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Carrier Access Amendments Act, the Archi-
tectural and Transportation Barriers Com-
pliance Board shall, in consultation with the
Secretary of Transportation, prescribe
standards in accordance with chapter 5 of
title 5 (commonly known as the ‘Administra-
tive Procedure Act’) setting forth the min-
imum technical criteria for individual video
displays described in subsection (a)(2) to en-
sure that such video displays include a mech-
anism that allows individuals with disabil-
ities to operate the displays independently.

‘‘(2) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 180 days
after the Architectural and Transportation
Barriers Compliance Board issues standards
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall pre-
scribe such regulations as are necessary to
implement those standards and shall publish
those regulations in an accessible format.

‘“(3) REVIEW AND AMENDMENT.—The Archi-
tectural and Transportation Barriers Com-
pliance Board, in consultation with the Sec-
retary, shall periodically review and, as ap-
propriate, amend the standards prescribed
under paragraph (1) in accordance with chap-
ter 5 of title 5. Not later than 180 days after
the Architectural and Transportation Bar-
riers Compliance Board issues amended
standards under this paragraph, the Sec-
retary shall make such revisions to the regu-
lations prescribed under paragraph (2) as are
necessary to implement the amended stand-
ards.

‘‘(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘(1) CLOSED CAPTIONING.—The term ‘closed
captioning’ means a method, process, or
mechanism, which may include a device,
that—

““(A) allows an individual who is deaf or
hard of hearing to have access to the content
of visually displayed entertainment pro-
gramming; and

‘(B) allows that access by displaying,
through an individual device or individually
used technology, all of the audio portion of
the programming (including displaying the
dialogue and any narration, as well as de-
scriptions of on- and off-screen sounds such
as sound effects, music, or lyrics for music,
and information identifying the character
who is speaking) as text that can be effec-
tively viewed and controlled by that indi-
vidual while the individual simultaneously
watches the programming.

‘“(2) INDIVIDUAL WITH A DISABILITY.—The
term ‘individual with a disability’ means any
person who has a disability as defined in sec-
tion 3 of the Americans with Disabilities Act
of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12102).

‘“(3) OPEN CAPTIONING.—The term ‘open
captioning’ means a method, process, or
mechanism that—

““(A) allows an individual who is deaf or
hard of hearing to have access to the content
of visually displayed entertainment pro-
gramming; and

‘(B) allows that access by openly dis-
playing on the video display on which the
programming is displayed all of the audio
portion of the programming (including dis-
playing the dialogue and any narration, as
well as descriptions of on- and off-screen
sounds such as sound effects, music, or lyrics
for music, and information identifying the
character who is speaking) as text that can
be effectively viewed by that individual and
other passengers while the individual and
passengers simultaneously watch the pro-
gramming.

‘“(4) VIDEO DESCRIPTION.—The term ‘video
description’ means a method, process, or
mechanism, including a device, that—

‘“(A) allows an individual who is blind or
visually impaired to have access to the key
visual elements of visually displayed enter-
tainment programming (such as actions, set-
tings, facial expressions, costumes, and scene
changes); and
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“(B) allows that access through the provi-
sion of contemporaneous audio narrated de-
scriptions of those elements during the nat-
ural pauses in the audio portion of the pro-
gramming, or during the audio portion if
necessary.

‘“(5) VISUALLY DISPLAYED ENTERTAINMENT
PROGRAMMING.—The term ‘visually displayed
entertainment programming’ means live
televised events, recorded programming (in-
cluding television programs), or motion pic-
tures that are available to passengers, for a
fee or without cost, on a flight in air trans-
portation.”’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The analysis
for chapter 417 of title 49, United States
Code, is amended by inserting after the item
relating to section 41705 the following:

‘‘41705a. Accessibility of in-flight enter-
tainment programming.’.

————

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 76—DESIG-
NATING ROOM S-126 OF THE
UNITED STATES CAPITOL AS
THE “SENATOR DANIEL K.
INOUYE ROOM” IN RECOGNITION
OF HIS SERVICE TO THE SENATE
AND THE PEOPLE OF THE
UNITED STATES

Mr. REID (for himself and Mr.
LEAHY) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was considered and agreed
to:

S. RES. 76

Whereas Senator Daniel K. Inouye served
the people of Hawaii for more than 58 years
as a member of the Territorial House of Rep-
resentatives, the Territorial Senate, the
United States House of Representatives, and
the United States Senate;

Whereas Senator Daniel K. Inouye became
the first Japanese American to serve in both
the United States House of Representatives
and the United States Senate;

Whereas Senator Daniel K. Inouye rep-
resented Hawaii in Congress from before the
time that Hawaii became a State in 1959
until 2012;

Whereas, during his tenure in the Senate,
Senator Daniel K. Inouye served as the
President pro tempore, the Chairman of the
Committee on Appropriations, the Chairman
of the Subcommittee on Defense of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, the first Chairman
of the Select Committee on Intelligence, the
Chairman of the Committee on Indian Af-
fairs, the Chairman of the Democratic Steer-
ing Committee, the Chairman of the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation, the Chairman of the Committee on
Rules and Administration, the Chairman of
the Select Committee on Secret Military As-
sistance to Iran and the Nicaraguan Opposi-
tion, and the Secretary of the Democratic
Conference;

Whereas Senator Daniel K. Inouye enlisted
in the Army after the attacks on Pearl Har-
bor in 1941 and fought heroically in the
Italian theater even after being wounded;
and

Whereas Senator Daniel K. Inouye received
a Distinguished Service Cross, a Bronze Star,
a Purple Heart with cluster, and 12 other
medals and citations before receiving the
Medal of Honor from President William J.
Clinton in June 2000: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate designates room
S-126 of the United States Capitol as the
‘““‘Senator Daniel K. Inouye Room’”, in rec-
ognition of his service to the Senate and the
people of the United States.
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SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 7—EXPRESSING THE SENSE
OF CONGRESS REGARDING CON-
DITIONS FOR THE UNITED
STATES BECOMING A SIGNA-
TORY TO THE UNITED NATIONS
ARMS TRADE TREATY, OR TO
ANY SIMILAR AGREEMENT ON
THE ARMS TRADE

Mr. MORAN (for himself, Mr. ALEX-
ANDER, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr.
B00OzZMAN, Mr. BURR, Mr. CHAMBLISS,
Mr. COBURN, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. CRAPO,
Mr. CRUz, Mr. ENzI, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
GRASSLEY, Mr. HATCH, Mr. HELLER, Mr.
HOEVEN, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr.
JOHANNS, Mr. PAUL, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr.
RISCH, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. RUBIO, Mr.
THUNE, Mr. TOOMEY, Mr. VITTER, and
Mr. WICKER) submitted the following
concurrent resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Foreign
Relations:

S. CON. RES. 7

Whereas in October 2009, the United States
voted in the United Nations General Assem-
bly to participate in the negotiation of the
United Nations Arms Trade Treaty;

Whereas in July 2012, the United Nations
Conference on the Arms Trade Treaty con-
vened to negotiate the text of the Arms
Trade Treaty;

Whereas in December 2012, the United Na-
tions General Assembly voted to hold a final
negotiating conference on the Arms Trade
Treaty in March 2013, on the basis of the text
of July 2012;

Whereas the Arms Trade Treaty poses sig-
nificant risks to the national security, for-
eign policy, and economic interests of the
United States as well as to the constitu-
tional rights of United States citizens and
United States sovereignty;

Whereas the Arms Trade Treaty fails to ex-
pressly recognize the fundamental, indi-
vidual right to keep and to bear arms and
the individual right of personal self-defense,
as well as the legitimacy of hunting, sports
shooting, and other lawful activities per-
taining to the private ownership of firearms
and related materials, and thus risks infring-
ing on freedoms protected by the Second
Amendment;

Whereas the Arms Trade Treaty places free
democracies and totalitarian regimes on a
basis of equality, recognizing their equal
right to transfer arms, and is thereby dan-
gerous to the security of the United States;

Whereas the Arms Trade Treaty’s criteria
for assessing the potential consequences of
arms transfers are vague, easily politicized,
and readily manipulated;

Whereas the Arms Trade Treaty’s model
for using these criteria is incompatible with
the decision-making model for arms trans-
fers employed by the United States under
Presidential Decision Directive 34, which
dates from 1995;

Whereas the Arms Trade Treaty will create
opportunities to engage in ‘‘lawfare’ against
the United States via the misuse of the trea-
ty’s criteria in foreign tribunals and inter-
national fora;

Whereas the Arms Trade Treaty could
hinder the United States from fulfilling its
strategic, legal, and moral commitments to
provide arms to allies such as the Republic
of China (Taiwan) and the State of Israel;

Whereas the creation of an international
secretariat to administer and assist in the
implementation of the Arms Trade Treaty
risks the delegation of authority to a bu-
reaucracy that is not accountable to the peo-
ple of the United States;



S1794

Whereas the Arms Trade Treaty urges the
provision of capacity building assistance
from signatory nations to implement the
Arms Trade Treaty, which could create a
source of permanent funding to a new inter-
national organization that would be suscep-
tible to waste, fraud, and abuse;

Whereas the Arms Trade Treaty risks im-
posing costly regulatory burdens on United
States businesses, for example, by creating
onerous reporting requirements that could
damage the domestic defense manufacturing
base and related firms;

Whereas an Arms Trade Treaty that has
not been signed by the President and re-
ceived the advice and consent of the Senate
should not bind the United States in any re-
spect as customary international law, jus
cogens, or any other principle of inter-
national law that bypasses the treaty power
in article II, section 2, clause 2 of the Con-
stitution;

Whereas an Arms Trade Treaty that has
merely been signed by the President but has
not received the advice and consent of the
Senate should not bind the United States in
any respect, including any obligation to re-
frain from defeating the object and purpose
of the Arms Trade Treaty, under any provi-
sion of the Vienna Convention on the Law of
Treaties, to which the United States is not a
party;

Whereas an Arms Trade Treaty that has
merely been signed by the President but has
not received the advice and consent of the
Senate should not bind the United States in
any respect, as an international agreement
other than a treaty, as a sole executive
agreement, or in any other way; and

Whereas an Arms Trade Treaty that has
been signed by the President and has re-
ceived the advice and consent of the Senate,
is a non-self-executing treaty that has no do-
mestic legal effect within the United States,
unless and until it has been adopted by the
enactment of implementing legislation by
the Congress: Now, therefore, be it

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

(1) the President should not sign the Arms
Trade Treaty, and that, if he transmits the
treaty with his signature to the Senate, the
Senate should not ratify the Arms Trade
Treaty; and

(2) until the Arms Trade Treaty has been
signed by the President, received the advice
and consent of the Senate, and has been the
subject of implementing legislation by Con-
gress, no Federal funds should be appro-
priated or authorized to implement the Arms
Trade Treaty, or any similar agreement, or
to conduct activities relevant to the Arms
Trade Treaty, or any similar agreement.

——————

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 32. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 933, making appropriations for the
Department of Defense, the Department of
Veterans Affairs, and other departments and
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2013, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 33. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 26 proposed by Ms. MIKULSKI (for herself
and Mr. SHELBY) to the bill H.R. 933, supra.

SA 34. Mr. McCAIN (for himself and Mrs.
MCCASKILL) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R.
933, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 35. Mr. McCAIN (for himself and Mrs.
MCCASKILL) submitted an amendment in-
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tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R.
933, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 36. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 933, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 37. Mr. McCCAIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 933, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 38. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 933, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 39. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 933, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 40. Mr. McCAIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 933, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 41. Mr. MORAN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 933, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 42. Mr. GRAHAM submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 933, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 43. Mr. BLUNT (for himself, Mr. RISCH,
Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. WICKER, Mr. JOHANNS, Mr.
ENzI, Mrs. FISCHER, Ms. COLLINS, and Mr.
INHOFE) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed to amendment SA 26 proposed
by Ms. MIKULSKI (for herself and Mr. SHELBY)
to the bill H.R. 933, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 44. Mr. RUBIO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 933, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 45. Mr. MORAN (for himself, Mr.
INHOFE, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. BLUNT, Mr.
B00zZMAN, Mr. KIRK, Mr. PRYOR, and Mr. ROB-
ERTS) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 933,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 46. Ms. AYOTTE (for herself and Mrs.
SHAHEEN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed to amendment SA 26 proposed
by Ms. MIKULSKI (for herself and Mr. SHELBY)
to the bill H.R. 933, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 47. Mr. HOEVEN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 26 proposed by Ms. MIKULSKI (for herself
and Mr. SHELBY) to the bill H.R. 933, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 48. Mr. REID (for Mr. LAUTENBERG (for
himself, Mr. MENENDEZ, and Mrs. GILLI-
BRAND)) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed to amendment SA 26 proposed
by Ms. MIKULSKI (for herself and Mr. SHELBY)
to the bill H.R. 933, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 49. Mr. ALEXANDER (for himself, Mr.
MCCONNELL, Mr. PAUL, and Mr. CORKER) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed to amendment SA 26 proposed by Ms.
MIKULSKI (for herself and Mr. SHELBY) to the
bill H.R. 933, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 50. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 26 proposed by Ms. MIKULSKI (for herself
and Mr. SHELBY) to the bill H.R. 933, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 51. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself and
Mr. CHAMBLISS) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 26
proposed by Ms. MIKULSKI (for herself and
Mr. SHELBY) to the bill H.R. 933, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 52. Mr. INHOFE (for himself, Mr. ALEX-
ANDER, Mr. ENZI, and Mr. JOHANNS) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
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posed to amendment SA 26 proposed by Ms.
MIKULSKI (for herself and Mr. SHELBY) to the
bill H.R. 933, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 53. Mr. HARKIN (for himself and Mr.
CARDIN) proposed an amendment to amend-
ment SA 26 proposed by Ms. MIKULSKI (for
herself and Mr. SHELBY) to the bill H.R. 933,
supra.

SA 54. Mr. TOOMEY (for himself and Mr.
INHOFE) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed to amendment SA 26 proposed
by Ms. MIKULSKI (for herself and Mr. SHELBY)
to the bill H.R. 933, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 55. Mr. MORAN (for himself, Mr.
INHOFE, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. BLUNT, Mr.
B00zZMAN, Mr. KIRK, Mr. PRYOR, Mr. ROB-
ERTS, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. JOHANNS, Mr.
MERKLEY, Mr. KAINE, and Mr. WARNER) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed to amendment SA 26 proposed by Ms.
MIKULSKI (for herself and Mr. SHELBY) to the
bill H.R. 933, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 56. Mr. ALEXANDER (for himself, Mr.
BENNET, and Mr. BURR) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 26 proposed by Ms. MIKULSKI (for herself
and Mr. SHELBY) to the bill H.R. 933, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 57. Mr. BAUCUS (for himself and Mr.
TESTER) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 933,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 58. Mr. JOHNSON, of South Dakota (for
himself, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. REED, and Mr.
LEVIN) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed to amendment SA 26 proposed by
Ms. MIKULSKI (for herself and Mr. SHELBY) to
the bill H.R. 933, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 59. Mr. JOHNSON, of South Dakota (for
himself, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. REED, and Mr.
LEVIN) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 933,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 60. Mr. BEGICH submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 26 proposed by Ms. MIKULSKI (for herself
and Mr. SHELBY) to the bill H.R. 933, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 61. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 26 proposed by Ms. MIKULSKI (for herself
and Mr. SHELBY) to the bill H.R. 933, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 62. Ms. MIKULSKI (for herself and Mr.
SHELBY) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by her to the bill H.R. 933,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 63. Mr. HATCH (for himself, Mr. GRASS-
LEY, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. ENzI, and Mr. COR-
NYN) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed to amendment SA 26 proposed by
Ms. MIKULSKI (for herself and Mr. SHELBY) to
the bill H.R. 933, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 64. Mr. UDALL, of Colorado (for himself
and Ms. COLLINS) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed to amendment SA 26
proposed by Ms. MIKULSKI (for herself and
Mr. SHELBY) to the bill H.R. 933, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 65. Mr. COBURN (for himself and Mr.
MCCAIN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed to amendment SA 26 proposed
by Ms. MIKULSKI (for herself and Mr. SHELBY)
to the bill H.R. 933, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 66. Mr. COBURN (for himself and Mr.
MCCAIN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 933,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 67. Mr. COBURN (for himself and Mr.
MCCAIN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed to amendment SA 26 proposed
by Ms. MIKULSKI (for herself and Mr. SHELBY)
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