
 

July 29, 2016                         Washington Update  
    

____________________________________________ 
©2016  Williams & Jensen, PLLC 

701 8th Street, N.W. Suite 500 Washington, D.C. 20001 

Telephone: (202) 659-8201 Fax: (202) 659-5249 
www.williamsandjensen.com 

 
TAX 
 
Party Platforms Highlight Tax Policy 
Priorities 
 
Key Points: 

 The Democrats’ platform offers specific tax 
policy positions such as repealing the 
“Cadillac” tax but does not address 
comprehensive tax reform 

 Republicans focus on need for a pro-growth tax 
code  

 
The Republican Party’s 2016 platform calls for 
pro-growth tax reform that lowers the 
corporate rate and moves to a territorial tax 
system. The platform calls for eliminating “as 
many special interest provisions and loopholes 
as possible” in order to lower the tax rate and 
prevent base erosion. The party notes its 
opposition to retroactive taxation, a carbon tax 
and increasing the federal gas tax. In addition, 
the platform includes repealing the Affordable 
Care Act (ACA), the estate tax, and the 
“Foreign Account Tax Compliance Act”, as 
well as the federal income tax if a value-added 
tax is implemented. The platform also calls for 
allowing tax-exempt churches to engage in 
political activity and abolishing the Internal 
Revenue Service (IRS).  

 
The Democratic Party’s 2016 platform includes 
the repeal of the ACA “Cadillac” tax, although 
says that the cost to be fully offset. It also calls 
for addressing inversions; repealing tax benefits 
for oil and gas companies; and infrastructure 
incentives. The platform also includes a 
financial transaction tax “to curb excessive 
speculation and high-frequency trading” and 
acknowledges that “there is room within our 
party for a diversity of views on a broader 
financial transactions tax.” The platform 
supports increasing taxes on high-income 
individuals by implementing a “millionaire 
surtax,” expanding the estate tax, and 
addressing the use of capital gains taxes by 
those in the private equity industry. Democrats 
also call for increasing payroll taxes for those 
who earn more than $250,000 annually; 
expanding the earned income tax credit (EITC) 
and Child Tax Credit; and increasing federal 
support for and making permanent the New 

This Week in Congress 

 House – The House was in recess 

 Senate –The Senate was in recess  
 
Next Week in Congress 

 House – The House will be in recess until September 6.  

 Senate – The Senate will be in recess until September 6. 
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Markets Tax Credit.  
 
Treasury Considering Changing Debt-
Equity Regulations to Address Potential 
Issues 
 
Key Points: 

 Treasury is considering changes to its debt 
equity regulations to address concerns regarding 
cash pooling and short-term debt movement 
around multinational groups; foreign-to-foreign 
intragroup loans; effects on banking and other 
highly regulated industries; and effects on S 
corporations and other pass-through entities 

 
Department of the Treasury (Treasury) officials 
said that they are considering changes to four 
aspects of the proposed debt equity regulations. 
The potential changes could address cash 
pooling and short-term debt movement around 
multinational groups; foreign-to-foreign 
intragroup loans; effects on banking and other 
highly regulated industries; and effects on S 
corporations and other pass-through entities. 
Deputy Assistant Secretary Bob Stack said that 
Treasury is taking into account the public 
comments on the regulations and that they are 
“not wedded to a particular timeline” when it 
comes to issuing the final rules.  
 
Wyden Announces New Tax Policy Team 
at Senate Finance Committee 
 
Key Points: 

 Victor Fleischer and Tiffany Smith will serve 
as Chief Tax Counsels for Senate Finance’s 
Democratic staff  

 
Senate Finance Committee Ranking Member 
Ron Wyden (D-OR) announced Victor 
Fleischer and Tiffany Smith as the new tax 
leadership team of Democratic Committee 
staff. Fleischer, most recently a law professor at 
the University of San Diego, is known as an 

advocate for raising private equity taxes. Many 
of his published papers have called for taxing 
carried interest at standard income rates instead 
of at the capital gains rate. He also has a weekly 
column on tax issues, the “Standard 
Deduction,” in the New York Times.  
 
Prior to the new position, Smith worked for 
the Committee as a Senior Tax Counsel, a 
position which she also held under former 
Chairman Max Baucus (D-MT). 
 
For more information about tax issues you may email 
or call Christopher Hatcher at 202-659-8201.  Laura 
Simmons contributed to this section.    
 
FINANCIAL SERVICES 
 
SEC Holds Meeting of their Advisory 
Committee on Small and Emerging 
Companies  
 
Key Points:  

 The SEC’s Advisory Committee on Small 
and Emerging Companies held a meeting to 
discuss Regulation A+; a proposal to amend 
the definition of “accredited investor;” and a 
proposal to amend the definition of a “smaller 
reporting company.”  

 
On July 19, the Securities and Exchange 
Commission (SEC) convened a meeting of the 
Advisory Committee on Small and Emerging 
Companies to discuss Regulation A+ and an 

Upcoming Dates 
September 6, 2016: House and Senate 
return to Washington 
November 8, 2016: Election Day   
March 2017: Debt limit suspension 
ends 
September 30, 2017:  FAA extension 
expires 
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SEC proposal to amend the definition of a 
“smaller reporting company” (SRC). The 
Advisory Committee also voted to approve a 
recommendation related to the definition of an 
“accredited investor.” Advisory Committee Co-
Chair Stephen M. Graham stated that the 
Advisory Committee’s next meeting was 
tentatively scheduled for October 5, 2016. 
Chair Mary Jo White noted the SEC is closely 
monitoring Regulation A+ and crowdfunding 
issues. She stated since Regulation A+ was 
implemented a year ago the SEC has qualified 
50 offering statements. She also noted that last 
month the SEC proposed increasing the 
thresholds in the smaller reporting company 
definition that would expand the number of 
companies qualifying for scaled disclosure 
requirements. Commissioner Kara Stein 
suggested issuers seem “hesitant” to use 
Regulation A+, and she expressed doubt that 
the proposal to increase the thresholds for 
smaller reporting companies will facilitate 
capital formation and job creation.  
 
The Committee voted to adopt a 
recommendation to expand the accredited 
investor definition to include other criteria 
beyond financial measures of income and net 
worth.  Graham noted the recommendation 
would urge the SEC to consider allowing 
people who have passed the Series 7, Series 65, 
or Series 82 examinations to qualify and to look 
for additional ways to be more inclusive.  
However, the SEC would have to propose, 
solicit public comments and then finalize a rule 
before any changes to the definition would take 
effect. 
 
The Committee received an update on the 
operation of the amendments made to 
Regulation A. SEC Division of Corporation 
Finance Office of Small Business Policy Chief 
Sebastian Gomez noted that since the 
effectiveness of the Regulation A+ 

amendments there have been 108 filings with 
the SEC and other issuers have taken 
advantage of the non-public process. He 
explained the publicly filed offering statements 
have been fairly evenly split between Tier 1 and 
Tier 2 offerings. Elio Motors, Inc. CEO and 
Chairman Paul Elio gave a presentation on his 
company’s experience using Regulation A+. He 
explained his company would not have 
succeeded without Regulation A+ and he 
suggested the SEC was very helpful throughout 
the process. OTC Markets Group General 
Counsel Daniel Zinn noted OTC Markets filed 
a petition for rulemaking with the SEC to 
expand Regulation A+ to SEC reporting 
companies and to all “at the market” offerings. 
He discussed issues related to secondary 
trading such as state Blue Sky preemption, 
FINRA Form 211, and DTCC eligibility. He 
noted recent discussion about venture 
exchanges and he suggested that there is a lack 
of understanding about what options currently 
exist. He stated there should not be as much of 
a focus on the “exchange model” as the 
markets will figure out what works.  
 
Finally, the Advisory Committee discussed the 
recent SEC proposal to amend the definition of 
smaller reporting company to allow companies 
with public floats of up to $250 million. 
Division of Corporation Finance Office of 
Small Business Policy Special Counsel Amy 
Reischauer noted the proposal was released on 
June 27 and would not impact the large 
accelerated filer threshold or extend the 
requirements under Sarbanes-Oxley Section 
404(b). Graham suggested the SEC should 
reconsider the Section 404(b) requirements as 
they are a “significant” burden on emerging 
growth companies. Advisory Committee Co-
Chair Sara Hanks suggested it would be helpful 
for the SEC to look at the Section 12(g)(4) 
registration threshold as well.  
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FDIC Holds Meeting of the Advisory 
Committee on Community Banking 
 
Key Points: 

 The Advisory Committee meeting included 
discussions on developments in financial 
technology and other matters of relevance to 
community banks. 

 
On July 20, the Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation (FDIC) held a meeting of its 
Advisory Committee on Community Banking. 
The meeting included a panel focused on 
innovations in financial technology (FinTech). 
Division of Risk Management Supervision 
Senior Deputy Director James Watkins noted 
that FDIC has created a FinTech Steering 
Committee, which is comprised of FDIC 
executives from multiple divisions. He said the 
Steering Committee’s objective is to assess and 
monitor FinTech activities and trends, and that 
they are assessing the impact of FinTech on 
community banks, economic inclusion, and 
consumer protection. He said FDIC staff is 
actively researching FinTech and that the 
Steering Committee could issue 
recommendations.  
 
Division of Risk Management Supervision 
Associate Director Rae-Ann Miller said there is 
debate over the definition of FinTech, but the 
FDIC views it as technology aimed at making 
financial services more efficient. She suggested 
that ATMs would have been considered 
FinTech at one point. She said FinTech could 
be used to improve back office efficiency. She 
noted that there are FinTech companies which 
have developed credit products, including 
marketplace lending and crowdfunding, others 
offer deposit services without brick and mortar 
locations, and some are person-to-person 
payment systems like Venmo. Miller noted that 
there are also investment management and 
personal finance FinTech companies, and that 

high frequency trading (HFT) could be 
considered FinTech. She pointed to several of 
the potential benefits of FinTech, such as 
greater speed, cost reduction, improved 
customer experience, and potentially improved 
access to the banking system. She contended 
that FinTech could allow quicker access to 
information in the FDIC’s supervision, 
insurance and resolution activities. Division of 
Depositor and Consumer Protection Deputy 
Director Jonathan Miller stressed the need for 
FinTech companies to understand and mitigate 
any associated risks with FinTech, such as 
cybersecurity risk. He said these companies rely 
on underwriting models which have not been 
tested under stress conditions.  
 
OFR Holds Meeting of the Financial 
Research Advisory Committee 
 
Key Points: 

 The Advisory Committee meeting included 
discussion of topics such as shadow banking 
and stress testing. 

 
On July 28, the Office of Financial Research 
(OFR) held a meeting of its Financial Research 
Advisory Committee (FRAC). The OFR was 
created by the Dodd-Frank Act to collect and 
analyze data, and perform research on behalf of 
the Financial Stability Oversight Council 
(FSOC). The Advisory Committee provided 
updates from their Working Groups and 
discussed topics such as the OFR’s latest 
financial stability assessment, shadow banking, 
the research agenda of the OFR stress testing 
program, and projects of the OFR’s data 
programs. 
 
OFR Director Richard Berner asserted there is 
still a lot of work to do and OFR has an 
ambitious agenda. He explained FRAC was 
formed to advise OFR on its work and help 
identify ways to mitigate potential threats to the 

http://www.williamsandjensen.com/
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financial system. Berner said OFR’s role is to 
solve collection action problems in data 
initiatives, as data initiatives cost money up 
front. He said OFR will create its financial 
product reference database through a three step 
process: (1) industry engagement; (2) issuing 
white papers for public comment; and (3) 
releasing a policy statement. He stressed that 
data cannot be harmonized at the back end of 
the process, noting that OFR recently 
published a paper on data harmonization. 
Berner said swap data repositories (SDRs) were 
initially collecting data without data standards 
in place, which made harmonization difficult. 
He said OFR has worked to harmonize the 
SDR legacy data and helped the CFTC develop 
new rules on data elements.  
 
OFR Senior Financial Analyst Viktoria 
Baklanova stated the OFR is uniquely situated 
to look at bilateral repos and collateral markets. 
She stated with respect to data collection, the 
interagency working group received 
information on bilateral repos and the data was 
recently reported. She stated the pilot focused 
on collecting data on bilateral repo trades but 
was expanded to include additional 
transactions. Baklanova explained data was 
collected on three non-consecutive days. She 
stated the pilot was the first collection of data 
on bilateral repo margins. She explained the 
pilot data can be used to develop repo centered 
clearing. Baklanova noted OFR also collected 
data on securities lending. She stated the main 
securities on loan were U.S. Treasuries and the 
majority of securities loans were open loans. 
She explained most were backed by cash 
collateral. She noted the importance of 
engaging with market participants, and she 
stated pilot data collection is useful for new 
products. Baklanova noted the data scope 
limitations of these two pilots. She stated more 
participants would be needed to understand the 
true size of the market and more days of data 

would need to be collected. She noted OFR is 
looking to establish permanent data collection 
in these two markets.  
 
US and EU Release Statement on 
Negotiations on Insurance and 
Reinsurance Measures 
 
Key Points: 

 The United States and the European Union 
released a joint statement on the status of their 
negotiations for a bilateral agreement on 
insurance and reinsurance. 

 
On July 28, the United States and the 
European Union (EU) released a joint 
statement related to their negotiations for a 
bilateral agreement on insurance and 
reinsurance.  In November 2015, the 
Department of the Treasury and the Office of 
the U.S. Trade representative (USTR) 
announced that negotiations for a covered 
agreement with the EU were to be held. A 
covered agreement is an “agreement between 
the U.S. and one or more foreign governments, 
authorities or regulatory entities, regarding 
prudential measures with respect to insurance 
or reinsurance.” Prior meetings between the 
two groups were held in February 2016 and 
May 2016.  In the most recent meetings, held in 
Brussels on July 25 and 26, the parties 
continued to “discuss in good faith matters 
relating to group supervision, exchange of 
confidential information between supervisory 
authorities on both sides, and reinsurance 
supervision, including collateral.”  
 
Upcoming Hearings and Events  
 
August 2 
SEC Equity Market Structure Advisory 
Committee: The Securities and Exchange 
Commission’s (SEC) Equity Market Structure 
Advisory Committee (EMSAC) will hold their 
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next quarterly meeting. The agenda includes 
status reports of the Regulation NMS 
Subcommittee and the Trading Venues 
Regulation Subcommittee. The EMSAC will 
also consider and discuss recommendations of 
the Market Quality Subcommittee and the 
Customer Issues Subcommittee.  
 
August 3 
Entrepreneurship: The Senate Small Business 
and Entrepreneurship Committee will hold a 
field hearing entitled “Examining Access to 
Capital and Other Headwinds to 
Entrepreneurship.” The scheduled witnesses 
for the hearing are: Eric Dinger, Co-Founder 
and CEO, Powderhook; Dan Hoffman, CEO, 
Invest Nebraska Corporation; Julia Parker, 
Executive Director, Omaha Small Business 
Network, T.J. Casady, Vice President, Union 
Bank and Trust; and Dr. Jon Anderson, 
Manager, Advanced Research & Development, 
Li-COR Biosciences. 
 
Mutual Savings Association Advisory 
Committee: The Office of the Comptroller of 
the Currency (OCC) will hold a meeting of its 
Mutual Savings Association Advisory 
Committee. 
 
September 14-16 
STA Market Structure Conference: 
Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC) 
Chair Mary Jo White will give the keynote 
address at the Security Traders Association 
Annual Market Structure Conference. The 
conference will include panels and speakers 
from industry and other regulators, including 
members of the SEC Equity Market Structure 
Advisory Committee and staff of FINRA and 
the SEC. 
 
For more information about financial services issues you 
may email or call Joel Oswald at 202-659-8201. 

Rebecca Konst and Alex Barcham contributed to the 
articles. 
 
ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENT 

 
EPA Takes Next Step in Process to 
Regulate Aviation GHG Emissions 
 
Key Points: 

 On Monday, the EPA issued a final 
determination that greenhouse gas emissions 
from aircraft endanger the public health and 
welfare.  

 This endangerment finding establishes the basis 
for upcoming regulation of aircraft emissions 
that will be designed to conform with pending 
international standards.   

 
On July 25, the Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) released its “Finding that 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions from Aircraft 
Cause or Contribute to Air Pollution that May 
Reasonably Be Anticipated to Endanger Public 
Health and Welfare”. The finding is a necessary 
step ahead of the expected future publication 
of a notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM) 
establishing greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions 
standards for aircraft engines.   
 
The finding is a declaration by the EPA 
Administrator that declares that GHGs, 
including carbon dioxide, emitted “from certain 
classes of engines used in certain aircraft are 
contributing to the air pollution…that 
endangers public health and welfare…” The 
EPA notes that once this finding is made, the 
Clean Air Act requires it “to propose and 
promulgate aircraft emissions standards 
applicable to emissions from…[specified 
aircraft] engines.”       
 
On July 1, 2015, the EPA published an NPRM 
proposing the endangerment finding for 
aircraft emissions. In the same document, the 

http://www.williamsandjensen.com/
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EPA published an Advanced Notice of 
Proposed Rulemaking (ANPRM) titled 
“Discussion of Ongoing International 
Proceedings To Develop Aircraft CO2 
Emissions Standard and Request for 
Comment”. The ANPRM refers to the 
International Civil Aviation Organization’s 
(ICAO) work toward developing emissions 
standards, which EPA notes will apply to 
“subsonic jet aircraft with a maximum takeoff 
mass (MTOM) greater than 5,700 kilograms 
and subsonic propeller-driven (e.g., turboprop) 
aircraft with a MTOM greater than 8,618 
kilograms.” EPA also states: “Examples of 
covered aircraft include smaller jet aircraft such 
as the Cessna Citation CJ3+ and the Embraer 
E170, up to and including the largest 
commercial jet aircraft—the Airbus A380 and 
the Boeing 747.” EPA also explains that once 
the ICAO finalizes an international standard 
for aircraft emissions, “member states that wish 
to use aircraft in international transportation 
will then be required…to adopt standards that 
are of at least equivalent stringency to those set 
by ICAO.” The EPA’s planned NPRM setting 
U.S. aircraft emissions standards will fulfill this 
obligation.   

   
For more information about energy and environment 
issues you may email or call Frank Vlossak at 202-
659-8201. Updates on energy and environment issues 
are also available on twitter. 
 
DEFENSE 
 
Members Joust Over Administration’s 
Potential Nuclear Weapons Policy Changes 
 
Key Points: 

 After media reports signal deliberations over 
major nuclear weapons policy changes in the 
final half year of the Obama Administration 
that would be executive in nature and hard for 
Congress to block 

 Members in support of and in opposition to 
nuclear modernization make their views 
known to the Administration 

 
This month, Members supporting and 
opposing the Department of Defense’s (DOD) 
nuclear modernization plans that some have 
estimated could cost more than $1 trillion 
released letters sent to the Administration, 
which is reportedly considering options to take 
U.S. nuclear policy in a new direction. The 
Members were responding to media reports 
that the National Security Committee has been 
meeting to consider options for executive 
actions President Barack Obama may take 
before the end of his Administration. 
Additionally, in early June, Deputy National 
Security Adviser Ben Rhodes remarked that “I 
can promise you today that President Obama is 
continuing to review a number of ways he can 
advance the Prague agenda over the course of 
the next seven months…[p]ut simply, our work 
is not finished on these issues.” Among those 
options being considered are establishing a “no 
first use” policy for nuclear weapons, pushing 
for a U.N. Security Council resolution to 
solidify the current ban on weapons testing, or 
an extension of the 2010 New START Treaty 
with Russia.  
 
On July 20, Senators Edward Markey (D-MA), 
Dianne Feinstein (D-CA), and seven other 
Democrats and one Independent sent a letter 
to Obama. They noted that “[i]n light of 
reports that you are conducting a 
comprehensive review of U.S. nuclear policy, 
we write to encourage you to take bold action 
in your final months in office to restrain U.S. 
nuclear weapons spending and reduce the risk 
of nuclear war.” They stated that “[a]mong the 
steps we urge you to consider are scaling back 
excessive nuclear modernization plans, 
adopting a policy of no-firstuse of nuclear 
weapons, and canceling launch-on-warning 
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plans.” The Senator stated that “[a]ll of these 
options would bolster U.S. national security 
and advance the commitment you made in 
2009 in Prague to ‘reduce the role of nuclear 
weapons in our national security strategy.’” 
 
The Senators stated that “we urge you to scale 
back plans to construct unneeded new nuclear 
weapons and delivery systems.” They noted 
that “[i]ndependent estimates suggest that 
nuclear weapons sustainment and 
modernization plans could cost nearly one 
trillion dollars over the next 30 years, putting 
enormous pressure on our defense budget at a 
time when non-nuclear systems will also 
require major expenditures.” The Senators 
stated that “[i]n particular, we urge you to 
cancel plans to spend at least $20 billion on a 
new nuclear air-launched cruise missile, the 
Long Range Standoff weapon, which would 
provide an unnecessary capability that could 
increase the risk of nuclear war.” They stated 
that “[p]roponents of the current nuclear 
modernization plans contend that you 
committed to building new nuclear weapons as 
part of a deal for passage of the New START 
Treaty with Russia.” The Senators noted that 
“these commitments were made in a different 
budget environment and at a time when the full 
costs of nuclear modernization were not yet 
known.” 
 
Also on July 20, five key Democratic House 
members sent a letter to Obama, including 
House Armed Services Committee Ranking 
Member Adam Smith (D-WA). They stated 
that “[a]dditional steps can be taken to increase 
strategic stability, and we support policy 
options that would reduce the risk of 
miscalculation in a crisis, increase Presidential 
decision time, and decrease the likelihood of 
nuclear war.” The Representatives stated that 
“[w]e encourage you to adopt options such as a 
no-first-use of nuclear weapons declaratory 

policy and elimination of launch-on-warning 
nuclear posture  both steps that could avoid an 
unintentional or hasty start to unprecedented 
and catastrophic nuclear devastation.” The 
Representatives stated that “[y]our 
Administration has also proposed an overhaul 
of the entire nuclear weapons enterprise over 
the next three decades.”  
 
The Representatives stated that “[w]e are 
concerned  that this plan increases  nuclear 
weapons production capacity, could add new 
military  nuclear capabilities, and is divorced 
from the current reality of bud get constraints, 
having  been promised  in 2010 when the bud 
get environment was radically different.”  They 
stated that “[a]t a time when the United States 
is facing an extremely complex threat 
environment and Congress shows no indication 
that it will eliminate its budget caps, this plan 
risks squandering hundreds of billions of 
dollars on certain weapons programs that will 
likely be either delayed or cancelled, and it will 
plunder much-needed funds for conventional 
military forces in the process.” The 
Representatives stated that “[n]ow is the time 
to prioritize requirements that will help us 
retain a robust nuclear arsenal that is 
appropriate to our needs in the 21st Century, 
rather than committing to this array of new 
nuclear weapons investments.” 
 
On July 8, a bipartisan group of 14 Senators, 
including the Democratic nominee for Vice 
President, Senator Tim Kaine (D-VA), sent a 
letter to Secretary of Defense Ashton Carter 
expressing their concern “about recent 
statements from staff members of the National 
Security Council that question the nuclear 
modernization agenda and threaten to 
undermine the Department’s long established 
position on this vital national security issue.” 
The Senators stated that “[w]e strongly believe 
in the value of the interlocking capabilities of 
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the three legs of the triad…[and] [w]e must 
modernize these forces to preserve their 
deterrent capabilities.” The Senators stated that 
“[w]e are therefore particularly concerned that 
the Administration now may consider steps to 
slow down modernization programs or 
withdraw them from future year defense 
plans.” The Senators sought Carter’s 
“assurance that the DOD will:  

1) advance existing modernization 
programs as expeditiously as possible, 
including approving critical milestones 
for the Ground Based Strategic 
Deterrent program and the Long Range 
Stand Off cruise missile program;  
2) preserve a robust program of nuclear 
modernization across the next five year 
defense plan; and  
3) continue to articulate the value of 
strategic deterrence and the need for 
nuclear modernization in light of a wide 
array of strategic challenges facing the 
United States. 

 
CBO Assesses Military Force 
 
Key Points: 

 An assessment and analysis of the DOD’s 
uniformed members and the costs to sustain is 
released  

 
On July 29, the Congressional Budget Office 
(CBO) released “The U.S. Military’s Force 
Structure: A Primer“ in which CBO “analyzes 
the structure and cost of the military from the 
perspective of major combat units, such as 
Army brigades, Navy aircraft carrier strike 
groups, Marine Corps task forces, and Air 
Force squadrons.” CBO allocated “most of the 
O&S budget and the Department of Defense’s 
(DOD) total number of military personnel 
among major combat units— and their 
associated support units and overhead 
activities—to provide a clearer picture of the 

size and cost of the major elements of the 
military’s force structure.” CBO stated that 
“[s]uch information can help policymakers 
evaluate proposals to change the structure or 
budget of the armed forces” but as is the 
CBO’s practice, the report offers analysis but 
no recommendations. 
 
CBO explained that “[i]n fiscal year 2015, the 
DOD spent a total of roughly $390 billion on 
operation and support (O&S) of military 
units.” CBO stated that “[t]he O&S budget 
covers the costs associated with the day-to-day 
running of units…[which] include pay and 
benefits for military personnel, compensation 
for most civilian employees, health care costs 
for military and civilian personnel, and the daily 
expenses of operating a unit, such as 
equipment maintenance, training, support 
contractors, and so on.” CBO stated that “[t]he 
O&S budget makes up about two-thirds of 
DOD’s total “base” budget, which is the 
defense budget excluding additional funds 
provided specifically for wartime operations.”  
 
CBO broke out the O&S costs by military 
department: 

 Department of the Army  
o According to its 2017 budget 

request, DOD plans to spend 
an average of about $101 billion 
per year (in 2017 dollars) over 
the 2017–2021 period to 
operate and support Army 
units. The total O&S cost of 
those units includes an 
additional $16 billion per year 
from defensewide accounts, 
CBO estimates. 

 Department of the Navy  
o According to its 2017 budget 

request, DOD plans to spend 
an average of about $95 billion 
per year over the 2017–2021 

http://www.williamsandjensen.com/
https://www.cbo.gov/publication/51535
https://www.cbo.gov/publication/51535
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period to operate and support 
Navy and Marine Corps units. 
The total O&S cost of those 
units includes an additional $10 
billion per year from 
defensewide accounts, CBO 
estimates. 

 Department of the Air Force  
o According to its 2017 budget 

request, DOD plans to spend 
an average of about $82 billion 
per year over the 2017–2021 
period to operate and support 
Air Force units. The total O&S 
cost of those units includes an 
additional $8 billion per year 
from defensewide accounts, 
CBO estimates. 

 Defensewide Activities  
o DOD also includes a number 

of defensewide organizations, 
which are not part of a military 
service, that perform specific 
functions. Most of those 
organizations—such as DOD’s 
military health care system—
provide centralized forms of 
support that assist each of the 
services. But a few—such as 
Special Operations Command, 
which organizes units from the 
different services’ special-
operations forces into an 
integrated force—provide 
distinct military capabilities to 
the nation (as well as generating 
distinct costs). Together, 
defensewide organizations and 
activities account for about $39 
billion per year of the O&S 
funding that DOD requested in 
its 2017 budget. 

 
Joint Chiefs Issue Key Planning Document 

 
Key Points: 

 The Joint Chiefs release a document designed 
to guide future planning and (by extension 
future acquisitions) geared to address projected 
future threats 

 
On July 14, the Joint Chiefs of Staff released an 
update to a vital planning document that will 
guide how the Department of Defense (DOD) 
reshapes its forces and makes capabilities and 
acquisitions decisions in the years to come 
based on projected threats. The “Joint 
Operating Environment 2035“ (JOE 2035) will 
be used “to support and accelerate our future 
strategy and force planning activities across the 
Joint Force.” The DOD will also use the JOE 
2035 to frame problems to be solved in future 
strategy documents and “should encourage a 
dialogue about what the Joint Force should do 
and be to protect the United States, its allies, its 
partners, and its interests around the world in 
2035.” The Joint Chiefs explained that “[f]or 
the Joint Force, thinking through the most 
important conditions in a changing world can 
mean the difference between victory and 
defeat, success and failure, and the needless 
expenditure of human lives and national 
treasure versus the judicious and prudent 
application of both to defend our vital 
interests.” The Joint Chiefs added that “[t]his 
document describes the future security 
environment and projects the implications of 
change for the Joint Force so it can anticipate 
and prepare for potential conflicts.”  
 
The Joint Chiefs stated that “[t]he United 
States will face a wide range of emerging – and 
often unforeseen – challenges in the future 
security environment featuring both contested 
norms and persistent disorder.” The Joint 
Chiefs stated that “[s]pecific U.S. strategic and 
military objectives to address these challenges 
will be many, multi-faceted, and tailored to a 

http://www.williamsandjensen.com/
http://www.dtic.mil/doctrine/concepts/joe/joe_2035_july16.pdf
http://www.dtic.mil/doctrine/concepts/joe/joe_2035_july16.pdf
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specific time, place, and set of circumstances.” 
The Joint Chiefs noted that “[h]owever, the 
JOE 2035 relies on a range of strategic goals to 
describe the overall terms of national 
commitment and articulate an acceptable end 
state for any particular U.S. strategic endeavor” 
which are:  

1. Adapt to changing conditions – 
ensure the United States can adequately 
cope with emerging changes in the 
security environment. 
2. Manage antagonism and impose 
costs – discourage changes to the 
security environment that are 
unfavorable to the United States. 
3. Punish aggression and rollback gains 
– block and undo changes to the 
security environment that are 
dangerous or disruptive to the United 
States. 

4. Impose change and enforce outcomes – 
introduce desired changes to the security 
environment that are favorable to the United 
States. 
 
For more information on defense issues you may email 
or call Michael Kans at 202-659-8201.  
 
HEALTH 
 

Republican and Democratic Platforms 
Differ on Future Health Care Policy 
 
Key Points: 

 Republicans and Democrats differ on 
continuing provisions of the ACA, Medicaid 
funding, Medicare reforms, and prescription 
drugs.   

 Both parties agree on making investments in 
public health and research as well as efforts to 
combat substance use and addiction. 

 
Both Republicans and Democrats have agreed 
to new party platforms following their 

respective conventions over the last two weeks. 
Though there is some common ground 
between the health care platforms, the parties 
diverge on several key issues. 
 
Health Care Coverage – Republicans want to 
repeal the Affordable Care Act and also reduce 
mandates to increase health care options and 
contain costs. They would maintain protections 
for those with preexisting conditions. 
Republicans also support the use of health 
savings accounts and health reimbursement 
accounts. Democrats emphasize maintaining 
access to coverage through a public option 
though support repealing the Cadillac tax. Both 
parties support improving transparency around 
health care costs.  
 
Insurers – Republicans want to end tax 
discrimination against the individual purchase 
of insurance and allow consumers to buy 
insurance across state lines. They would also 
repeal the 1954 McCarran-Ferguson Act, which 
protects insurance companies from anti-trust 
litigation. Democrats are encouraging states to 
require health insurance coverage for autism 
services in private insurance plans and the state 
marketplaces. They oppose insurers who 
impose excessive premium increases.  
 
Medicare/Medicaid – Republicans would 
implement a block grant for Medicaid along 
with other payments to assist all patients. 
Democrats oppose the use of a block grant and 
continue to encourage all states to implement 
Medicaid expansion. Democrats also oppose 
any efforts to privatize, “voucherize,” or 
“phase out” Medicare and would allow 
individuals over 55 to opt in to Medicare. 
Republicans would impose no changes for 
persons 55 or older but would provide the 
option of traditional Medicare or a premium-
support model.  
 

http://www.williamsandjensen.com/
mailto:mdkans@wms-jen.com
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Prescription Drugs – Republicans have 
already introduced legislation that would allow 
Medicare Part D and Medicare Advantage 
plans to limit patients to a single pharmacy. 
Democrats seek to address “price gouging” and 
would cap the monthly out-of-pocket costs for 
prescription drugs. Democrats support the 
importation of prescription drugs from licensed 
pharmacies in Canada and other countries with 
similar safety protections. They also support 
allowing Medicare negotiate for lower prices. 
 
Mental Health and Substance Use – Both 
parties recognize changes must be made. 
Republicans say the current mental health care 
regime is wasteful and ineffective and would 
support a block grant approach to allow state 
and local governments to create solutions. 
Democrats want to expand children’s access to 
mental health care and community-based 
treatment. They also call for full 
implementation of the Mental Health Parity 
and Addictions Equity Act of 2008. 
Republicans recommend reviewing the long 
range implications of the conflicts in public 
attitudes and policy toward illegal substances. 
Democrats advocate for expanding access to 
prevention, treatment, support, and recovery 
services along with improving physician 
prescribing practices.  
 
Research and Public Health – Republicans 
and Democrats agree there should be an 
investment into medical research and public 
health. Republicans support both public and 
private investment to confront dangers like 
Ebola, Zika, and antibiotic-resistant pathogens. 
Democrats also recommend increased 
coordination in public health to better address 
emerging threats. Democrats support 
accelerating the pace of medical progress by 
ensuring more investment in scientists and fully 
funding the National Institutes of Health.   
 

Upcoming Hearings and Meetings 
 
August 2 
Opioid Use: The Substance Abuse and Mental 
Health Services Administration will hold a 
public listening session to solicit comments 
regarding the supplemental notice of proposed 
rulemaking, “Medication Assisted Treatment 
for Opioid Use Disorders Reporting 
Requirements.” 
 

August 3-4 
Infectious Agents: The Centers for Disease 
Control will hold teleconference to address 
import and export permit regulations for 
infectious biological agents, infectious 
substances, and vectors. 
 
August 3 
Medicaid: The National Governors 
Association’s Center for Best Practices will 
hold a briefing on “The Future of Medicaid 
Transformation: A Practical Guide for States.” 
 
Diabetes: The National Institutes of Health 
will hold a meeting of the Diabetes Mellitus 
Interagency Coordinating Committee to discuss 
current and future diabetes programs in 
member organizations and to identify 
opportunities for collaboration, including an 
update on the National Diabetes Prevention 
Program.  
 
August 4 
FDA: The Food and Drug Administration will 
hold a meeting of the Anesthetic and Analgesic 
Drug Products Advisory Committee and the 
Drug Safety and Risk Management Advisory 
Committee.  
 
For more information about healthcare issues you may 
email or call Matthew Hoekstra or George Olsen at 
202-659-8201.  
 

http://www.williamsandjensen.com/
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TRANSPORTATION AND 
INFRASTRUCTURE  
 
Auto Industry ISAC Releases Cybersecurity 
Best Practices 
 
Key Points: 

 The organization has identified seven areas for 
automakers to address to improve cybersecurity 
threats to automobiles. 

 
The Automotive Information Sharing and 
Analysis Center (ISAC) released an executive 
summary that identifies seven functions 
affecting vehicle cybersecurity and offered 
steps to strengthen those functions. They cover 
a diverse range of factors affecting 
cybersecurity during a vehicle’s entire lifecycle 
and throughout the motor vehicle ecosystem. 
These functions are: 

 Governance: Robust governance can 
set the tone for cybersecurity within an 
organization. Best practices to achieve 
this include aligning the organization to 
recognize the importance of vehicle 
cybersecurity, and create defined roles 
and responsibilities across the 
company. 

 Risk Assessment and Management: 
These strategies can mitigate the impact 
of cyber vulnerabilities. Best practices 
call for developing a way to identify, 
categorize, prioritize, and treat risks 
that could create data security and 
safety problems. It is suggested, among 
other ideas, that supply chains be 
included in risk assessments. 

 Security by Design: The ISAC 
proposed a number of best practices 
for security by design including limiting 
network interactions and helping to 
ensure the appropriate separation of 
environments, and the inclusion of 

security design reviews in the 
development process. 

 Threat Detection and Protection: 
Threat detection creates proactive 
remediation by elevating awareness of 
suspicious activities. Best practices 
include identifying threats and 
vulnerabilities using a variety of 
methods, such as routine scanning and 
testing sensitive areas. 

 Incident Response and Recover: 
Developing response and recover plans 
creates resiliency in the aftermath of a 
cyberattack. Best practices include 
identifying the actual and potential 
impact of a cyberattack. 

 Training and Awareness: Best 
practices focus on establishing training 
programs for and promoting cyber 
hygiene across the entire motor vehicle 
ecosystem. 

 Collaboration and Engagement with 
Appropriate Third Parties: The 
summary noted that collaboration is a 
key part of defending against 
cyberattacks. Best practices advocate 
for engaging with industry 
organizations, governmental bodies, 
academic institutions and cybersecurity 
researchers. 

 
Party Platforms Address Transportation 
and Infrastructure 
 
Key Points: 

 Both party platforms discuss transportation 
and infrastructure, but offer few concrete 
suggestions for fixing problems. 

 
Democrats and Republicans released their 2016 
party platforms. Although transportation and 
infrastructure were mentioned, neither party 
offered in-depth solutions for improvement or 

http://www.williamsandjensen.com/
https://www.automotiveisac.com/assets/img/executive-summary.pdf
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modernization. The Democrats’ platform 
advocates for updating and expanding critical 
infrastructure and investing in green and 
resilient infrastructure. This includes traditional 
infrastructure, such as rail and public 
transportation, and modes of transportation 
that are becoming more popular, such as 
walking and biking. The platform explicitly 
states that Democrats will modernize drinking 
and wastewater systems. Most notably, the 
Democratic platform calls for the creation of a 
national infrastructure bank to support critical 
infrastructure improvements. The bank will 
provide financial assistance for investment in 
infrastructure projects. It also encourages 
support for municipal bonds and a permanent 
version of Build America Bonds to encourage 
infrastructure spending at the state and local 
level. 
 
The Republican platform calls for the scope of 
the Highway Trust Fund (HTF) to be narrowed 
to fund only those programs in the broad 
interest of the nation. It notes that many 
programs that currently receive HTF funding 
are parochial, or unrelated to highways 
altogether. The platform also calls for a phase 
out of the federal transit program and reform 
provisions of the National Environmental 
Policy Act, and a repeal of the Davis-Bacon 
law. The platform strongly endorses the 
removal of legal roadblock that inhibit the 
development of public private partnerships. On 
rail projects, Republicans express a desire for 
private rail service in the northeast corridor, 
and for private rail to be able to compete for 
high-speed and intercity rail passengers. The 
platform rejects an increase in the gas tax and 
federal support for “boondoggles” like 
California’s high-speed rail project. 
 
FTA Holds Webinar Explaining Final Rule 
on TAM 
 

Key Points: 

 The final rule is largely similar to the 
NPRM. 

 The rule is effective October 1, 2016. 
 
On July 26, the Department of Transportation 
(DOT) and the Federal Transit Administration 
(FTA) held a webinar to explain its final rule on 
Transit Asset Management (TAM), which takes 
effect on October 1, 2016. The webinar 
covered a variety of topics including transit 
asset management background, the final rule 
outline & content, and implementation tools 
for practitioners.   
 
FTA Office Budget and Safety Transportation 
Data Analyst Mshadoni Smith declared TAM is 
a business model that uses the conditions of 
assessment to guide optimal funding decisions 
for achieving and maintaining a State of Good 
Repair (SGR). She pointed out that there are 
some changes between the NPRM and the final 
rule, but they are not significant. She explained 
that changes include new definitions of Tier II 
providers, asset tracking, 5310 applicability, 
group plans, and performance targets. 
 
Smith said the purpose of the rule is to help 
achieve and maintain a SGR for the nation’s 
public transportation system. She mentioned 
that the rule clarifies that American Indian 
Tribes or sub-recipients of 5511 funds fall into 
Tier II. She explained an asset is in a state of 
good repair if it is able to perform its 
designated function; does not pose a known 
unacceptable safety risk; and its lifecycle 
investments have been met or recovered. She 
highlighted that Tier II applies to sub-recipient 
of 5311 funds, American Indian tribes, 
operators with less than or equal to 100 
vehicles across all fixed route modes, or 
operators with less than or equal to 100 
vehicles in one non-fixed route mode.  

http://www.williamsandjensen.com/
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Smith affirmed that TAM plans must be 
updated every four years and cover four years. 
She stated the plan should be amended if there 
are significant changes. She announced that 
initial TAM plans must be completed by 
October 2018, which is two years after the 
effective date of the rule. She said the final rule 
along with the National Transportation 
Database (NTD) Asset Inventory Module and 
two Performance Measure Guidebooks were 
published on July 26, 2016. She stressed that 
October 1, 2016 is the effective date of the 
rule. She announced that SGR targets must be 
set by January 1, 2017 and reported to the 
NTD by January 31, 2017. She pointed out that 
after that date, these targets will be reported 
annually within four months of the end of a 
provider’s fiscal year as part of the NTD 
report. She declared that asset inventory and 
condition reporting is due within four months 
of the end of a provider’s 2018 fiscal year with 
subsequent reports included in the NTD 
report. She concluded that the narrative report 
is due within four months of the end of a 
provider’s 2019 fiscal year and then annually 
within four months of the end of a provider’s 
fiscal year.  
 
FTA Releases Performance Measure 
Guidebooks  
 
Key Points: 

 The guidebooks will assist in the 
implementation of TAM. 

 
On July 28, the Department of Transportation 
(DOT) and the Federal Transit Administration 
(FTA) held a webinar to explain the Transit 
Asset Management (TAM) Performance 
Measures Guidebooks. The webinar covered a 
variety of topics including Facility Performance 
Assessment, and Infrastructure Performance 
Assessment.   

 
FTA National Transit Database (NTD) 
Program Manager Maggie Schilling stated the 
“Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st 
Century Act” (MAP-21) (P. L. 112-141) created 
new requirements that facility and 
infrastructure conditions data be added to the 
NTD. She explained there are two guidebooks 
to help facilitate implementation of FTA’s 
TAM program: (1) “Guideway Performance 
Restriction Calculation“ and (2) “Facility 
Condition Assessment.” She said these are 
meant to support requirements for TAM plans, 
and calculate state of good repair (SGR) related 
measures. She stated that administrative, 
maintenance, passenger, and parking facilities 
must be reported. She asserted that each of 
these four facilities is given a one to five rating 
based on the Transit Economic Requirements 
Model (TERM) scale. She declared that an asset 
is in a SGR if it has a rating greater than or 
equal to three on the TERM scale. She noted 
that comments can be submitted to the docket 
(FTA-2016-0030) and are due by September 
26, 2016. 
 
An audience member asked if a storage facility, 
such as a bus garage, must be reported. 
Schilling noted this would be a general purpose 
facility. She emphasized that condition 
assessments are only for facilities for which an 
organization has capital replacement 
responsibility. She noted this is in keeping with 
the final TAM rule and how information is 
reported to the NTD.  
 
Kevin Prior and Michael Kans wrote this section. For 
more information on transportation issues you may 
email or call Michael Kans at 202-659-8201.  
 
 
 
 
 

http://www.williamsandjensen.com/
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TECHNOLOGY 
 
White House Issues Directive On 
“Significant” Cyber Incidents 
 
Key Points: 

 The Administration assigns responsibilities to 
DOJ, DHS, and IC as lead agencies in 
responding to significant cyber incidents 

 The White House identified the criteria that 
constitute different levels of cyber attacks  

 
On July 26, the White House released 
“Presidential Policy Directive -- United States 
Cyber Incident Coordination“ (PPD-41), which 
“marks a major milestone in codifying the 
policy that governs the Federal government’s 
response to significant cyber incidents” 
according to an Administration fact sheet. The 
White House also released a document that 
containing “a common schema for describing 
the severity of cyber incidents affecting the 
homeland, U.S. capabilities, or U.S. 
interests…[and] establishes a common 
framework for evaluating and assessing cyber 
incidents to ensure that all departments and 
agencies have a common view” of several 
dimensions of cyber attacks. In addition, the 
White House released an Annex to PPD-41 
spelling out implementation steps. The 
Administration is explaining the PPD-41 as the 
cyber corollary of a PPD governing the federal 
government’s response to natural disasters. 
 
The Administration stated that PPD-41 
“institutionalizes our cyber incident 
coordination efforts in numerous respects, 
including: 

 Establishing clear principles that will 
govern the Federal government’s 
activities in cyber incident response; 

 Differentiating between significant 
cyber incidents and steady-state 
incidents and applying the PPD’s 

guidance primarily to significant 
incidents; 

 Categorizing the government’s activities 
into specific lines of effort and 
designating a lead agency for each line 
of effort in the event of a significant 
cyber incident; 

 Creating mechanisms to coordinate the 
Federal government’s response to 
significant cyber incidents, including a 
Cyber Unified Coordination Group 
similar in concept to what is used for 
incidents with physical effects, and 
enhanced coordination procedures 
within individual agencies; 

 Applying these policies and procedures 
to incidents where a Federal 
department or agency is the victim; and, 

 Ensuring that our cyber response 
activities are consistent and integrated 
with broader national preparedness and 
incident response policies, such as 
those implemented through Presidential 
Policy Directive 8-National 
Preparedness, so that our response to a 
cyber incident can seamlessly integrate 
with actions taken to address physical 
consequences caused by malicious 
cyber activity. 

 
The White House stated that “[t]o establish 
accountability and enhance clarity, the PPD 
organizes Federal response activities into three 
lines of effort and establishes a Federal lead 
agency for each:  

 Threat response activities include the 
law enforcement and national security 
investigation of a cyber incident, 
including collecting evidence, linking 
related incidents, gathering intelligence, 
identifying opportunities for threat 
pursuit and disruption, and providing 
attribution.   The Department of Justice, 
acting through the Federal Bureau of 

http://www.williamsandjensen.com/
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Investigation (FBI) and the National Cyber 
Investigative Joint Task Force (NCIJTF), 
will be the Federal lead agency for threat 
response activities. 

 Asset response activities include 
providing technical assets and 
assistance to mitigate vulnerabilities and 
reducing the impact of the incident, 
identifying and assessing the risk posed 
to other entities and mitigating those 
risks, and providing guidance on how 
to leverage Federal resources and 
capabilities.   The Department of Homeland 
Security (DHS), acting through the National 
Cybersecurity and Communications Integration 
Center (NCCIC), will be the Federal lead 
agency for asset response activities.  The PPD 
directs DHS to coordinate closely with 
the relevant Sector-Specific Agency, 
which will depend on what kind of 
organization is affected by the incident.  

 Intelligence Support and related 
activities include intelligence collection 
in support of investigative activities, 
and integrated analysis of threat trends 
and events to build situational 
awareness and to identify knowledge 
gaps, as well as the ability to degrade or 
mitigate adversary threat 
capabilities.  The Office of the Director of 
National Intelligence, through the Cyber 
Threat Intelligence Integration Center, will be 
the Federal lead agency for intelligence support 
and related activities. 

 
The Administration stated that it is “releasing 
today a cyber incident severity schema that 
establishes a common framework within the 
Federal government for evaluating and 
assessing the severity of cyber incidents and 
will help identify significant cyber incidents to 
which the PPD’s coordination procedures 
would apply.” Central to this schema is the 
definition of “significant” cyber incident 

included in PPD-41: “one that either singularly 
or as part of a group of related incidents is 
likely to result in demonstrable harm to the 
national security interests, foreign relations, or 
economy of the United States or to the public 
confidence, civil liberties, or public health and 
safety of the American people.” 
 
OMB Issues Major Revision Of 
Information Systems and Technology 
 
Key Points: 

 The Administration revises overarching IT 
governance for the first time since 2000 

 
On July 28, the Office of Management and 
Budget (OMB) published notice in the Federal 
Register that Circular A-130, “Managing 
Information as a Strategic Resource,” has been 
revised for the first time since the end of the 
Clinton Administration. OMB explained the 
revisions as being necessary “to reflect changes 
in law and advances in technology…[and] 
ensure consistency with executive orders, 
presidential directives, recent OMB policy, and 
National Institute of Standards and Technology 
standards and guidelines.” A-130 also included 
two appendices: 

 Responsibilities for Protecting and 
Managing Federal Information 
Resources that “establishes minimum 
requirements for Federal information 
security programs, assigns Federal 
agency responsibilities for the security 
of information and information 
systems, and links agency information 
security programs and agency 
management control systems” 

 Responsibilities for Managing 
Personally Identifiable Information that 
“outlines some of the general 
responsibilities for Federal agencies 
managing information resources that 
involve personally identifiable 

http://www.williamsandjensen.com/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/whitehouse.gov/files/documents/Cyber%2BIncident%2BSeverity%2BSchema.pdf
https://www.federalregister.gov/articles/2016/07/28/2016-17872/revision-of-omb-circular-no-a-130-managing-information-as-a-strategic-resource
https://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/omb/assets/OMB/circulars/a130/a130revised.pdf
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information (PII) and summarizes the 
key privacy requirements included in 
other sections of this Circular.”   

 
OMB explained that “[t]he Circular establishes 
general policy for information governance, 
acquisitions, records management, open data, 
workforce, security, and privacy…[and] also 
emphasizes the role of both privacy and 
security in the Federal information life cycle.” 
OMB stated that “[i]mportantly, it represents a 
shift from viewing security and privacy 
requirements as compliance exercises to 
understanding security and privacy as crucial 
elements of a comprehensive, strategic, and 
continuous risk-based program at Federal 
agencies.” OMB stated that “[w]hen 
implemented by agencies, these revisions to the 
Circular will promote innovation, enable 
appropriate information sharing, and foster the 
wide-scale and rapid adoption of new 
technologies while strengthening protections 
for security and privacy.” 
 
For more information on technology issues you may 
email or call Michael Kans at 202-659-8201.  
 
This Week in Congress was written by Laura 
Simmons.  
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