened the
secession of Republika Srpska from Bosnia
and Herzegovina, which contravenes the
Dayton Accords and jeopardizes the peace
and security of the entire Western Balkans
region;

Whereas, on January 8, 2023, Milorad Dodik
awarded a medal to Russian President Vladi-
mir Putin, amid the unprovoked war on
Ukraine by the Russian Federation, for
strengthening relations between Republika
Srpska and the Russian Federation;

Whereas Bosnia and Herzegovina con-
ducted a general election on October 2, 2022,
which resulted in the election of Zeljko
Komsi¢é, Denis Becirovi¢, and Zeljka
Cvijanovic to the tripartite presidency;
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Whereas, on January 31, 2023, all members
of the tripartite presidency visited Wash-
ington, D.C., for the first time in 18 years
and participated in meetings with officials of
the Department of State and a bipartisan
meeting with Senators;

Whereas, in 2020, the economy of Bosnia
and Herzegovina contracted by an estimated
4.3 percent, and the youth unemployment
rate rose to 33.6 percent, disrupting a five-
year trend of decline in part due to the
rampant corruption that remains
unaddressed; and

Whereas at least 400,000 citizens of Bosnia
and Herzegovina have emigrated from Bosnia
and Herzegovina over the past 8 years: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) congratulates Bosnia and Herzegovina
on the 3lst anniversary of its declaration of
independence;

(2) reaffirms strong and longstanding bi-
partisan support for Bosnia and Herzegovina
and the territorial integrity, sovereignty,
and multiethnic character of Bosnia and
Herzegovina, and continues to believe that
peace and stability in Bosnia and
Herzegovina is integral to the peace and sta-
bility of Europe as a whole;

(3) calls on all parties to uphold the spirit
of unity enshrined in the General Frame-
work Agreement for Bosnia and Herzegovina
(also known as the ‘“‘Dayton Agreement’ and
the ‘“‘Dayton Accords’) and to enact elec-
toral and targeted state-level constitutional
reforms prior to the 2024 general election in
Bosnia and Herzegovina, and calls for the ur-
gent adoption of a package of election integ-
rity measures to address widespread concern
among voters about the sanctity of elections
in Bosnia and Herzegovina and to address the
fraud and abuse that characterized the 2022
elections;

(4) calls on the members of the Presidency
of Bosnia and Herzegovina to recognize their
critical role in preserving stability, to em-
brace compromise and consensus building
within the decision-making process of their
institutions, and to work together in the
best interests of their constituents as part of
a sovereign and independent Bosnia and
Herzegovina within its internationally rec-
ognized borders;

(5) encourages the Government of Bosnia
and Herzegovina to continue pursuing mem-
bership in the North Atlantic Treaty Organi-
zation and the European Union and urges the
European Union to increase its efforts, co-
operation, and assistance to swiftly advance
the accession process;

(6) calls on the members of the Presidency
of Bosnia and Herzegovina to prioritize ef-
forts to combat political corruption, demo-
cratic backsliding, unemployment, and brain
drain in Bosnia and Herzegovina, in par-
ticular, by focusing on youth engagement;

(7) commends the continued efforts of the
Office of the High Representative (OHR) to
advance reforms, reaffirms the authority of
the OHR as articulated in the Dayton Ac-
cords, and calls on members of the Peace and
Implementation Council to provide their full
support to the OHR and advancement of the
5+2 Agenda;

(8) calls on the members of the Presidency
of Bosnia and Herzegovina to develop an in-
clusive and comprehensive strategy for Bos-
nia and Herzegovina, in coordination with
Bosnian and Herzegovinian civil society and
the European Union, and to increase engage-
ment with minority groups in an effort to
hear from a diverse cross-section of citizens
in Bosnia and Herzegovina, inclusive of all
ethnic, political, or religious affiliations;

(9) encourages the United Nations and its
member states to continue the annual reau-
thorization of the EUFOR-Althea stabiliza-
tion force and to review the current levels of
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