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Union of Cuba (UNPACU) that have been ar-
bitrarily imprisoned; 

(4) commends Mr. Ferrer for his unwaver-
ing commitment to advance democratic 
principles, human rights, and fundamental 
freedoms in Cuba; and 

(5) recognizes the important contributions 
of UNPACU and all of its members for their 
efforts to promote greater respect for demo-
cratic principles, human rights, and funda-
mental freedoms in Cuba. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 455—TO AU-
THORIZE REPRESENTATION BY 
THE SENATE LEGAL COUNSEL IN 
THE CASE OF RICHARD ARJUN 
KAUL V. SENATOR CHARLES 
SCHUMER, ET AL 

Mr. MCCONNELL submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was consid-
ered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 455 

Whereas, Senator Charles Schumer has 
been named as a defendant in the case of 
Richard Arjun Kaul v. Senator Charles Schu-
mer, et al., Case No. 19–CV–13477–BRM–JAD, 
currently pending in the United States Dis-
trict Court for the District of New Jersey; 

Whereas, pursuant to sections 703(a) and 
704(a)(1) of the Ethics in Government Act of 
1978, 2 U.S.C. §§ 288b(a) and 288c(a)(1), the 
Senate may direct its counsel to defend 
Members of the Senate in civil actions relat-
ing to their official responsibilities: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate Legal Counsel is 
authorized to represent Senator Schumer in 
the case of Richard Arjun Kaul v. Senator 
Charles Schumer, et al. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
send to the desk a resolution author-
izing representation by the Senate 
Legal Counsel and ask for its imme-
diate consideration. 

Mr. President, this resolution con-
cerns a civil action pending in New Jer-
sey Federal court against Senator 
Schumer and various private entities. 
The plaintiff previously brought a law-
suit arising out of the revocation of his 
medical license by the New Jersey 
State Board of Medical Examiners, and 
that lawsuit was dismissed. In this law-
suit, plaintiff asserts a conspiracy 
among Senator Schumer and two large 
insurance companies, a bank, a law 
firm, and a media company, to obstruct 
and undermine plaintiff’s previous law-
suit by having the Senator use his in-
fluence over the presiding judge to dis-
miss the case. Plaintiff’s claims 
against Senator Schumer are subject 
to dismissal for failure to State a 
claim and on jurisdictional grounds. 
This resolution would authorize the 
Senate Legal Counsel to represent Sen-
ator Schumer in order to seek dis-
missal of the claims against him. 

f 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 30—RECOGNIZING THE 
NEED TO IMPROVE PHYSICAL 
ACCESS TO MANY FEDERALLY 
FUNDED FACILITIES FOR ALL 
PEOPLE OF THE UNITED 
STATES, PARTICULARLY INDI-
VIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself, Mr. 
CASEY, Mr. BROWN, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. 

MERKLEY, Ms. HASSAN, Ms. 
DUCKWORTH, Mr. MURPHY, Ms. HARRIS, 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. 
COONS, Mrs. MURRAY, and Ms. HIRONO) 
submitted the following concurrent 
resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions: 

S. CON. RES. 30 

Whereas the First Amendment to the Con-
stitution of the United States— 

(1) prevents Congress from making any law 
respecting an establishment of religion, pro-
hibiting the free exercise of religion, or 
abridging the freedom of speech, the freedom 
of the press, the right to peaceably assemble, 
or the right to petition for a governmental 
redress of grievances; and 

(2) was ratified on December 15, 1791, as 1 of 
the 10 amendments that constitute the Bill 
of Rights; 

Whereas the Bill of Rights, specifically the 
First Amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States, calls for the right of all indi-
viduals to peaceably assemble, meaning that 
all individuals, regardless of their physical 
ability, shall be offered equal opportunity to 
access all amenities that are federally fund-
ed, in whole or part, with the exception of 
certain sites of historical importance ap-
proved by the Architectural and Transpor-
tation Barriers Compliance Board (referred 
to in this preamble as the ‘‘United States 
Access Board’’) or a nonpartisan commission 
convened by the United States Access Board; 

Whereas, in the 29 years since the signing 
of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 
1990 (42 U.S.C. 12101 et seq.), there have been 
advances in technologies that benefit indi-
viduals with disabilities, such as automatic 
doors; 

Whereas, in 2018, the Centers for Disease 
Control and Prevention reported that— 

(1) 61,000,000 individuals in the United 
States have a disability that impacts major 
life activities; 

(2) 1 of every 7 adults experience a mobility 
impairment, which is the most common form 
of disability; and 

(3) as people age, disability becomes in-
creasingly common, affecting an estimated 2 
of every 5 older adults; 

Whereas, as significant advances in med-
ical treatment result in improved health 
outcomes, the incidence of disability has in-
creased over time; 

Whereas, in 2016, an estimated 25.1 percent 
of veterans in the United States, or more 
than 2,000,000 individuals, reported having a 
service-connected disability; 

Whereas the Act entitled ‘‘An Act to in-
sure that certain buildings financed with 
Federal funds are so designed and con-
structed as to be accessible to the physically 
handicapped’’, approved August 12, 1968 (42 
U.S.C. 4151 et seq.) (commonly known as the 
‘‘Architectural Barriers Act of 1968’’), was 
enacted to ensure that certain federally 
funded facilities are designed and con-
structed to be accessible to individuals with 
disabilities; 

Whereas title V of the Rehabilitation Act 
of 1973 (29 U.S.C. 791 et seq.)— 

(1) prohibits discrimination against a per-
son with a disability in programs and activi-
ties funded by the Federal Government; 

(2) requires the elimination of architec-
tural barriers for Federal employees and ap-
plicants with disabilities; and 

(3) established the United States Access 
Board; 

Whereas the Americans with Disabilities 
Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12101 et seq.)— 

(1) prohibits discrimination against a per-
son with a disability by a State or local gov-
ernment, including any department, agency, 

special purpose district, or other instrumen-
tality of a State or local government, in pro-
grams and activities, transportation, com-
munications, and the built environment; 

(2) prohibits discrimination against a per-
son with a disability in the activities of a 
place of public accommodation, which is an 
entity that is— 

(A) generally open to the public; and 
(B) within a category described in that 

Act, such as a restaurant, movie theater, 
school, day care facility, or doctor’s office; 
and 
(3) requires a newly constructed or altered 

place of public accommodation or commer-
cial facility (such as a factory, warehouse, or 
office building) to comply with the Stand-
ards for Accessible Design; 

Whereas the Fair Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 
3601 et seq.)— 

(1) prohibits discrimination on the basis of 
disability in multifamily housing, including 
military family housing; and 

(2) requires the elimination of architec-
tural barriers in common areas; 

Whereas the United States Access Board 
has developed new guidelines for public 
rights-of-way that address various issues, in-
cluding access for blind pedestrians at street 
crossings, wheelchair access to on-street 
parking, and various constraints posed by 
space limitations, roadway design practices, 
slope, and terrain; 

Whereas the new guidelines developed by 
the United States Access Board cover pedes-
trian access to sidewalks and streets, includ-
ing crosswalks, curb ramps, street fur-
nishings, pedestrian signals, parking, and 
other components of public rights-of-way; 

Whereas the aim of the United States Ac-
cess Board in developing the new guidelines 
includes ensuring that— 

(1) access for individuals with disabilities 
is provided wherever a pedestrian way is 
newly built or altered; and 

(2) the same degree of convenience, connec-
tion, and safety afforded the public generally 
is available to pedestrians with disabilities; 

Whereas, on the date on which the Attor-
ney General adopts the new guidelines, the 
guidelines will become enforceable standards 
under title II of the Americans with Disabil-
ities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12131 et seq.); and 

Whereas the United States was founded on 
the principles of equality and freedom, and 
such principles require that all individuals, 
including individuals with disabilities, are 
able to engage as equal members of society: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That Congress— 

(1) recognizes the importance of equal op-
portunity for individuals with disabilities in 
the United States; 

(2) recognizes that too many facilities of 
Federal, State, and local governments re-
main inaccessible to individuals with disabil-
ities due to architectural and other barriers; 

(3) reaffirms its support of and requires full 
compliance with— 

(A) the Act entitled ‘‘An Act to insure that 
certain buildings financed with Federal 
funds are so designed and constructed as to 
be accessible to the physically handicapped’’, 
approved August 12, 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4151 et 
seq.) (commonly known as the ‘‘Architec-
tural Barriers Act of 1968’’); 

(B) title V of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 
(29 U.S.C. 791 et seq.); 

(C) the Americans with Disabilities Act of 
1990 (42 U.S.C. 12101 et seq.); and 

(D) the Fair Housing Act (42 U.S.C. 3601 et 
seq.); and 

(4) pledges to make universal and inclusive 
design a guiding principle for all infrastruc-
ture bills and projects and will continue 
working to identify and remove the barriers 
that prevent all people of the United States, 
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