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(1) in 241 school districts, more than 10 per-
cent of public school students are enrolled in
public charter schools; and

(2) in at least 29 school districts, at least 30
percent of public school students are en-
rolled in public charter schools;

Whereas public charter schools improve
the achievement of students enrolled in the
charter schools and collaborate with tradi-
tional public schools to improve public edu-
cation for all students;

Whereas public charter schools—

(1) give parents the freedom to choose pub-
lic schools;

(2) routinely measure parental satisfaction
levels; and

(3) must prove the ongoing success of the
charter schools to parents, policymakers,
and the communities served by the charter
schools or risk closure;

Whereas a 2015 report from the Center for
Research on Education Outcomes at Stan-
ford University found significant improve-
ments for students at urban charter schools,
and, when compared to peers in traditional
public schools, each year those students
completed the equivalent of 28 more days of
learning in reading and 40 more days of
learning in math;

Whereas a 2020 study from the Program on
Education Policy and Governance at Harvard
University found greater academic gains for
students in charter schools than for students
in traditional public schools who took the
reading and math assessments administered
by the National Assessment of Educational
Progress (NAEP) in fourth and eighth grade
between 2005 and 2017, and African American
and low-income students attending charter
schools were almost 6 months ahead of their
peers in reading and math compared with
students in traditional public schools over
the 12-year span of the study;

Whereas parental demand for charter
schools is high, and there was nearly 5 per-
cent growth in charter school enrollment be-
tween the 2017-2018 and 2018-2019 school
years; and

Whereas the 22nd annual National Charter
Schools Week is scheduled to be celebrated
the week of May 9 through May 15, 2021: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) congratulates the students, families,
teachers, leaders, and staff of public charter
schools across the United States for—

(A) making ongoing contributions to pub-
lic education;

(B) making impressive strides in closing
the academic achievement gap in schools in
the United States, particularly in schools
with some of the most disadvantaged stu-
dents in both rural and urban communities;
and

(C) improving and strengthening the public
school system throughout the United States;

(2) supports the ideals and goals of the 22nd
annual National Charter Schools Week, a
week-long celebration to be held May 9
through May 15, 2021, in communities
throughout the United States; and

(3) encourages the people of the United
States to hold appropriate programs, cere-
monies, and activities during National Char-
ter Schools Week to demonstrate support for
public charter schools.
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SENATE RESOLUTION 231—EX-
PRESSING SUPPORT FOR THE
DESIGNATION OF MAY 17, 2021,
AS “DIPG PEDIATRIC BRAIN
CANCER AWARENESS DAY TO
RAISE AWARENESS OF AND EN-
COURAGE RESEARCH ON DIF-
FUSE INTRINSIC PONTINE
GLIOMA TUMORS AND PEDI-
ATRIC CANCERS IN GENERAL

Mr. RUBIO (for himself, Mr. REED,
Mrs. HYDE-SMITH, Mr. CASEY, Mr.
BRAUN, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. MARSHALL,
and Mrs. FISCHER) submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was consid-
ered and agreed to:

S. REs. 231

Whereas diffuse intrinsic pontine glioma
(referred to in this preamble as “DIPG”’) tu-
mors regularly affect 130 to 300 children in
the United States each year;

Whereas brain tumors are the leading
cause of cancer-related death among chil-
dren;

Whereas DIPG tumors are the leading
cause of pediatric brain cancer deaths;

Whereas, with respect to a child who is di-
agnosed with a DIPG tumor and receives
treatment for a DIPG tumor, the median
amount of time that the child survives after
diagnosis is only 9 months;

Whereas, with respect to an individual who
is diagnosed with a DIPG tumor, the rate of
survival 5 years after diagnosis is approxi-
mately 2 percent;

Whereas the average age at which a child
is diagnosed with a DIPG tumor is between 5
and 10 years, resulting in a life expectancy
approximately 70 years shorter than the av-
erage life expectancy in the United States;
and

Whereas the prognosis for children diag-
nosed with DIPG tumors has not improved
over the past 50 years: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) supports—

(A) designating May 17, 2021, as ‘“‘DIPG Pe-
diatric Brain Cancer Awareness Day’’; and

(B) efforts to—

(i) better understand diffuse
pontine glioma tumors;

(ii) develop effective treatments for diffuse
intrinsic pontine glioma tumors; and

(iii) provide comprehensive care for chil-
dren with diffuse intrinsic pontine glioma
tumors and their families; and

(2) encourages all individuals in the United
States to become more informed about—

(A) diffuse intrinsic pontine glioma tu-
mors;

(B) pediatric brain cancer in general; and

(C) challenges relating to research on pedi-
atric cancers and ways to advance such re-
search.

intrinsic

——————

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 1920. Mr. BOOZMAN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHU-
MER to the bill S. 1260, to establish a new Di-
rectorate for Technology and Innovation in
the National Science Foundation, to estab-
lish a regional technology hub program, to
require a strategy and report on economic
security, science, research, innovation, man-
ufacturing, and job creation, to establish a
critical supply chain resiliency program, and
for other purposes; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1921. Mr. BARRASSO submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHU-
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MER to the bill S. 1260, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1922. Ms. WARREN (for herself and Mr.
RUBIO) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed to amendment SA 1502 proposed
by Mr. SCHUMER to the bill S. 1260, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1923. Ms. CANTWELL submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHU-
MER to the bill S. 1260, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1924. Mr. SANDERS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHU-
MER to the bill S. 1260, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1925. Mr. SANDERS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHU-
MER to the bill S. 1260, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1926. Mr. RISCH (for himself, Mr.
CRAPO, Ms. ROSEN, Mrs. CAPITO, and Ms. COR-
TEZ MASTO) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1502
proposed by Mr. SCHUMER to the bill S. 1260,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1927. Mr. ROMNEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHU-
MER to the bill S. 1260, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1928. Mr. ROMNEY (for himself and Mr.
RUBIO) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed to amendment SA 1502 proposed
by Mr. SCHUMER to the bill S. 1260, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1929. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed to amendment SA
1502 proposed by Mr. SCHUMER to the bill S.
1260, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1930. Mr. MANCHIN (for himself and
Mr. CRAMER) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1502
proposed by Mr. SCHUMER to the bill S. 1260,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1931. Mr. MANCHIN (for himself and
Mr. BARRASSO) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1502
proposed by Mr. SCHUMER to the bill S. 1260,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1932. Mr. INHOFE (for himself, Mr.
CooNs, and Mr. CORNYN) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHU-
MER to the bill S. 1260, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1933. Mrs. HYDE-SMITH submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHU-
MER to the bill S. 1260, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1934. Mr. JOHNSON submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHU-
MER to the bill S. 1260, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1935. Mr. PETERS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHUMER to the bill
S. 1260, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1936. Mr. SULLIVAN (for himself, Mr.
RUBIO, and Mr. INHOFE) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHUMER to the bill
S. 1260, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1937. Mr. RUBIO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHUMER to the bill
S. 1260, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1938. Mr. RUBIO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHUMER to the bill
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S. 1260, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1939. Mr. RUBIO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHUMER to the bill
S. 1260, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1940. Mr. RUBIO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHUMER to the bill
S. 1260, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1941. Mr. RUBIO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1260, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1942, Mr. HOEVEN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHU-
MER to the bill S. 1260, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1943. Mr. WICKER (for himself, Mr.
CARDIN, and Mr. MENENDEZ) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHU-
MER to the bill S. 1260, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1944. Mr. RUBIO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHUMER to the bill
S. 1260, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1945. Mr. LANKFORD (for himself, Mr.
KING, and Ms. MURKOWSKI) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHU-
MER to the bill S. 1260, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1946. Mr. GRAHAM submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHU-
MER to the bill S. 1260, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1947. Ms. BALDWIN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHU-
MER to the bill S. 1260, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1948. Mr. HAWLEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHU-
MER to the bill S. 1260, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1949. Mr. HAWLEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHU-
MER to the bill S. 1260, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1950. Mr. HAWLEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHU-
MER to the bill S. 1260, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1951. Mr. HAWLEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHU-
MER to the bill S. 1260, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1952. Mr. HAWLEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHU-
MER to the bill S. 1260, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1953. Mr. HAWLEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHU-
MER to the bill S. 1260, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1954. Mr. HAWLEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHU-
MER to the bill S. 1260, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1955. Mr. JOHNSON submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHU-
MER to the bill S. 1260, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.
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SA 1956. Mr. HAGERTY (for himself and
Mr. COONS) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1502
proposed by Mr. SCHUMER to the bill S. 1260,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1957. Ms. ERNST (for herself, Mr.
CRAMER, and Mr. SULLIVAN) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHU-
MER to the bill S. 1260, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1958. Mr. HAGERTY (for himself, Mr.
WARNER, Ms. LumMmmIis, Mr. COONS, Mrs.
BLACKBURN, and Mr. CRAMER) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHU-
MER to the bill S. 1260, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1959. Mr. COTTON submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHUMER to the bill
S. 1260, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1960. Mr. RUBIO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHUMER to the bill
S. 1260, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1961. Mr. ROMNEY (for himself and Mr.
RUBIO) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed to amendment SA 1502 proposed
by Mr. SCHUMER to the bill S. 1260, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1962. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed to amendment SA
1502 proposed by Mr. SCHUMER to the bill S.
1260 , supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1963. Mr. COTTON submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1260, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1964. Mr. COTTON submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHUMER to the bill
S. 1260, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1965. Mr. ROMNEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHU-
MER to the bill S. 1260, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1966. Mr. HAGERTY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHU-
MER to the bill S. 1260, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1967. Mr. HAGERTY (for himself and
Mr. WARNER) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1502
proposed by Mr. SCHUMER to the bill S. 1260,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1968. Mr. CORNYN (for himself, Mr.
KeLLY, Mr. RUBIO, and Mr. PETERS) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed to amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr.
SCHUMER to the bill S. 1260, supra; which was
ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1969. Ms. HASSAN (for herself and Ms.
ERNST) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by her to the bill S. 1260, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1970. Mr. MANCHIN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHU-
MER to the bill S. 1260, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1971. Mr. VAN HOLLEN (for himself
and Ms. MURKOWSKI) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1260, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1972. Mr. CARDIN (for himself, Mr.
WICKER, Ms. CANTWELL, and Mr. SCOTT of
South Carolina) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed to amendment SA
1502 proposed by Mr. SCHUMER to the bill S.
1260, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.
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SA 1973. Mr. MARSHALL submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr. SCHU-
MER to the bill S. 1260, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

———

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 1920. Mr. BOOZMAN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr.
SCHUMER to the bill S. 1260, to establish
a new Directorate for Technology and
Innovation in the National Science
Foundation, to establish a regional
technology hub program, to require a
strategy and report on economic secu-
rity, science, research, innovation,
manufacturing, and job creation, to es-
tablish a critical supply chain resil-
iency program, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table;
as follows:

In section 2510(a)(1)(A)(ii) of division B, in-
sert ‘‘and” at the end of subclause (III) and
strike clause (V).

In section 2510 of division B, redesignate
subsection (d) as subsection (e) and insert
after subsection (c) the following:

(d) EXCLUSIONS.—The provisions of sub-
sections (a) and (b) shall not apply to—

(1) a covered commodity (as defined in sec-
tion 281 of the Agricultural Marketing Act of
1946 (7 U.S.C. 1638));

(2) any meat or meat food product (as de-
fined in section 1 of the Federal Meat Inspec-
tion Act (21 U.S.C. 601)) inspected pursuant
to that Act (21 U.S.C. 601 et seq.); or

(3) any poultry or poultry product (as those
terms are defined in section 4 of the Poultry
Products Inspection Act (21 U.S.C. 453)) in-
spected pursuant to that Act (21 U.S.C. 451 et
seq.).

SA 1921. Mr. BARRASSO submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 1502 proposed by Mr.
SCHUMER to the bill S. 1260, to establish
a new Directorate for Technology and
Innovation in the National Science
Foundation, to establish a regional
technology hub program, to require a
strategy and report on economic secu-
rity, science, research, innovation,
manufacturing, and job creation, to es-
tablish a critical supply chain resil-
iency program, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table;
as follows:

At the end of subtitle B of title II of divi-
sion C, add the following:

SEC. 3236. STATEMENT OF POLICY ON MOD-
ERNIZATION OF NUCLEAR TRIAD.

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that—

(1) the modernization of land-based inter-
continental ballistic missiles, ballistic mis-
sile submarines, and nuclear-capable heavy
bomber aircraft is essential to the success of
any arms control efforts with the People’s
Republic of China;

(2) the bipartisan consensus on the mod-
ernization of the nuclear triad was essential
to the ratification of the Treaty between the
United States of America and the Russian
Federation on Measures for the Further Re-
duction and Limitation of Strategic Offen-
sive Arms, signed April 8, 2010, and entered
into force February 5, 2011 (commonly known
as the ‘“‘New START Treaty’’);

(3) continued support for modernization of
the triad will be a necessary consideration
during ratification of any future arms con-
trol treaty with the People’s Republic of
China; and




		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-08T11:26:06-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




