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as cosponsors of S. 632, a bill to amend 
chapter 11 of title 35, United States 
Code, to require the voluntary collec-
tion of demographic information for 
patent inventors, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 636 
At the request of Ms. ERNST, the 

name of the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mrs. BLACKBURN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 636, a bill to require the 
Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget to submit to Congress an 
annual report on projects that are over 
budget and behind schedule, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 662 
At the request of Mrs. FISCHER, the 

name of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. CRAMER) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 662, a bill to establish an 
interactive online dashboard to allow 
the public to review information for 
Federal grant funding related to men-
tal health programs. 

S. 675 
At the request of Mr. COONS, the 

name of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. LEAHY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 675, a bill to provide for the re-
porting to State and local law enforce-
ment authorities of cases in which the 
national instant criminal background 
check system indicates that a firearm 
has been sought to be acquired by a 
prohibited person, so that authorities 
may pursue criminal charges under 
State law, and to ensure that the De-
partment of Justice reports to Con-
gress on prosecutions secured against 
prohibited persons who attempt to ac-
quire a firearm. 

S. 692 
At the request of Mr. TESTER, the 

names of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) and the Senator 
from Minnesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 692, a bill to 
award a Congressional Gold Medal to 
the female telephone operators of the 
Army Signal Corps, known as the 
‘‘Hello Girls’’. 

S. 702 
At the request of Mrs. HYDE-SMITH, 

the name of the Senator from Lou-
isiana (Mr. CASSIDY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 702, a bill to prohibit Fed-
eral funding of State firearm ownership 
databases, and for other purposes. 

S. 723 
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the 

name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 723, a bill to amend the 
Small Business Act and the CARES 
Act to extend the covered period for 
the paycheck protection program, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 730 
At the request of Mr. BRAUN, the 

names of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. 
RISCH) and the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. COTTON) were added as cosponsors 
of S. 730, a bill to amend title VI of the 
Social Security Act to remove the pro-
hibition on States and territories 
against lowering their taxes. 

S. 760 
At the request of Ms. ERNST, the 

name of the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mrs. BLACKBURN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 760, a bill to require re-
cipients of Federal funds to disclose in-
formation relating to programs, 
projects, or activities carried out using 
the Federal funds. 

S. 761 
At the request of Ms. ERNST, the 

name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mrs. HYDE-SMITH) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 761, a bill to require the 
publication of fossil-fuel powered trav-
el by the President, the Vice President, 
and political appointees, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 803 
At the request of Mr. MARSHALL, the 

name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. KENNEDY) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 803, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to remove 
short-barreled rifles from the defini-
tion of firearms for purposes of the Na-
tional Firearms Act, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 815 
At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the 

name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. KENNEDY) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 815, a bill to amend the Small 
Business Act and the CARES Act to ex-
tend the covered period for the pay-
check protection program, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 848 
At the request of Mr. BRAUN, the 

names of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CORNYN) and the Senator from Min-
nesota (Ms. SMITH) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 848, a bill to amend the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 in order 
to improve the service obligation 
verification process for TEACH Grant 
recipients, and for other purposes. 

S. 860 
At the request of Mr. LANKFORD, the 

name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Ms. HASSAN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 860, a bill to develop and 
deploy firewall circumvention tools for 
the people of Hong Kong after the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China violated its 
agreement under the Joint Declara-
tion, and for other purposes. 

S. 884 
At the request of Mr. LEE, the name 

of the Senator from Texas (Mr. CRUZ) 
was added as a cosponsor of S. 884, a 
bill to close loopholes in the immigra-
tion laws that serve as incentives to 
aliens to attempt to enter the United 
States unlawfully, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. RES. 34 
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 

names of the Senator from Washington 
(Mrs. MURRAY), the Senator from Ne-
vada (Ms. ROSEN) and the Senator from 
Arizona (Mr. KELLY) were added as co-
sponsors of S. Res. 34, a resolution rec-
ognizing the 200th anniversary of the 
independence of Greece and celebrating 
democracy in Greece and the United 
States. 

S. RES. 97 
At the request of Mr. RISCH, the 

names of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) and the Senator from New 
Jersey (Mr. BOOKER) were added as co-
sponsors of S. Res. 97, a resolution call-
ing on the Government of Ethiopia, the 
Tigray People’s Liberation Front, and 
other belligerents to cease all hos-
tilities, protect human rights, allow 
unfettered humanitarian access, and 
cooperate with independent investiga-
tions of credible atrocity allegations 
pertaining to the conflict in the Tigray 
Region of Ethiopia. 

S. RES. 105 
At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the 

name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. PETERS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. Res. 105, a resolution condemning 
the coup in Burma and calling for 
measures to ensure the safety of the 
Burmese people, including Rohingya, 
who have been threatened and dis-
placed by a campaign of genocide con-
ducted by the Burmese military. 

S. RES. 119 
At the request of Mrs. BLACKBURN, 

the name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. PETERS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. Res. 119, a resolution establishing 
the Congressional Gold Star Family 
Fellowship Program for the placement 
in offices of Senators of children, 
spouses, and siblings of members of the 
Armed Forces who are hostile casual-
ties or who have died from a training- 
related injury. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION 

By Mr. REED (for himself and 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE): 

S. 907. A bill to amend the Magnuson- 
Stevens Fishery Conservation and 
Management Act to add Rhode Island 
to the Mid-Atlantic Fishery Manage-
ment Council, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, today I am 
reintroducing the Rhode Island Fisher-
men’s Fairness Act along with my col-
league Senator WHITEHOUSE. This legis-
lation seeks to address a longstanding 
inequity in our nation’s fisheries man-
agement system that denies Rhode Is-
land a voice in the management of 
many stocks that our fishing industry 
relies on. 

Under the Magnuson-Stevens Act, 
Rhode Island has voting membership 
on the New England Fishery Manage-
ment Council (NEFMC) since NEFMC- 
managed stocks represent a significant 
percentage of landings and revenue for 
our state. However, Rhode Island has 
an even larger stake in Mid-Atlantic 
fisheries. Yet, it does not have voting 
representation on the Mid-Atlantic 
Fishery Management Council 
(MAFMC), which currently consists of 
representatives from New York, New 
Jersey, Delaware, Pennsylvania, Mary-
land, Virginia, and North Carolina. 

According to data provided by the 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad-
ministration (NOAA), between 2015 and 
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2019, Rhode Island accounted for ap-
proximately a quarter of the commer-
cial landings from stocks under 
MAFMC’s sole jurisdiction, both by 
weight and value. The significance of 
commercial landings from stocks man-
aged by MAFMC is growing every year 
for Rhode Island, accounting for 58% of 
Rhode Island’s federally managed com-
mercial fisheries landings in 2019. 

After making an appearance during 
last summer’s Democratic National 
Convention, Rhode Island calamari 
quickly became a social media sensa-
tion, and for good reason. Calamari (or 
squid) is by far the most important 
commercial species in the Ocean State. 
In 2019 alone, Rhode Island landed over 
5.5 million more pounds of squid than 
any other state on the East Coast. But, 
Rhode Island does not have a formal 
say in how this species is managed be-
cause it does not have representation 
on the MAFMC. 

The legislation we are introducing of-
fers a simple solution with a sound 
precedent. North Carolina was added to 
the MAFMC as part of the Sustainable 
Fisheries Act in 1996. Like Rhode Is-
land, a significant portion of North 
Carolina’s landed fish species were 
managed by the MAFMC, yet the state 
was not represented on the council. 

Just like the 1996 law that added 
North Carolina, the Rhode Island Fish-
ermen’s Fairness Act would create two 
seats for our state on the MAFMC. One 
seat would be appointed by the Sec-
retary of Commerce based on rec-
ommendations from the Governor of 
Rhode Island, and a second seat would 
be filled by Rhode Island’s principal 
state official with marine fishery man-
agement responsibility. To accommo-
date these new members, the bill would 
increase the MAFMC from 21 to 23 vot-
ing members. This would guarantee 
Rhode Island the same minimum rep-
resentation as other states currently 
on the council, without altering their 
status. 

With mounting economic, ecological, 
and regulatory challenges, it is more 
important than ever that Rhode Island 
fishermen have a voice in the manage-
ment of the fisheries they depend on. I 
urge our colleagues to join us in sup-
porting this commonsense legislation. 

By Ms. HIRONO (for herself, Mrs. 
CAPITO, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, and 
Mr. SCOTT of South Carolina): 

S. 912. A bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to provide in-
formation regarding vaccines for sen-
iors as part of the Medicare & You 
handbook and to ensure that the treat-
ment of cost sharing for vaccines under 
Medicare part D is consistent with the 
treatment of vaccines under Medicare 
part B, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Ms. HIRONO. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce a bill that will help 
to improve adult vaccination rates 
throughout this country. I am thankful 
to Senators CAPITO, WHITEHOUSE, and 
SCOTT of South Carolina for their part-
nership on this important legislation. 

Before there were vaccines, nearly 
everyone got measles, and diseases like 
whooping cough, polio, and rubella 
were commonplace among children and 
adults. Luckily for us, vaccines are 
now a cornerstone of our nation’s dis-
ease prevention efforts. They have a 
demonstrated record limiting the 
spread of debilitating and potentially 
deadly conditions—from measles to flu 
to pneumonia—saving lives and reduc-
ing health care costs. A successful vac-
cination campaign is also essential to 
fully reopening society and preventing 
future COVID–19 outbreaks. 

Unfortunately, adult vaccines rates 
are not nearly as high as they could 
and should be. Prior to the pandemic, 
more than 50,000 adults per year died 
from vaccine-preventable diseases in 
the United States, while millions more 
became ill as a result, causing them to 
miss work and leaving some unable to 
care for those who depend on them. 
The health care costs associated with 
low adult vaccine rates are enormous— 
each year, the U.S. spends $15 billion 
treating Medicare beneficiaries alone 
for these vaccine-preventable diseases. 

Because the immune system deterio-
rates as people age, adults 50 and over 
are especially susceptible to many vac-
cine-preventable diseases and account 
for a disproportionate number of 
deaths and illnesses from these disease. 
As Americans age, the impact of these 
diseases and their complications is 
likely to grow—unless we quickly and 
substantially improve use of and access 
to adult vaccines, especially among 
Medicare beneficiaries. 

By increasing vaccine access, we can 
save thousands of lives and potentially 
billions of dollars. Unfortunately, older 
adults seeking access to and coverage 
for vaccines encounter many barriers. 
They may not know where or how to 
get vaccinated and cost can be an ob-
stacle for both patients and providers. 

That’s why we’ve introduced the Pro-
tecting Seniors Through Immunization 
Act of 2021. The bill improves vaccine 
information and education for Medi-
care beneficiaries, including the risks 
and consequences of vaccine-prevent-
able disease, and ensures older adults 
know what vaccines are right for them 
at the right time. 

The bill also eliminates the cost bur-
den of vaccines on our nation’s aging 
population. Vaccines are available for 
free under private insurance, but under 
Medicare, vaccine coverage is split be-
tween Medicare Part B and Medicare 
Part D. Seniors can access vaccines 
covered under Part B—such as flu, 
pneumonia and Hepatitis—with no 
cost-sharing. However, vaccines cov-
ered under Part D, such as shingles 
(herpes zoster) and pertussis (Tdap), 
can include a wide range of cost-shar-
ing requirements. For seniors, many of 
whom live on fixed incomes such as So-
cial Security benefits, these additional 
costs may preclude them from being 
vaccinated. 

A 2018 study of Tdap and herpes 
zoster vaccine claims under Medicare 

Part D demonstrated that higher out- 
of-pocket cost-sharing is associated 
with higher rates of cancelled vaccina-
tion claims—in other words, when the 
costs of vaccines are too high, seniors 
can’t or won’t get them. The study 
found that cost-sharing of $51 or great-
er is associated with a 2 to 2.7-times 
greater rate of cancelled vaccination 
claims compared with $0 cost-sharing. 

There are more than 300,000 cases of 
shingles reported in the U.S. each year. 
About 50 percent of people who experi-
ence shingles will have postherpetic 
neuralgia, a debilitating, painful, and 
long-lasting disease. This is just one 
example of the types of conditions that 
vaccines can prevent. 

We have a lot of room for improve-
ment for uptake of these vaccines. 
Passing the Protecting Seniors 
Through Immunization Act of 2021 will 
help us to do so. By reducing cost bar-
riers and improving access and raising 
awareness, we can implement these 
vaccines better and set the stage for 
healthy aging. 

By Ms. HIRONO (for herself, Mr. 
BOOKER, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR, Mr. REED, and Ms. 
WARREN): 

S. 913. A bill to conduct a study on 
the spread of COVID–19-related 
disinformation and misinformation on 
the internet and social media plat-
forms, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

Ms. HIRONO. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce the COVID–19 
Disinformation Research and Report-
ing Act. I thank Representative JEN-
NIFER WEXTON for working with me on 
this important piece of legislation, 
which will help shine a light on the 
ways social media and other online 
platforms amplify and spread misin-
formation and disinformation about 
the coronavirus pandemic to the det-
riment of public health. I also thank 
my colleagues—Senators BOOKER, 
BLUMENTHAL, KLOBUCHAR, WARREN, and 
REED—for cosponsoring this bill. 

As I stand here today nearly 30 mil-
lion Americans have been diagnosed 
with COVID–19 and over 540,000 have 
died from the virus. 

The numbers alone are staggering. 
But when you hear and read the per-
sonal stories of individuals and fami-
lies who are suffering, it is truly trag-
ic. It makes you mournful that for 
many of the individuals who died, they 
died alone in the absence of their loved 
ones. 

While many things contributed to 
this massive loss of life, I am here to 
talk about one in particular: the insid-
ious spread of coronavirus-related mis-
information and disinformation online. 
This ‘‘infodemic’’ has undercut the ef-
forts of public health officials at every 
turn, and threatens to prolong the 
virus’s impact on the health of our peo-
ple and economy long after a safe and 
effective vaccine is available. 

The online spread of misinformation 
about public health is nothing new. 
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Claims that the 2014 Ebola epidemic 
was a form of population control 
spread across social media. Anti-vac-
cination groups have long used 
Facebook and YouTube to share junk 
science and recruit new members. 

However, social media platforms’ re-
sponse to coronavirus was supposed to 
be different. Early in the pandemic, the 
major social media platforms an-
nounced new measures to combat mis-
information while making sure users 
had access to accurate, authoritative 
information about the virus. Facebook 
added a COVID–19 Information Center 
to the tops of users’ News Feeds and 
announced it would remove misin-
formation that could contribute to im-
minent physical harm. Twitter verified 
accounts that provided credible up-
dates on the pandemic and committed 
to removing false or misleading con-
tent that contradicted information 
from health authorities. YouTube 
began directing users who searched for 
COVID-related information to the WHO 
or other health authorities and banned 
false information contradicting health 
authorities on treatment, prevention, 
diagnosis, or transmission of COVID– 
19. 

Unfortunately, these measure proved 
lacking and insufficient. The con-
spiracy film Plandemic was viewed 
more than 8 million times across social 
media platforms, and the sequel was 
viewed over 100,000 times on YouTube 
during its first week alone. An August 
2020 study by advocacy group Avaaz 
found that misinformation about vac-
cines and other health topics had been 
viewed an estimated 3.8 billion times 
on Facebook in the previous year—four 
times more than factual, authoritative 
content from institutions like the WHO 
and CDC. The study found that only 
16% of previously fact-checked health 
misinformation on Facebook carried a 
warning label. 

Spend even a small amount of time 
on the internet or social media and you 
will find rampant misinformation and 
conspiracy theories about COVID–19. 
Some examples of these falsehoods in-
clude: Bill Gates created the virus to 
use a vaccine as cover to implant 
microchips into Americans. No, actu-
ally, Dr. Fauci created the coronavirus 
to seize political power. You shouldn’t 
wear a mask to protect against the 
coronavirus, because wearing a mask 
actually weakens your immune sys-
tem. And do not worry if you catch the 
coronavirus—you can treat it by drink-
ing bleach. 

These claims might seem ridiculous, 
but they have real word consequences. 
A study published in the American 
Journal of Tropical Medicine and Hy-
giene found that 5,800 people had been 
hospitalized and at least 800 people died 
in the first three months of 2020 alone 
as a direct result of coronavirus-re-
lated misinformation. As recently as 
August, the Georgia Department of 
Health and the Texas Poison Control 
Center had to warn people not to drink 
bleach to treat COVID. A recent poll 

found that only 51 percent of people 
wear a facial covering in public, de-
spite its proven efficacy in preventing 
the spread of COVID. And, perhaps 
must troubling, polls suggest that over 
30% of the U.S. population will not get 
a COVID vaccine. 

If we hope to get past the 
coronavirus and avoid similar public 
health crises in the future, we must un-
derstand where misinformation origi-
nates, how it spreads, and strategies to 
stop it. 

This is exactly what the COVID–19 
Disinformation Research and Report-
ing Act will do. It directs the National 
Science Foundation to partner with 
the National Academies of Sciences, 
Engineering, and Medicine to conduct a 
study on the spread of COVID–19-re-
lated disinformation and misinforma-
tion on the internet and social media 
platforms. This study will provide crit-
ical information on the roles 
disinformation and misinformation 
have played in the public response to 
COVID–19, including public acceptance 
of and demand for COVID–19 vaccines; 
the sources of COVID–19-related 
disinformation and misinformation and 
the ways it has influenced the public 
debate; the role social media plays in 
the disseminating and promoting this 
disinformation and misinformation; 
and potential strategies for combatting 
misinformation and disinformation in 
the future. 

This information will not stop the 
next pandemic from coming. And, it 
will not force the next Administration 
to take it seriously and follow the ad-
vice of doctors and scientists. But it 
can give us the knowledge and tools 
necessary to avoid another infodemic 
and ensure the American public re-
ceives accurate and authoritative in-
formation when it is most needed. 

I therefore encourage my colleagues 
to support the COVID–19 
Disinformation Research and Report-
ing Act. 

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN: 
S. 933. A bill to designate the Battle-

ship IOWA Museum, located in Los An-
geles, California, as the National Mu-
seum of the Surface Navy, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources. 

Ms. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I rise 
to speak in support of the ‘‘Battleship 
Iowa National Museum of the Surface 
Navy Act,’’ which I introduced today. 

This simple bill would designate the 
Battleship USS Iowa Museum located 
in Los Angeles, California, as the ‘‘Na-
tional Museum of the Surface Navy.’’ 

The Battleship, USS Iowa Museum, 
would be the official museum to honor 
the millions of Americans who have 
proudly served and continue to serve in 
the United States Surface Navy since 
the founding of the Navy on October 13, 
1775. 

The Battleship USS Iowa is an iconic 
ship that served as a home to hundreds 
of thousands of sailors from all 50 
states. Commissioned in 1943, the Bat-

tleship Iowa has received accolades as 
the ‘‘World’s Greatest Navy Ship’’ and 
had several namesakes, including the 
‘‘Mighty I’’ and the ‘‘Big Stick,’’ which 
referred to President Teddy Roosevelt’s 
famous adage: ‘‘Speak softly and carry 
a big stick.’’ 

The USS Iowa was also known as the 
‘‘Battleship of Presidents.’’ In 1943, 
President Franklin D. Roosevelt used 
the ship for meetings with British 
Prime Minister Winston Churchill and 
Soviet Primer Joseph Stalin. President 
George H.W. Bush re-commissioned the 
USS Iowa in 1984 while serving as Vice 
President of the United States. Prior 
to the USS Iowa’s decommissioning in 
1990, President Ronald Reagan used the 
ship for our nation’s Celebration of 
Liberty in New York City on July 4, 
1986. 

The USS Iowa earned nine battle 
stars for service in World War II and 
two for service during the Korean War. 
The ship was also awarded the Navy 
Meritorious Unit Commendation, the 
Navy Occupation Service Medal, the 
Armed Forces Expeditionary Medal, 
and the Navy ‘‘E’’ Ribbon—four times. 

In 2012, the Navy donated the Battle-
ship Iowa to the Pacific Battleship 
Center, which established the Battle-
ship USS Iowa Museum at the Port of 
Los Angeles. Since its opening, the Mu-
seum has welcomed millions of visi-
tors. 

The Museum also hosts numerous 
military activities, including enlist-
ments, re-enlistments, 
commissionings, promotions, and com-
munity service days. The museum also 
provides on-site training for federal, 
state, and local law enforcement per-
sonnel. 

Due to the coronavirus pandemic, the 
museum has closed all of its indoor ex-
hibits and has struggled to attract visi-
tors. As a non-profit organization, the 
museum is supported solely by admis-
sions, donations, event space rentals, 
and gift shops. 

HOW THE BILL WOULD HELP 

Our bill would designate the USS 
Battleship Iowa Museum as the ‘‘Na-
tional Museum of the Surface Navy’’ to 
raise awareness and educate the public 
on the important role of the United 
States Surface Navy. 

The ‘‘National Museum of the Sur-
face Navy’’ would build on the success 
of the Battleship USS Iowa Museum by 
introducing new exhibits and programs 
with a focus on education, veterans, 
and community. 

CONCLUSION 

It is imperative that we preserve the 
legacy of those who have served on the 
Battleship USS Iowa and all Surface 
Navy ships. 

I hope my colleagues will join me in 
support of this bill. Thank you, Mr. 
President. I yield the floor. 

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Mr. 
CASSIDY, Mr. GRASSLEY, Ms. 
HIRONO, Mr. COONS, and Mr. 
TILLIS): 
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S. 936. A bill to require online mar-

ketplaces to collect, verify, and dis-
close certain information regarding 
high-volume third party sellers of con-
sumer products to inform consumers; 
to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

Mr. DURBIN. 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. 936 
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 ‘‘Integrity, 
Notification, and Fairness in Online Retail 
Marketplaces for Consumers Act’’ or the 
‘‘INFORM Consumers Act’’. 
SEC. 2. COLLECTION, VERIFICATION, AND DIS-

CLOSURE OF INFORMATION BY ON-
LINE MARKETPLACES TO INFORM 
CONSUMERS. 

(a) COLLECTION AND VERIFICATION OF INFOR-
MATION.— 

(1) COLLECTION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—An online marketplace 

shall require any high-volume third party 
seller on such online marketplace’s platform 
to provide, not later than 2 business days 
after qualifying as a high-volume third party 
seller on the platform, the following infor-
mation to the online marketplace: 

(i) BANK ACCOUNT.— 
(I) IN GENERAL.—A bank account number, 

or, if such seller does not have a bank ac-
count, the name of the payee for payments 
issued by the online marketplace to such 
seller. 

(II) PROVISION OF INFORMATION.—The bank 
account or payee information required under 
subclause (I) may be provided by the seller in 
the following ways: 

(aa) To the online marketplace. 
(bb) To a payment processor or other third 

party contracted by the online marketplace 
to maintain such information, provided that 
the online marketplace ensures that it can 
obtain such information on demand from 
such payment processor or other third party. 

(ii) CONTACT INFORMATION.—Contact infor-
mation for such seller as follows: 

(I) With respect to a high-volume third 
party seller that is an individual, a copy of 
a valid government-issued identification for 
the individual that includes the individual’s 
name and physical address. 

(II) With respect to a high-volume third 
party seller that is not an individual, one of 
the following forms of contact information: 

(aa) A copy of a valid government-issued 
identification for an individual acting on be-
half of such seller that includes the individ-
ual’s name and physical address. 

(bb) A copy of a valid government-issued 
record or tax document that includes the 
business name and physical address of such 
seller. 

(iii) TAX ID.—A business tax identification 
number, or, if such seller does not have a 
business tax identification number, a tax-
payer identification number. 

(iv) WORKING EMAIL AND PHONE NUMBER.—A 
current working email address and phone 
number for such seller. 

(B) NOTIFICATION OF CHANGE; ANNUAL CER-
TIFICATION.— 

(i) IN GENERAL.—An online marketplace 
shall require any high-volume third party 
seller on such online marketplace’s platform 
to promptly notify the online marketplace of 
any change to the information collected 
under subparagraph (A). 

(ii) ANNUAL CERTIFICATION.—Not later than 
1 year after the date of enactment of this 
Act and annually thereafter, an online mar-
ketplace shall— 

(I) inform any high-volume third party 
seller on such online marketplace’s platform 
of the notification requirement described in 
clause (i); and 

(II) instruct any such seller to electroni-
cally certify, not later than 3 business days 
after receiving such instruction, that— 

(aa) there have been no changes to such 
seller’s information; or 

(bb) such seller has provided any changes 
to such information to the online market-
place. 

(iii) SUSPENSION.—In the event that an on-
line marketplace does not receive the annual 
certification from a high-volume third party 
seller required under clause (ii), the online 
marketplace shall suspend any future sales 
activity of such seller or any payments to 
such seller for prior sales activity until such 
seller provides such certification. 

(2) VERIFICATION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—An online marketplace 

shall— 
(i) verify the information collected under 

paragraph (1)(A) not later than 3 business 
days after such collection; and 

(ii) verify any change to such information 
not later than 3 business days after being no-
tified of such change by a high-volume third 
party seller under paragraph (1)(B). 

(B) PRESUMPTION OF VERIFICATION.—In the 
case of a high-volume third party seller that 
provides a copy of a valid government-issued 
tax document, any information contained in 
such document shall be presumed to be 
verified as of the date of issuance of such 
document. 

(b) DISCLOSURE REQUIRED.— 
(1) REQUIREMENT.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—An online marketplace 

shall— 
(i) require any high-volume third party 

seller on such online marketplace’s platform 
to provide the information described in sub-
paragraph (B) to the online marketplace; and 

(ii) disclose the information described in 
subparagraph (B) to consumers in a clear and 
conspicuous manner on the product listing 
or (for information other than such seller’s 
identification) through a clear and conspicu-
ously-placed link on the product listing or in 
close proximity to the physical product. 

(B) INFORMATION DESCRIBED.—The informa-
tion described in this subparagraph is the 
following: 

(i) Subject to paragraph (2), the identity of 
the high-volume third party seller, includ-
ing— 

(I) the full name of the seller; 
(II) the physical address of the seller; 
(III) whether the seller also engages in the 

manufacturing, importing, or reselling of 
consumer products; and 

(IV) contact information for the seller, in-
cluding— 

(aa) a current working phone number; and 
(bb) a current working email address or 

other means of electronic messaging (which 
may be provided to such seller by the online 
marketplace). 

(ii) The identification of any seller that 
supplies the consumer product to the con-
sumer upon purchase, if such seller is dif-
ferent than the high-volume third party sell-
er listed on the product listing prior to pur-
chase. 

(2) EXCEPTION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(B), upon the request of a high-volume third 
party seller, an online marketplace may pro-
vide for partial disclosure of the identity in-
formation required under paragraph (1)(B)(i) 
in the following situations: 

(i) If such seller certifies to the online 
marketplace that the seller does not have a 
business address and only has a residential 
street address, the online marketplace may— 

(I) disclose only the country and, if appli-
cable, the State in which such seller resides; 
and 

(II) inform consumers that there is no busi-
ness address available for the seller and that 
consumer inquiries should be submitted to 
the seller by phone, email, or other means of 
electronic messaging provided to such seller 
by the online marketplace. 

(ii) If such seller certifies to the online 
marketplace that the seller is a business 
that has a physical address for product re-
turns, the online marketplace may disclose 
the seller’s physical address for product re-
turns. 

(iii) If such seller certifies to the online 
marketplace that the seller does not have a 
phone number other than a personal phone 
number, the online marketplace shall inform 
consumers that there is no phone number 
available for the seller and that consumer in-
quiries should be submitted to the seller’s 
email address or other means of electronic 
messaging provided to such seller by the on-
line marketplace. 

(B) LIMITATION ON EXCEPTION.—If an online 
marketplace becomes aware that a high-vol-
ume third party seller has made a false rep-
resentation to the online marketplace in 
order to justify the provision of a partial dis-
closure under subparagraph (A) or that a 
high-volume third party seller who has re-
quested and received a provision for a partial 
disclosure under subparagraph (A) has not 
provided responsive answers within a reason-
able time frame to consumer inquiries sub-
mitted to the seller by phone, email, or other 
means of electronic messaging provided to 
such seller by the online marketplace, the 
online marketplace shall suspend the selling 
privileges of such seller unless such seller 
consents to the disclosure of the identity in-
formation required under paragraph (1)(B)(i). 

(3) REPORTING MECHANISM.—An online mar-
ketplace shall disclose to consumers in a 
clear and conspicuous manner on the product 
listing of any high-volume third party sell-
er— 

(A) a reporting mechanism that allows for 
electronic and telephonic reporting of sus-
picious marketplace activity to the online 
marketplace; and 

(B) a message encouraging consumers 
seeking goods for purchase to report sus-
picious marketplace activity to the online 
marketplace. 

(4) COMPLIANCE.—If a high-volume third 
party seller does not comply with the re-
quirements to provide and disclose informa-
tion under this subsection, the online mar-
ketplace shall suspend any future sales ac-
tivity of such seller or any payments to such 
seller for prior sales activity until such sell-
er complies with such requirements. 

(c) ENFORCEMENT.— 
(1) UNFAIR AND DECEPTIVE ACTS OR PRAC-

TICES.—A violation of subsection (a) or (b) by 
an online marketplace shall be treated as a 
violation of a rule defining an unfair or de-
ceptive act or practice prescribed under sec-
tion 18(a)(1)(B) of the Federal Trade Commis-
sion Act (15 U.S.C. 57a(a)(1)(B)). 

(2) POWERS OF THE COMMISSION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Commission shall en-

force this Act in the same manner, by the 
same means, and with the same jurisdiction, 
powers, and duties as though all applicable 
terms and provisions of the Federal Trade 
Commission Act (15 U.S.C. 41 et seq.) were 
incorporated into and made a part of this 
Act. 

(B) PRIVILEGES AND IMMUNITIES.—Any per-
son that violates subsection (a) or (b) shall 
be subject to the penalties, and entitled to 
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the privileges and immunities, provided in 
the Federal Trade Commission Act (15 U.S.C. 
41 et seq.). 

(3) REGULATIONS.—The Commission may 
promulgate regulations under section 553 of 
title 5, United States Code, with respect to 
the collection, verification, or disclosure of 
information under this section, provided 
that such regulations are limited to what is 
necessary to collect, verify, and disclose 
such information. 

(4) AUTHORITY PRESERVED.—Nothing in this 
Act shall be construed to limit the authority 
of the Commission under any other provision 
of law. 

(d) SEVERABILITY.—If any provision of this 
section, or the application thereof to any 
person or circumstance, is held invalid, the 
remainder of this section and the application 
of such provision to other persons not simi-
larly situated or to other circumstances 
shall not be affected by the invalidation. 

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this Act: 
(1) COMMISSION.—The term ‘‘Commission’’ 

means the Federal Trade Commission. 
(2) CONSUMER PRODUCT.—The term ‘‘con-

sumer product’’ has the meaning given such 
term in section 101 of the Magnuson-Moss 
Warranty—Federal Trade Commission Im-
provement Act (15 U.S.C. 2301 note) and sec-
tion 700.1 of title 16, Code of Federal Regula-
tions. 

(3) HIGH-VOLUME THIRD PARTY SELLER.—The 
term ‘‘high-volume third party seller’’ means 
a participant on an online marketplace’s 
platform who is a third party seller and who, 
in any continuous 12-month period during 
the previous 24 months, has entered into 200 
or more discrete sales or transactions of new 
or unused consumer products resulting in 
the accumulation of an aggregate total of 
$5,000 or more in gross revenues. 

(4) ONLINE MARKETPLACE.—The term ‘‘on-
line marketplace’’ means any person or enti-
ty that operates an electronically based or 
accessed platform that— 

(A) includes features that allow for, facili-
tate, or enable third party sellers to engage 
in the sale, purchase, payment, storage, ship-
ping, or delivery of a consumer product in 
the United States; and 

(B) is used by one or more third party sell-
ers for such purposes. 

(5) SELLER.—The term ‘‘seller’’ means a 
person who sells, offers to sell, or contracts 
to sell a consumer product through an online 
marketplace’s platform. 

(6) THIRD PARTY SELLER.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘third party 

seller’’ means any seller, independent of an 
online marketplace, who sells, offers to sell, 
or contracts to sell a consumer product in 
the United States through such online mar-
ketplace’s platform. 

(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘third party 
seller’’ does not include, with respect to an 
online marketplace, a seller— 

(i) who operates the online marketplace’s 
platform; or 

(ii) who— 
(I) is a business entity that has made avail-

able to the general public the entity’s name, 
business address, and working contact infor-
mation; 

(II) has an ongoing contractual relation-
ship with the online marketplace to provide 
for the manufacture, distribution, whole-
saling, or fulfillment of shipments of con-
sumer products; and 

(III) has provided to the online market-
place identifying information, as described 
in subsection (a), that has been verified in 
accordance with that subsection. 

(7) VERIFY.—The term ‘‘verify’’ means to 
confirm information provided to an online 
marketplace pursuant to this section by the 
use of one or more methods that enable the 
online marketplace to reliably determine 

that any information and documents pro-
vided are valid, corresponding to the seller 
or an individual acting on the seller’s behalf, 
not misappropriated, and not falsified. 

SEC. 3. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

This Act shall take effect 180 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 130—REMEM-
BERING THE 5TH ANNIVERSARY 
OF THE TERRORIST ATTACKS AT 
BRUSSELS AIRPORT AND THE 
MAALBEEK METRO STATION IN 
BELGIUM AND HONORING THE 
VICTIMS OF THE TERRORIST AT-
TACKS 

Mrs. BLACKBURN (for herself, Mr. 
BLUNT, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. 
HAGERTY, and Mr. CRUZ) submitted the 
following resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations: 

S. RES. 130 

Whereas, on March 22, 2016, 35 people were 
killed and more than 300 people were wound-
ed by 3 bombs that detonated at Brussels 
Airport in Zaventem, Belgium, and the 
Maalbeek metro station in Brussels, Belgium 
(referred to in this preamble as the ‘‘ter-
rorist attacks’’); 

Whereas Justin Shults, Stephanie Shults, 
Gail Minglana Martinez, and Bruce Baldwin 
were Americans who lost their lives, among 
the many other victims, as a result of the 
terrorist attacks; 

Whereas Justin Shults, an east Tennessee 
native who was 30 years old and working as 
an accountant while living in Brussels at the 
time of the terrorist attacks, was a graduate 
of Vanderbilt University and a devoted hus-
band to his wife Stephanie; 

Whereas Stephanie Shults, a Kentucky na-
tive who was 29 years old and working as an 
accountant while living in Brussels at the 
time of the terrorist attacks, was a graduate 
of Vanderbilt University, where she met her 
husband Justin; 

Whereas Gail Minglana Martinez, a Texas 
native who was 41 years old at the time of 
the terrorist attacks, was a proud mother of 
4 children and wife to her husband Kato, who 
were all injured in the terrorist attacks; and 

Whereas Bruce Baldwin, a Missouri native 
who was 66 years old at the time of the ter-
rorist attacks, was a husband to his wife Vir-
ginia, had worked for the Department of 
State, and was a member of the Army who 
served in Vietnam: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) remembers the 5th anniversary of the 

March 22, 2016, terrorist attacks at Brussels 
Airport and the Maalbeek metro station in 
Belgium (referred to in this resolution as the 
‘‘terrorist attacks’’); 

(2) honors the memory of Justin Shults, 
Stephanie Shults, Gail Minglana Martinez, 
and Bruce Baldwin, the 4 Americans who lost 
their lives in the terrorist attacks; 

(3) expresses its deepest condolences— 
(A) to the other victims who were killed or 

wounded as a result of the terrorist attacks; 
(B) to the families of the victims; and 
(C) to the home countries of each victim; 

and 
(4) pledges continued resolve to stand 

against terrorism and extremism. 

SENATE RESOLUTION 131—CON-
DEMNING THE GOVERNMENT OF 
THE PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF 
CHINA’S TREATMENT OF THE 
UYGHURS AND OTHER ETHNIC 
MINORITIES IN THE XINJIANG 
UYGHUR AUTONOMOUS REGION 
(XUAR) AND CALLING FOR AN 
INVESTIGATION INTO THE 
ABUSES AND CRIMES COM-
MITTED IN THE XUAR 

Mr. COONS (for himself, Mr. RUBIO, 
Mr. MARKEY, Mr. HAGERTY, Mr. KAINE, 
and Mr. ROMNEY) submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions: 

S. RES. 131 

Whereas the Uyghurs are one of several 
predominantly Muslim Turkic groups living 
in the Xinjiang Uyghur Autonomous Region 
(XUAR) in the northwest of the People’s Re-
public of China (PRC); 

Whereas, following Uyghur demonstrations 
and unrest in 2009 and clashes with govern-
ment security personnel and other violent 
incidents in subsequent years, PRC leaders 
sought to ‘‘stabilize’’ the XUAR through 
large-scale arrests and extreme security 
measures aimed at combatting alleged ter-
rorism, religious extremism, and ethnic sep-
aratism; 

Whereas, in May 2014, the PRC launched its 
‘‘Strike Hard Against Violent Extremism’’ 
campaign, which placed further restrictions 
on and facilitated additional human rights 
violations against minorities in the XUAR 
under the pretext of fighting terrorism; 

Whereas, in August 2016, Chinese Com-
munist Party (CCP) Politburo member Chen 
Quanguo, former Tibet Autonomous Region 
(TAR) Party Secretary, known for over-
seeing intensifying security operations and 
human rights abuses in the TAR, was ap-
pointed as Party Secretary of the XUAR; 

Whereas, beginning in 2017, XUAR authori-
ties have sought to forcibly ‘‘assimilate’’ 
Uyghurs and other Turkic minorities into 
Chinese society through a policy of cultural 
erasure known as ‘‘Sinicization’’; 

Whereas, since 2018, credible reporting in-
cluding from the BBC, France24, and the New 
York Times has shown that the Government 
of the PRC has built mass internment camps 
in the XUAR, which it calls ‘‘vocational 
training’’ centers, and detained Uyghurs and 
other groups in them and other facilities; 

Whereas, since 2015, XUAR authorities 
have arbitrarily detained an estimated 
1,500,000 Uyghurs—12.5 percent of the XUAR’s 
official Uyghur population of 12,000,000—and 
a smaller number of other ethnic minorities 
in the ‘‘vocational training’’ centers and 
other detention and pre-detention facilities; 

Whereas, in 2017, the XUAR accounted for 
less than two percent of the PRC’s total pop-
ulation but 21 percent of all arrests in China; 

Whereas The Atlantic, Radio Free Asia, 
and other sources have revealed that detain-
ees are forced to renounce many of their Is-
lamic beliefs and customs and repudiate 
Uyghur culture, language, and identity; 

Whereas investigations by Human Rights 
Watch and other human rights organizations 
have documented how detainees are subject 
to political indoctrination, forced labor, 
crowded and unsanitary conditions, involun-
tary biometric data collection, both medical 
neglect and intrusive medical interventions, 
food and water deprivation, beatings, sexual 
violence, and torture; 

Whereas research by the Australian Stra-
tegic Policy Institute suggests that, since 
late 2019, many detainees have been placed in 
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