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nullify the tariffs. Those who have ex-
pressed admiration for free trade or
supply-side economics ought to support
this bill as well. Those who are happy
with the economic growth that we have
recently achieved and are interested in
seeing it continue ought to support
this bill. We now have a better climate
for economic growth on both the regu-
latory side and the tax side. If we enter
a trade war, we risk reversing those
gains we have made.

We in Congress cannot be complicit
as this administration courts economic
disaster in this fashion. I urge my col-
leagues to join me in exercising our
constitutional oversight and to invali-
date these irresponsible tariffs.

———

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 430—EX-
PRESSING SUPPORT FOR THE
DESIGNATION OF MARCH 9, 2018,
AS A NATIONAL DAY OF REMEM-
BRANCE IN HONOR OF THE LIFE,
LEGACY, AND MANY ACCOM-
PLISHMENTS OF BILLY FRANK,
JR.

Ms. CANTWELL (for herself and Mrs.
MURRAY) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary:

S. RES. 430

Whereas, in the 1850s, the United States
Government signed a series of treaties with
Washington State Tribes under which the
Tribes granted millions of acres of land to
the United States in exchange for the estab-
lishment of reservations and the recognition
of traditional hunting, fishing, and gathering
rights;

Whereas Billy Frank, Jr., was born to
Willie Frank, Sr., and Angeline Frank on
March 9, 1931, at Frank’s Landing on the
banks of the Nisqually River in Washington
State;

Whereas the tireless efforts and dedication
of Billy Frank, Jr., led to a historic legal
victory that ensured that the United States
would honor promises made in treaties with
the Washington Tribes;

Whereas Billy Frank, Jr., was first ar-
rested in December of 1945, at the age of 14,
for fishing for salmon in the Nisqually River;

Whereas Billy Frank, Jr., was subse-
quently arrested more than 50 times for exer-
cising his treaty-protected right to fish for
salmon;

Whereas over the years, Billy Frank, Jr.,
and other Tribal members staged ‘‘fish-ins”’
that often placed the protestors in danger of
being arrested or attacked;

Whereas during these fish-ins, Billy Frank,
Jr., and others demanded that they be al-
lowed to fish in historically Tribal waters, a
right the Nisqually had reserved in the Trea-
ty of Medicine Creek;

Whereas declining salmon runs in Wash-
ington waters resulted in increased arrests of
Tribal members exercising their fishing
rights under the Treaty of Medicine Creek;

Whereas, on February 12, 1974, in the case
of United States v. Washington, Judge George
Hugo Boldt of the United States District
Court for the Western District of Washington
issued a decision that affirmed the right of
Washington treaty Tribes to take up to half
of the harvestable salmon in western Wash-
ington, reaffirmed Tribal treaty-reserved
rights, and established the Tribes as coman-
agers of the salmon resource;
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Whereas the Ninth Circuit Court of Ap-
peals and the Supreme Court of the United
States upheld the Boldt decision;

Whereas after the Boldt decision, Billy
Frank, Jr., continued his fight to protect
natural resources, salmon, and a healthy en-
vironment;

Whereas the Northwest Indian Fisheries
Commission, where Billy Frank, Jr., served
as chairman, assists its 20 member Tribes in
managing fisheries and works to establish
relationships with State agencies and non-
Indian groups to restore and protect habi-
tats, and protect Tribal treaty rights;

Whereas Billy Frank, Jr., refused to be bit-
ter in the face of jail, racism, and abuse, and
his influence was felt not just in Washington
State but around the world;

Whereas Billy Frank, Jr., was awarded the
Albert Schweitzer Prize for Humani-
tarianism, the Common Cause Award for
Human Rights Efforts, the American Indian
Distinguished Service Award, the Wash-
ington State Environmental Excellence
Award, and the Wallace Stegner Award for
his years of service and dedication to his bat-
tle;

Whereas, in 2015, Billy Frank, Jr., was
posthumously awarded the Presidential
Medal of Freedom by President Barack
Obama;

Whereas, in 2015, Congress passed the Billy
Frank Jr. Tell Your Story Act (Public Law
114-101), renaming the Nisqually National
Wildlife Refuge in honor of Billy Frank, Jr.,
and establishing a national memorial at
nearby McAllister Creek, where the Medicine
Creek Treaty was signed in 1854 between the
United States Government and the
Nisqually, Muckleshoot, Puyallup, and
Squaxin Island Tribes;

Whereas the legacy of Billy Frank, Jr., will
live on in stories, in memories, and every
time a Tribal member exercises his or her
right to harvest salmon in Washington
State; and

Whereas the legacy of Billy Frank, Jr.,
continues to inspire those still around today
and those still to come: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate supports a na-
tional day of remembrance in honor of the
life, legacy, and many accomplishments of
Billy Frank, Jr.

———

SENATE RESOLUTION  431—SUP-
PORTING THE GOALS AND
IDEALS OF “INTERNATIONAL PA-
RENTAL CHILD ABDUCTION
MONTH” AND EXPRESSING THE
SENSE OF THE SENATE THAT
CONGRESS SHOULD RAISE
AWARENESS OF THE HARM
CAUSED BY INTERNATIONAL PA-
RENTAL CHILD ABDUCTION

Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mrs.
FEINSTEIN, Mr. CRUZ, and Mr. MENEN-
DEZ) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations:

S. REs. 431

Whereas thousands of children in the
United States have been abducted from the
United States by parents, separating those
children from their parents who remain in
the United States;

Whereas it is illegal under section 1204 of
title 18, United States Code, to remove, or
attempt to remove, a child from the United
States or retain a child (who has been in the
United States) outside of the United States
with the intent to obstruct the lawful exer-
cise of parental rights;

Whereas more than 600 children experi-
enced international parental child abduction
during 2015;
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Whereas, during 2016, 1 or more cases of
international parental child abduction in-
volving children who are citizens of the
United States were identified in 106 coun-
tries around the world;

Whereas the United States is a party to the
Convention on the Civil Aspects of Inter-
national Child Abduction, done at the Hague
October 25, 1980 (TIAS 11670) (referred to in
this preamble as the ‘‘Hague Convention on
Abduction”’), which—

(1) supports the prompt return of wrongly
removed or retained children; and

(2) calls for all participating parties to re-
spect parental custody rights;

Whereas a significant number of children
who were abducted from the United States
have yet to be reunited with their custodial
parents;

Whereas, during 2016, 13 countries were
identified under the Sean and David Gold-
man International Child Abduction Preven-
tion and Return Act of 2014 (22 U.S.C. 9101 et
seq.) as engaging in a pattern of noncompli-
ance;

Whereas, during the 20-year period ending
on the date of enactment of this resolution,
the National Center for Missing and Ex-
ploited Children has provided assistance for
more than 6,000 international family abduc-
tion cases involving children wrongfully re-
moved from or retained outside of the United
States;

Whereas the Supreme Court of the United
States has recognized that family abduc-
tion—

(1) is a form of child abuse with potentially
“devastating consequences for a child”’, that
may include negative impacts on the phys-
ical and mental well-being of the child; and

(2) can cause a child to ‘‘experience a loss
of community and stability, leading to lone-
liness, anger, and fear of abandonment’’;

Whereas, according to the 2010 Report on
Compliance with the Hague Convention on
the Civil Aspects of International Child Ab-
duction by the Department of State, re-
search shows that an abducted child is at
risk of significant short- and long-term prob-
lems, including ‘‘anxiety, eating problems,
nightmares, mood swings, sleep disturb-
ances, [and] aggressive behavior’’;

Whereas international parental child ab-
duction has devastating emotional con-
sequences not only for the child but also for
the parent from whom the child is separated;

Whereas the United States has a history of
promoting child welfare through institutions
including—

(1) in the Department of Health and
Human Services—

(A) the Administration for Children and

Families; and

(B) the Children’s Bureau; and

(2) in the Department of State, the Office
of Children’s Issues;

Whereas Congress has signaled a commit-
ment to ending international parental child
abduction by enacting the International
Child Abduction Remedies Act (22 U.S.C. 9001
et seq.), the International Parental Kidnap-
ping Crime Act of 1993 (Public Law 103-173;
107 Stat. 1998), and the Sean and David Gold-
man International Child Abduction Preven-
tion and Return Act of 2014 (22 U.S.C. 9101 et
seq.);

Whereas, in 2012, the Senate adopted Sen-
ate Resolution 543, 112th Congress, agreed to
December 4, 2012, which—

(1) condemned international parental child
abduction;

(2) urged countries identified by the De-
partment of State as noncompliant with the
Hague Convention on Abduction to fulfill the
commitment those countries made to imple-
ment the Hague Convention on Abduction;
and

(3) expressed the sense of the Senate that
the United States should—
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(A) pursue the return, by all appropriate
means, of each child abducted by a parent
to another country;

(B) if a child is abducted by a parent and
not returned to the United States, facili-
tate access to the abducted child for the
parent remaining in the United States; and

(C) where appropriate, seek the extra-
dition of the parent that abducted the
child;

Whereas all 50 States and the District of
Columbia have enacted laws criminalizing
parental kidnapping;

Whereas, in 2016, the Prevention Branch of
the Office of Children’s Issues of the Depart-
ment of State—

(1) fielded 2,537 inquiries from the general
public relating to preventing a child from
being removed from the United States; and

(2) enrolled 4,087 children in the Children’s
Passport Issuance Alert Program, which—

(A) is one of the most important tools of
the Department of State for preventing
international parental child abduction; and

(B) allows the Office of Children’s Issues
to contact the enrolling parent or legal
guardian to verify whether the parental
consent requirement has been met when a
passport application has been submitted
for an enrolled child;

Whereas, the Department of State cannot
track the ultimate destination of a child
through the use of the passport of the child
issued by the Department of State if the
child is transported to a third country after
departing from the United States;

Whereas a child who is a citizen of the
United States may have another nationality
and may travel using a passport issued by
another country, which—

(1) increases the difficulty in determining
the whereabouts of the child; and

(2) makes efforts to prevent abductions all
the more critical;

Whereas, in 2016, the Department of Home-
land Security, in coordination with the Pre-
vention Branch of the Office of Children’s
Issues of the Department of State, enrolled
131 children in a program aimed at pre-
venting international parental child abduc-
tion;

Whereas, the Department of State, through
the International Visitor Leadership Pro-
gram and related initiatives with global
partners of the United States, has reduced
the number of children who have been re-
ported abducted from the United States by 25
percent during the past 2 years; and

Whereas the United States should continue
to play a leadership role in raising awareness
about the devastating impacts of inter-
national parental child abduction by edu-
cating the public about the negative emo-
tional, psychological, and physical con-
sequences to children and parents victimized
by international parental child abduction:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate recognizes and
observes ‘‘International Parental Child Ab-
duction Month’ during the period beginning
on April 1, 2018, and ending on May 1, 2018, to
raise awareness of, and opposition to, inter-
national parental child abduction.

————
SENATE RESOLUTION  432—CON-
GRATULATING THE BALTIC

STATES OF ESTONIA, LATVIA,
AND LITHUANIA ON THE 100TH
ANNIVERSARY OF THEIR DEC-
LARATIONS OF INDEPENDENCE

Mr. JOHNSON (for himself and Mr.
MURPHY) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations:
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S. RES. 432

Whereas, in 1918, the people of Estonia,
Latvia, and Lithuania declared their inde-
pendence on February 24, November 18, and
February 16, respectively, as sovereign,
democratic countries;

Whereas, on July 28, 1922, the United
States formally recognized Estonia, Latvia,
and Lithuania as independent countries;

Whereas the United States refused to rec-
ognize the Soviet Union’s forcible incorpora-
tion of the Baltic states;

Whereas, in August 1991, the Baltic states
regained their de facto independence from
the Soviet Union, and on September 2, 1991,
President George H. W. Bush recognized the
restoration of their independence, reestab-
lishing full diplomatic relations between the
United States and Estonia, Latvia, and Lith-
uania several days later;

Whereas, in the United States, commu-
nities of Baltic descent have contributed sig-
nificantly to American culture, prosperity,
and security and have helped strengthen
United States relations with the Baltic
states;

Whereas relations between the United
States and Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania
have developed into a robust partnership
based on shared values and principles, in-
cluding respect for the rule of law, human
rights, freedom of speech, and free trade;

Whereas Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania
have shown their resolve as responsible and
dedicated members of the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization (NATO) by contributing
to regional and global security, including to
operations in Afghanistan;

Whereas the Baltic states have been lead-
ers in addressing and combatting 21st cen-
tury security threats, exemplified by their
active leadership and advancement of the
NATO Cooperative Cyber Defense Center of
Excellence in Estonia, the NATO Strategic
Communications Center of Excellence in
Latvia, and the NATO Energy Security Cen-
ter of Excellence in Lithuania; and

Whereas Russia’s continued aggressive and
provocative actions against its neighboring
countries, including violations of sovereign
Baltic airspace, test both the region and the
NATO alliance: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) congratulates the people of Estonia,
Latvia, and Lithuania on the occasion of the
100th anniversary of their declarations of
independence;

(2) commends the people and Governments
of Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania for their
successful reforms and remarkable economic
growth since 1991;

(3) applauds the productive partnership the
United States enjoys with the Baltic states
in many spheres, including NATO;

(4) recognizes the determination of the
Governments of Hstonia, Latvia, and Lith-
uania to strengthen transatlantic security
through defense spending and host nation
support for NATO deployments;

(b) recognizes the commitment among the
Baltic states to further respect for the val-
ues of democracy and human rights within
their own countries and abroad; and

(6) reiterates the continued support of Con-
gress for the European Deterrence Initiative
as a means for enhancing deterrence and in-
creasing military capabilities on NATO’s
eastern flank.

———

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 2192. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself and
Mr. BROWN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 2151
proposed by Mr. McCONNELL (for Mr. CRAPO
(for himself, Mr. DONNELLY, Ms. HEITKAMP,
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Mr. TESTER, and Mr. WARNER)) to the bill S.
21565, to promote economic growth, provide
tailored regulatory relief, and enhance con-
sumer protections, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2193. Mr. CORKER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 2155, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 2194. Mr. WICKER (for himself and Ms.
DUCKWORTH) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
2155, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 2195. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2155, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 2196. Mr. WYDEN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 2151 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr.
CRAPO (for himself, Mr. DONNELLY, Ms.
HEITKAMP, Mr. TESTER, and Mr. WARNER)) to
the bill S. 2155, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 2197. Mr. BROWN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 2151 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr.
CRAPO (for himself, Mr. DONNELLY, Ms.
HEITKAMP, Mr. TESTER, and Mr. WARNER)) to
the bill S. 2155, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 2198. Mr. CRUZ (for himself, Mr. LEE,
Mr. RUBIO, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. SASSE, and Mr.
PAUL) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed to amendment SA 2151 proposed
by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. CRAPO (for him-
self, Mr. DONNELLY, Ms. HEITKAMP, Mr.
TESTER, and Mr. WARNER)) to the bill S. 2155,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2199. Mr. CRUZ (for himself and Mr.
LEE) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill S. 2155, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2200. Mr. CRUZ (for himself and Mr.
LEE) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed to amendment SA 2151 proposed
by Mr. McCONNELL (for Mr. CRAPO (for him-
self, Mr. DONNELLY, Ms. HEITKAMP, Mr.
TESTER, and Mr. WARNER)) to the bill S. 2155,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2201. Mr. LEE (for himself and Mr.
RUBIO) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill S. 2155, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2202. Mr. SANDERS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 2151 proposed by Mr. McCON-
NELL (for Mr. CRAPO (for himself, Mr. DON-
NELLY, Ms. HEITKAMP, Mr. TESTER, and Mr.
WARNER)) to the bill S. 2155, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2203. Ms. HARRIS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the
bill S. 2155, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 2204. Ms. HARRIS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the
bill S. 2155, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 2205. Ms. HARRIS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the
bill S. 2155, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 2206. Mr. LEE (for himself and Mr.
RUBIO) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill S. 2155, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2207. Mr. UDALL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 2151 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr.
CRAPO (for himself, Mr. DONNELLY, Ms.
HEITKAMP, Mr. TESTER, and Mr. WARNER)) to
the bill S. 2155, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 2208. Mr. KENNEDY (for himself and
Mr. SCHATZ) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 2152
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