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S. 4429 

At the request of Mrs. BLACKBURN, 
the name of the Senator from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. MARKEY) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 4429, a bill to direct the 
Secretary of Defense to conduct a 
study regarding toxic exposure by 
members of the Armed Forces deployed 
to Karshi Khanabad Air Base, Uzbek-
istan, to include such members in the 
open burn pit registry, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 4435 
At the request of Mr. MANCHIN, the 

names of the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. WARNER) and the Senator from 
Massachusetts (Ms. WARREN) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 4435, a bill to 
prohibit the closure of postal facilities 
during the COVID–19 public health 
emergency. 

S. 4442 
At the request of Mr. WARNER, the 

name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
4442, a bill to amend subtitle A of title 
II of division A of the CARES Act to 
provide Pandemic Unemployment As-
sistance to individuals with mixed in-
come sources, and for other purposes. 

S. 4515 
At the request of Mr. MANCHIN, the 

name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
4515, a bill to provide funding for inter-
net-connected devices and associated 
internet connectivity services. 

S. 4535 
At the request of Mr. VAN HOLLEN, 

the name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CASEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 4535, a bill to authorize 
the President to award the Medal of 
Honor to Waverly B. Woodson, Jr., for 
acts of valor during World War II. 

S. CON. RES. 17 
At the request of Mr. MANCHIN, the 

name of the Senator from Illinois (Ms. 
DUCKWORTH) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. Con. Res. 17, a concurrent resolu-
tion authorizing the use of the rotunda 
of the Capitol for the lying in state of 
the remains of the last Medal of Honor 
recipient of World War II, in order to 
honor the Greatest Generation and the 
more than 16,000,000 men and women 
who served in the Armed Forces of the 
United States from 1941 to 1945. 

S. RES. 566 
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 

name of the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. VAN HOLLEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. Res. 566, a resolution 
commemorating the 80th Anniversary 
of the Katyn Massacre. 

S. RES. 663 
At the request of Mr. TOOMEY, the 

names of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. SMITH) and the Senator from 
Maine (Ms. COLLINS) were added as co-
sponsors of S. Res. 663, a resolution 
supporting mask-wearing as an impor-
tant measure to limit the spread of the 
Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID–19). 

S. RES. 672 
At the request of Mr. GRAHAM, the 

name of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 

RUBIO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 672, a resolution designating Sep-
tember 2020 as National Democracy 
Month as a time to reflect on the con-
tributions of the system of government 
of the United States to a more free and 
stable world. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2621 
At the request of Mr. BLUNT, the 

name of the Senator from Alaska (Ms. 
MURKOWSKI) was added as a cosponsor 
of amendment No. 2621 intended to be 
proposed to S. 178, a bill to condemn 
gross human rights violations of ethnic 
Turkic Muslims in Xinjiang, and call-
ing for an end to arbitrary detention, 
torture, and harassment of these com-
munities inside and outside China. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION 

By Mr. LEE (for himself, Mr. COT-
TON, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, Ms. MCSALLY, Mr. 
BOOZMAN, Mr. CRUZ, Mr. RUBIO, 
Mr. CRAMER, Mr. DAINES, Mr. 
BLUNT, Mrs. LOEFFLER, Ms. 
ERNST, Mr. RISCH, Mrs. HYDE- 
SMITH, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. 
BRAUN, Mr. ROMNEY, Mr. COR-
NYN, Mr. THUNE, Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI, Mr. HOEVEN, and Mr. 
TILLIS): 

S. 4608. A bill to amend the 
Servicemembers Civil Relief Act to 
provide for the portability of profes-
sional licenses of members of the uni-
formed services and their spouses, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, tomorrow 
marks an important day in our Na-
tion’s history—the birth of the U.S. Air 
Force. 

For 73 years, countless brave Amer-
ican women and men have protected 
our liberty and our homeland from the 
skies. They have embarked on air com-
bat missions, guarded our bases and 
missile sites, and undertaken heroic 
rescues. They have flown, fought, and 
won in the air on behalf of our great 
country. This year also marks another 
important anniversary in my home 
State—the 80th year of Hill Air Force 
Base’s service to that mission. 

In 1939, Congress approved the con-
struction of an air depot in Northern 
Utah. The following year, on January 
12, the surrounding community came 
together and broke ground to create 
what is now known as Hill Air Force 
Base. Ever since then, it has played an 
invaluable role in building up our Air 
Force and supporting our air men and 
women throughout World War II, 
Korea, Vietnam, and the conflicts that 
we still face today. 

Tucked between the beautiful 
Wasatch Mountains on the east and the 
Great Salt Lake on the west, Hill Air 
Force Base is today home to 22,000 U.S. 
military personnel. It is the largest 
single-site employer in the State of 
Utah—providing nearly $1.5 billion in 
jobs each year, with an overall eco-
nomic impact of about $3.7 billion an-

nually. Hill houses and ensures mission 
readiness for some of our best and 
brightest personnel, including the 75th 
Air Base Wing, the 388th Fighter Wing, 
and the 419th Reserve Fighter Wing. 

It is also home to the Ogden Air Lo-
gistics Complex, which repairs and 
maintains some of our most cutting- 
edge aircraft, including the F–22 
Raptor, the F–16 Fighting Falcon, the 
A–10 Thunderbolt II, the T–38 Talon, 
and, of course, the F–35A Lightening II, 
the most advanced fighter jet in the 
world. 

The Air Force Nuclear Weapons Cen-
ter on Hill has since 1959 been respon-
sible for supporting the Minuteman 
Intercontinental Ballistic Missile pro-
gram, the ground-based leg of our nu-
clear triad. 

Just a short distance west of the 
base, the Utah Test and Training 
Range contains the largest block of 
special-use airspace in the continental 
United States. The range provides an 
ideal location for the testing and eval-
uation of weapons and training grounds 
for combat, ensuring that our airmen 
are prepared to win any conflict we 
enter into with decisive and conclusive 
airpower. 

There is no question that Hill Air 
Force Base oversees vital national se-
curity assets for the U.S. Air Force. 
The Air Force and our country are bet-
ter off as a result of its existence. Yet 
there is something even more impor-
tant that makes Hill the exceptional 
place that it is, and that is its people. 
The patriotism, work ethic, and com-
munity support are unmatched any-
where else in the country—or in the 
world for that matter. 

Every commander who serves a 2- 
year rotation at Hill always says the 
same thing—that the community’s sup-
port is stronger at Hill Air Force Base 
than at any other base where any one 
of them happens to have served. 

I am proud to say that, in Utah, we 
go above and beyond to aid our mili-
tary and to support their families, as 
well we should. According to the 2019 
‘‘Support of Military Families’’ report, 
Utah ranks among the top destinations 
for military families transitioning to a 
new duty station. Two of the three 
highest ranking Air Force installations 
are in Utah—Hill Air Force Base and 
the Roland R. Wright Air National 
Guard Base in Salt Lake City. 

The key reason for this has been 
Utah’s work to improve professional li-
cense reciprocity for military spouses. 
Among the many challenges that mili-
tary families face, one of the greatest 
is that spouses working in fields re-
quiring occupational licenses often suf-
fer huge setbacks as a result of the bar-
riers put in place by these occupational 
licensing regimes in the various States. 

Faced with a 50–State patchwork 
quilt of licensing laws, these spouses 
are forced to spend thousands of dollars 
and sometimes thousands of hours on 
top of those thousands of dollars just 
to obtain licensure every single time 
they move to a new State, even if they 
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have previously acquired years or even 
decades of experience in licensure in 
another State. Oftentimes, by the time 
the new license in the new State and in 
the new duty station has been proc-
essed, it is already time for the family 
to move, yet again, for the next mili-
tary assignment. 

This isn’t fair. It is not right. It is 
not how we ought to treat the families 
of our brave military men and women. 

The Department of Labor estimates 
that 13 percent of military spouses are 
unemployed, and a more recent Depart-
ment of Defense study put the rate 
even higher, at 24 percent. This, need-
lessly and unjustly, burdens military 
members and their families. In some 
instances, it prevents servicemembers 
from reenlisting, and, in others, it pre-
vents spouses from entering their de-
sired fields in the first place. 

Thankfully, some States have al-
ready taken steps to move forward in 
the right direction. They have already 
stepped up to the plate to address this 
problem in a meaningful way. In fact, 
thanks to the diligent work of two 
prominent Utah lawmakers, Senator 
Todd Weiler and State Representative 
Brian Greene, my home State has been 
one of the first to allow licensure reci-
procity for military spouses as long as 
they meet certain established criteria. 

I commend Senator Weiler and Rep-
resentative Greene for their efforts, 
and I am encouraged to see other 
States following the example set by 
Utah. 

The Federal Government has a role 
to play here, too. While occupational 
licensing is a field that is generally 
controlled by the State, we have a role 
to play insofar as the activities of the 
States. The regulations imposed by the 
States end up impacting our military 
families. Military readiness and talent 
retention, as well as movement of our 
troops across the Nation and through-
out the world, fall under the oversight 
responsibilities of Congress. We at the 
national level should be doing every-
thing in our power to ensure that li-
censing laws are friendly and flexible 
and certainly not hostile to or prohibi-
tive of the activities of military 
spouses and their families. 

That is why I am introducing the 
Military Spouse Licensing Relief Act. 
This bill will simply ensure that, when 
servicemembers are relocated on mili-
tary orders, their spouses can receive 
reciprocity for professional licenses 
across State lines regardless of where 
within the United States they might be 
reassigned. 

In order to receive reciprocity under 
this bill, a license would have to be in 
good standing, according to the re-
quirements of the jurisdiction that 
issued the license in the first place, and 
the spouse must still comply with the 
State’s standards of practice, of dis-
cipline, and the fulfillment of any con-
tinuing education requirements. 

As a State function, protected under 
principles of federalism and explicitly 
by the Tenth Amendment, the bill does 

nothing to preempt the State’s rightful 
authority to set licensing standards 
within each State. 

We owe a great debt of gratitude to 
the men and women who give so much 
to protect our Nation, whether on the 
land, the seas, or in the skies. This bill 
is a simple, just, constitutionally 
sound solution that will lessen some of 
the burden placed on them. It will not 
fix all of the problems, and it will not 
make easy all of the sacrifices that are 
made by our military spouses and their 
families, but it will make some of it 
easier. That is the least we can do. 

As we commemorate the birthday of 
the Air Force and the anniversary of 
Hill Air Force Base this week, this 
bill’s passage is the least we can do for 
our military and their families. We 
need to get this passed. I invite all of 
my colleagues to join me in securing 
its immediate passage. 

By Mr. COTTON: 
S. 4609. A bill to withdraw normal 

trade relations treatment from, and 
apply certain provisions of title IV of 
the Trade Act of 1974 to, products of 
the People’s Republic of China, and to 
expand the eligibility requirements for 
products of the People’s Republic of 
China to receive normal trade relations 
treatment in the future, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, 20 years 
ago this week, Joe Biden and other 
politicians from both parties gave a 
gift to the Communist Party: perma-
nent most favored nation status. 

Permanent most favored nation sta-
tus is a trade privilege we grant most 
countries that are members of the 
World Trade Organization. It places 
lower tariffs and fewer restrictions on 
those countries’ goods. But historically 
our trade laws have treated hostile 
countries differently—Communist 
countries, countries that cheat on 
trade, human rights abusers; in other 
words, countries exactly like Com-
munist China. 

A few of those countries, like Cuba 
and North Korea, are denied most fa-
vored nation status outright. What few 
goods their miserable socialist econo-
mies produce face steep tariffs, sanc-
tions, and other restrictions, which is 
one reason you don’t see too many 
‘‘Made in North Korea’’ items on your 
local store shelves. 

Other countries historically have 
faced a yearly review of their trading 
privileges with the United States in 
which the President and Congress can 
assess the human rights and trade 
abuses ongoing in those countries and 
then determine whether it is in our in-
terests to grant those trading privi-
leges for another year. 

Communist China was one of those 
countries subject to yearly review—at 
least it was until 20 years ago. This 
yearly review led the spirited debates 
about whether Communist China 
should be stripped of its trading privi-
leges or whether it deserved a tem-

porary reprieve. It put a spotlight on 
the crimes of the Chinese Communist 
Party, and it used our market as lever-
age to advance our interests. Of course 
the Chinese Communist Party didn’t 
like that—not one bit; neither, sadly, 
did many bankers and businessmen 
here in America, who seemed a little 
more concerned about making money 
than pressuring Communist China to 
reform. This China lobby pushed hard 
to get rid of the annual vote and give 
China permanent most favored nation 
status, and 20 years ago this week, they 
finally won. 

Here is how Senator Joe Biden de-
fended his vote at the time to give a 
big gift to Communist China. He said: 

Trade concessions are all one-way in this 
deal. They drop tariffs. They drop non-mar-
ket barriers. They agree to increased protec-
tion of our intellectual property laws. 

That is what Joe Biden said at the 
time, but is that what actually hap-
pened? Were all the trade concessions 
‘‘one way,’’ as he predicted? In fact, 
they were, but not the way Joe Biden 
intended because all the trade conces-
sions ended up benefiting Beijing, 
while devastating America. 

The main consequence of that deci-
sion was to make it harder to put tar-
iffs on China in response to human 
rights and trade abuses, and it sent a 
strong signal to businesses and banks 
that China was open for business for 
good. The gold rush to China was on. 

In the two decades that followed, 
America invested more than $200 bil-
lion in China. Most of that money went 
to building factories and training 
workers over there, while our factories 
were dismantled and our workers were 
laid off. 

In the 6 years that followed that 
vote, manufacturing employment 
plunged by 18 percent as cheap Chinese 
goods flooded our market and as our 
factories were dismantled and 
offshored to China. 

The vote to give trade privileges to 
Communist China is just more evi-
dence of the alternate reality that poli-
ticians like Joe Biden have been living 
in for decades. There is a consistent 
pattern. They treat our enemies like 
friends and our friends like enemies, 
and the American people suffer because 
of it. 

Twenty years of getting ripped off by 
China is more than long enough. That 
is why I am introducing a bill that 
would repeal China’s permanent most 
favored nation status and return us to 
the older way, where China’s trade sta-
tus would be assessed by the President 
and Congress every year. 

My bill would make businesses think 
twice before sending more American 
jobs overseas to China, and it would 
add new human rights and trade stand-
ards that China must work toward to 
qualify for most favored nation status. 
This would put a spotlight on the Com-
munist Party’s most recent crimes, in-
cluding its use of slave labor and con-
centration camps in Turkestan. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 04:44 Sep 18, 2020 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00029 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G17SE6.025 S17SEPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

12
6Q

N
23

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES5710 September 17, 2020 
Ultimately, repealing China’s most 

favored nation status would force reg-
ular votes in Congress, so politicians 
like Joe Biden would have to go on the 
record about whom they serve—the 
American people or the interests of the 
Chinese Communist Party. 

By Mr. THUNE (for himself and 
Mr. ROUNDS): 

S. 4616. A bill to direct the Secretary 
of Agriculture to transfer certain Na-
tional Forest System land to the State 
of South Dakota, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources. 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 4616 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Gilt Edge 
Mine Conveyance Act’’. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) FEDERAL LAND.—The term ‘‘Federal 

land’’ means all right, title, and interest of 
the United States in and to approximately 
266 acres of National Forest System land 
within the Gilt Edge Mine Superfund Bound-
ary, as generally depicted on the map. 

(2) MAP.—The term ‘‘map’’ means the map 
entitled ‘‘Gilt Edge Mine Conveyance Act’’ 
and dated August 20, 2020. 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Agriculture, acting 
through the Chief of the Forest Service. 

(4) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ means State 
of South Dakota. 
SEC. 3. LAND CONVEYANCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the terms and 
conditions described in this Act, if the State 
submits to the Secretary an offer to acquire 
the Federal land for the market value, as de-
termined by the appraisal under subsection 
(c), the Secretary shall convey the Federal 
land to the State. 

(b) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The convey-
ance under subsection (a) shall be— 

(1) subject to valid existing rights; 
(2) made by quitclaim deed; and 
(3) subject to any other terms and condi-

tions as the Secretary considers appropriate 
to protect the interests of the United States. 

(c) APPRAISAL.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Before submitting an offer 

under subsection (a), the State shall com-
plete an appraisal to determine the market 
value of the Federal land. 

(2) STANDARDS.—The appraisal under para-
graph (1) shall be conducted in accordance 
with— 

(A) the Uniform Appraisal Standards for 
Federal Land Acquisitions; and 

(B) the Uniform Standards of Professional 
Appraisal Practice. 

(d) MAP.— 
(1) AVAILABILITY OF MAP.—The map shall 

be kept on file and available for public in-
spection in the appropriate office of the For-
est Service. 

(2) CORRECTION OF ERRORS.—The Secretary 
may correct any errors in the map. 

(e) CONSIDERATION.—As consideration for 
the conveyance under subsection (a), the 
State shall pay to the Secretary an amount 
equal to the market value of the Federal 
land, as determined by the appraisal under 
subsection (c). 

(f) SURVEY.—The State shall prepare a sur-
vey that is satisfactory to the Secretary of 
the exact acreage and legal description of 
the Federal land to be conveyed under sub-
section (a). 

(g) COSTS OF CONVEYANCE.—As a condition 
on the conveyance under subsection (a), the 
State shall pay all costs associated with the 
conveyance, including the cost of— 

(1) the appraisal under subsection (c); and 
(2) the survey under subsection (f). 
(h) PROCEEDS FROM THE SALE OF LAND.— 

Any proceeds received by the Secretary from 
the conveyance under subsection (a) shall 
be— 

(1) deposited in the fund established under 
Public Law 90–171 (commonly known as the 
‘‘Sisk Act’’) (16 U.S.C. 484a); and 

(2) available to the Secretary until ex-
pended, without further appropriation, for 
the maintenance and improvement of land or 
administration facilities in the Black Hills 
National Forest in the State. 

(i) ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS.—Notwith-
standing section 120(h)(3)(A) of the Com-
prehensive Environmental Response, Com-
pensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 
U.S.C. 9620(h)(3)(A)), the Secretary shall not 
be required to provide any covenant or war-
ranty for the Federal land conveyed to the 
State under this Act. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 701—URGING 
THE GOVERNMENT OF BURMA 
TO HOLD FREE, FAIR, INCLU-
SIVE, TRANSPARENT, 
PARTICIPATORY, AND CREDIBLE 
ELECTIONS ON NOVEMBER 8, 2020 

Mr. CARDIN (for himself, Mr. YOUNG, 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. 
MERKLEY, Mr. WYDEN, Mrs. GILLI-
BRAND, and Mr. MARKEY) submitted the 
following resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations: 

S. RES. 701 

Whereas the Union Election Commission of 
Burma announced that the country will hold 
general elections on November 8, 2020; 

Whereas Burma’s previous elections were 
characterized by controversy, conflict, and 
disenfranchisement instigated by the mili-
tary of Burma (the ‘‘Tatmadaw’’), including 
in May 1990, November 2010, the April 2012 
special elections, and November 2015; 

Whereas the ongoing Tatmadaw offensives 
in Rakhine, southern Chin, Kachin, and 
northern Shan states continue to cause sig-
nificant displacement of ethnic groups, cre-
ating substantial challenges for the Union 
Election Commission to generate a verified 
comprehensive voter list and set up polling 
stations in conflict affected areas; 

Whereas provisions in the 2008 Constitu-
tion of Burma allocate 25 percent of par-
liamentary seats to the military, conferring 
exceptional powers to the Tatmadaw and 
thereby affording the Tatmadaw consider-
able power to suppress basic rights, includ-
ing freedoms of expression, assembly, and as-
sociation; 

Whereas constitutional amendments pro-
posed by the Union Parliament’s Charter 
Amendment Committee that aimed to de-
mocratize the Burmese Constitution and en-
sure equal rights, including voting rights, for 
all citizens of Burma were defeated by mili-
tary lawmakers, further enabling the mili-
tary to exercise outsized power and influence 
the country’s electoral processes; 

Whereas the National League of Democ-
racy political party has repeatedly failed to 
uphold and protect the rights of ethnic and 
religious minorities since coming to power 
in 2015; 

Whereas, as of March 31, 2020, during the 
first four years of Aung San Suu Kyi’s civil-
ian government, over 500 lawsuits against 
more than 1,000 individuals have used Bur-
ma’s legal system to repress peaceful expres-
sions critical of the Tatmadaw, civilian gov-
ernment, and Aung San Suu Kyi, resulting in 
the imprisonment of journalists, such as 
Reuters reporters Wa Lone and Kyaw Soe Oo, 
ethnic activists, and student protestors; 

Whereas the Political Parties Registration 
Law of 2010 limits the right to form and join 
political parties only to full citizens, thereby 
severely curtailing the political participa-
tion of religious and ethnic minorities, in-
cluding Rohingya, those of Chinese and In-
dian descent, internally displaced popu-
lations across Rakhine, Kachin, and Shan 
states, and Burmese refugees in Thailand, 
Bangladesh, and elsewhere in the region, 
many of whom had citizenship documents 
canceled and who face multiple hurdles in 
gaining citizenship documentation; 

Whereas the Government of Burma insti-
tuted a blackout, that is still ongoing as of 
September 1, 2020, of mobile internet services 
and restricted internet service quality in 
Rakhine and Chin States, beginning in June 
2019, thereby inhibiting the ability to hold 
free and fair elections in these areas and fur-
ther exacerbating difficulties in aid distribu-
tion and access to potentially life-saving in-
formation since the onset of COVID–19; 

Whereas the Government of Burma con-
tinues to curtail freedom of the press and 
civil society—which are critical foundations 
for free and fair elections—as evidenced by 
government directives to block independent 
and ethnic media sites, and the anticipated 
restrictions by the Union Election Commis-
sion on voter education and election observa-
tion activities; 

Whereas Burma’s 2015 election saw the dis-
enfranchisement of significant segments of 
the population, particularly of Rohingya 
ethnicity, but also including those of Chi-
nese and Indian descent, Muslims, and other 
internally displaced persons; 

Whereas ongoing conflict in 2015 was used 
to justify the cancellation of elections in 7 
townships and more than 400 ward and vil-
lage tracts, mostly in Kachin, Shan, and 
Kayin states; 

Whereas Burma’s 1982 citizenship law 
stripped Rohingya of their Burmese citizen-
ship and subsequent policies rendered them 
stateless and disenfranchised, despite having 
the right to vote as recently as 2010 and abil-
ity to serve in parliament as recently as 2015; 

Whereas in 2017, the Tatmadaw commenced 
a genocide against Rohingya civilians in 
Rakhine state, causing over 740,000 Rohingya 
refugees to flee into Bangladesh, joining over 
200,000 who had been previously displaced in 
prior waves of anti-Rohingya violence, re-
sulting in more than 1,000,000 Rohingya refu-
gees not present in Burma for the election; 

Whereas the Government of Burma has not 
created conditions conducive to repatriation 
and political and electoral participation of 
Rohingya refugees and has not made 
progress on the most crucial of the 88 rec-
ommendations of the Rakhine Advisory 
Commission identified by Rohingya refugees 
as prerequisites to voluntary repatriation, 
including freedom of movement, provision of 
civil documentation, and a transparent path-
way to restoration of full citizenship; 

Whereas the Tatmadaw’s senior generals 
have been sanctioned by the United States 
Government for perpetrating gross human 
rights violations and are subject to ongoing 
investigations into their conduct by both the 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 04:44 Sep 18, 2020 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00030 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G17SE6.023 S17SEPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

12
6Q

N
23

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E


		Superintendent of Documents
	2020-09-18T07:28:28-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




