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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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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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proposed by Mr. CRAPO (for himself, Mr. DON-
NELLY, Ms. HEITKAMP, Mr. TESTER, and Mr.
WARNER) to the 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.

————
TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 2192. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself
and Mr. BROWN) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 2151 proposed by Mr.
McCCONNELL (for Mr. CRAPO (for him-
self, Mr. DONNELLY, Ms. HEITKAMP, Mr.
TESTER, and Mr. WARNER)) to the bill
S. 2155, to promote economic growth,
provide tailored regulatory relief, and
enhance consumer protections, and for
other purposes; which was ordered to
lie on the table; as follows:

Beginning on page 105, strike line 25 and
all that follows through page 106, line 7, and
insert the following:

‘(B) what constitutes appropriate proof.”.

SA 2193. Mr. CORKER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 2155, to promote eco-
nomic growth, provide tailored regu-
latory relief, and enhance consumer
protections, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table;
as follows:

Strike section 402.

SA 2194. Mr. WICKER (for himself
and Ms. DUCKWORTH) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 2155, to promote eco-
nomic growth, provide tailored regu-
latory relief, and enhance consumer
protections, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table;
as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:
SEC. TREATMENT OF CERTAIN NON-
SIGNIFICANT INVESTMENTS IN THE
CAPITAL OF UNCONSOLIDATED FI-
NANCIAL INSTITUTIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 18 of the Federal
Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 1828), as
amended by section 403(a), is amended by
adding at the end the following:

“(bb) TREATMENT OF NONSIGNIFICANT IN-
VESTMENTS IN THE CAPITAL OF UNCONSOLI-
DATED FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS.—For pur-
poses of the final rules titled ‘Regulatory
Capital Rules: Regulatory Capital, Imple-
mentation of Basel III, Capital Adequacy,
Transition Provisions, Prompt Corrective
Action, Standardized Approach for Risk-
weighted Assets, Market Discipline and Dis-
closure Requirements, Advanced Approaches
Risk-Based Capital Rule, and Market Risk
Capital Rule’ (78 Fed. Reg. 62018; published
Oct. 11, 2013 and 79 Fed. Reg. 20754; published
April 14, 2014) and any other regulation
which incorporates a definition of the term
‘nonsignificant investments in the capital of
unconsolidated financial institutions’, the
appropriate Federal banking agencies shall
provide that investments in trust preferred
securities (pooled and individual instru-
ments) by a depository institution with as-
sets of less than $15,000,000,000 as of July 21,
2010, or a depository institution holding com-
pany with assets of less than $15,000,000,000 as
of July 21, 2010, shall not be subject to deduc-
tion from the regulatory capital of such de-
pository institution or depository institu-
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tion holding company or any depository in-
stitution holding company of such an insti-
tution, provided such investments were held
prior to July 21, 2010.”".

(b) AMENDMENT TO BASEL IIT CAPITAL REG-
ULATIONS.—Not later than the end of the 3-
month period beginning on the date of the
enactment of this Act, the Federal Deposit
Insurance Corporation, the Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, and
the Comptroller of the Currency shall amend
the final rules titled ‘‘Regulatory Capital
Rules: Regulatory Capital, Implementation
of Basel III, Capital Adequacy, Transition
Provisions, Prompt Corrective Action,
Standardized Approach for Risk-weighted
Assets, Market Discipline and Disclosure Re-
quirements, Advanced Approaches Risk-
Based Capital Rule, and Market Risk Capital
Rule” (78 Fed. Reg. 62018; published Oct. 11,
2013 and 79 Fed. Reg. 20754; published April
14, 2014) to implement the amendments made
by this Act.

SA 2195. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 2155, to promote eco-
nomic growth, provide tailored regu-
latory relief, and enhance consumer
protections, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table;
as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:
SEC. . RESTORING MAIN STREET INVESTOR

PROTECTION AND CONFIDENCE.

(a) SECURITIES INVESTOR PROTECTION ACT
OF 1970 AMENDMENTS.—

(1) APPOINTMENT OF TRUSTEES.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 5(b)(3) of the Se-
curities Investor Protection Act of 1970 (15
U.S.C. 78eee(b)(3)) is amended to read as fol-
lows:

‘(3) APPOINTMENT OF TRUSTEE AND ATTOR-
NEY.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—If the court issues a pro-
tective decree under paragraph (1), such
court shall forthwith appoint, as trustee for
the liquidation of the business of the debtor
and as attorney for the trustee, such persons
as the court determines best fit to serve as
trustee and as attorney from among the per-
sons selected by the Commission pursuant to
subparagraph (B). The persons appointed as
trustee and as attorney for the trustee may
be associated with the same firm.

“(B) COMMISSION CANDIDATES.—The Com-
mission shall maintain a list of candidates
for the position of trustee and attorney for
the trustee for a debtor in a liquidation pro-
ceedings, and shall periodically update the
list, as appropriate. With respect to a debtor
and upon the court issuing a protective de-
cree under paragraph (1), the Commission
shall forthwith provide the court with such
list.

““(C) DISINTEREST REQUIREMENT.—NoO person
may be appointed to serve as trustee or at-
torney for the trustee if such person is not
disinterested within the meaning of para-
graph (6), except that for any specified pur-
pose other than to represent a trustee in con-
ducting a liquidation proceeding, the trustee
may, with the approval of SIPC and the
court, employ an attorney who is not disin-
terested.

‘(D) QUALIFICATION.—A trustee appointed
under this paragraph shall qualify by filing a
bond in the manner prescribed by section 322
of title 11, United States Code, except that
neither SIPC nor any employee of SIPC shall
be required to file a bond when appointed as
trustee.

‘“(E) PROHIBITION ON TRUSTEE SERVING IN
MULTIPLE LIQUIDATIONS.—A trustee may not
be appointed under this paragraph if the
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trustee is currently serving as trustee for
the liquidation of the business of another
debtor under this Act.”.

(B) COMPENSATION FOR TRUSTEE AND ATTOR-
NEY.—Section 5(b)(5) of the Securities Inves-
tor Protection Act of 1970 (15 U.S.C.
T8eee(b)(5)) is amended—

(i) in subparagraph (A), by adding at the
end the following: ‘“The court shall publicly
disclose all such allowances that are grant-
ed.”;

(ii) by amending subparagraph (C) to read
as follows:

‘“(C) AWARDING OF ALLOWANCES.—Whenever
an application for allowances is filed pursu-
ant to subparagraph (B), the court shall de-
termine the amount of allowances, giving
due consideration to the nature, extent, and
value of the services rendered.”’; and

(iii) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(F) SIPC DISCLOSURES.—SIPC shall issue
quarterly public reports on—

‘(i) all payments made by SIPC to the
trustee;

‘‘(ii) all other costs in connection with the
liquidation proceeding, including legal and
accounting costs; and

‘“(iii) all additional expenses incurred by
SIPC, and the nature of such expenses.”’.

(C) APPLICATION.—The amendments made
by this paragraph shall apply with respect to
trustees and attorneys appointed after the
date of enactment of this Act.

(2) DEFINITION OF CUSTOMER STATUS.—Sec-
tion 16(2)(B) of the Securities Investor Pro-
tection Act of 1970 (15 U.S.C. T8l11(2)(B)) is
amended—

(A) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘; and” and
inserting a semicolon;

(B) in clause (iii), by striking the period at
the end and inserting a semicolon; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

‘‘(iv) any person that had cash or securities
that were converted or otherwise misappro-
priated by the debtor (or any person that
controls, is controlled by, or is under com-
mon control with the debtor, if such person
was operating through the debtor), irrespec-
tive of whether the debtor held or otherwise
had custody, possession, or control of such
cash or securities; and

‘“(v) any other person that the Commis-
sion, in its discretion and without any need
for court approval, deems a customer of the
debtor.”.

(3) COMMISSION AUTHORITY TO REQUIRE SIPC
ACTION.—Section 11(b) of the Securities In-
vestor Protection Act of 1970 (15 U.S.C.
78ggg(b)) is amended to read as follows:

“(b) COMMISSION AUTHORITY TO REQUIRE
SIPC AcTION.—In the event of the refusal of
SIPC to commit its funds or otherwise to act
for the protection of customers of any mem-
ber of SIPC, the Commission may require
SIPC to discharge its obligations under this
Act without court approval.”.

(b) APPLICATION.—Except as provided under
subsection (a)(1)(C), the amendments made
by subsection (a) shall apply with respect to
a liguidation proceeding under the Securities
Investor Protection Act of 1970 (15 U.S.C.
T8aaa et seq.) that—

(1) was in progress on the date of enact-
ment of this Act; or

(2) is initiated after the date of enactment
of this Act.

SA 2196. Mr. WYDEN 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, to promote economic growth,
provide tailored regulatory relief, and
enhance consumer protections, and for
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