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(9) encourages the people of the United
States to observe International Women’s
Day with appropriate programs and activi-
ties.

SENATE RESOLUTION 583—RECOG-
NIZING THE 100TH ANNIVERSARY
OF THE NATIONAL LEAGUE OF
CITIES AND THE SUPPORT IT
PROVIDES TO MUNICIPALITIES
ACROSS THE UNITED STATES

Ms. SMITH (for herself, Mr. TILLIS,
and Mr. YOUNG) submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was referred
to the Committee on the Judiciary:

S. RES. 583

Whereas the National League of Cities is
the oldest and largest organization rep-
resenting municipal governments through-
out the United States, representing the in-
terests of more than 19,000 cities, towns, and
villages across the country and collectively
more than 218,000,000 residents;

Whereas the National League of Cities,
originally named the American Municipal
Association, was founded in 1924 in Law-
rence, Kansas, by State municipal leagues
seeking more coordination and national rep-
resentation as cities, towns, and villages ex-
panded rapidly following the Industrial Rev-
olution;

Whereas, today, the National League of
Cities works in partnership with 49 State
municipal leagues across the country to
strengthen local leadership, drive innova-
tion, and influence policies that impact local
programs and operations;

Whereas, as the voice in Washington that
represents cities, towns, and villages across
the United States, the National League of
Cities has successfully championed Federal
legislative solutions that support munici-
palities and has worked closely with Con-
gress, educating Members of Congress on the
realities of local implementation of proposed
Federal legislation;

Whereas the National League of Cities has
a history of championing the passage of
foundational Federal legislation and bol-
stering Congress’ efforts to strengthen essen-
tial services that municipalities provide to
their communities;

Whereas the National League of Cities is
proud that 21 percent of the membership of
the Senate and the House of Representatives,
or 115 elected Members of Congress, are
former local elected officials;

Whereas the National League of Cities sup-
ported the creation of the Former Local
Elected Officials Caucus, which brings to-
gether Members of Congress who previously
served in local government, to improve
intergovernmental partnership and ensure
that the voices of local governments are
heard in Federal decision-making; and

Whereas, two National League of Cities’
presidents, Senator Richard G. Lugar,
former mayor of Indianapolis, Indiana, and
Senator George Voinovich, former mayor of
Cleveland, Ohio, went on to have distin-
guished careers in the United States Senate
and worked closely with local leaders to
strengthen the Federal-local partnership:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the United States Senate
recognizes—

(1) the 100th anniversary of the National
League of Cities; and

(2) the role that the National League of
Cities will play in the next century in sup-
porting municipalities with—

(A) unparalleled research;

(B) technical expertise; and

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

(C) relentless advocacy as a key partner in
preserving and strengthening the Federal-
local partnership.

————

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 30—EXPRESSING SUPPORT
FOR THE RECOGNITION OF
MARCH 10, 2024, AS ‘“ABORTION
PROVIDER APPRECIATION DAY”

Ms. HIRONO (for herself, Mr. PETERS,
Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr.
FETTERMAN, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. PADILLA,
Mr. WELCH, Ms. WARREN, Ms. BUTLER,
Mr. BOOKER, Mr. WYDEN, Ms. SMITH,
Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. MURPHY, and Mr.
HEINRICH) submitted the following con-
current resolution; which was referred
to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions:

S. CoN. RES. 30

Whereas March 10 has been established as a
day to show appreciation for the essential,
high-quality care that abortion providers
and staff provide to their communities and
those traveling to their communities, and to
celebrate their courage, compassion, and
dedication to their work;

Whereas March 10 was selected for ‘‘Abor-
tion Provider Appreciation Day’’ in honor of
Dr. David Gunn, who was killed on March 10,
1993, outside his abortion clinic in Pensacola,
Florida, by a White supremacist and anti-
abortion extremist in the first known in-
stance of the murder of an abortion provider;

Whereas abortions are provided in-person
and through telehealth by facilities such as
independent clinics, Planned Parenthood
health care centers, hospitals, and private
offices of doctors, and all of the staff work-
ing for those facilities are essential to ensur-
ing patients receive needed care;

Whereas, on June 24, 2022, the Supreme
Court of the United States erroneously over-
turned Roe v. Wade, 410 U.S. 113 (1973), in
Dobbs v. Jackson Women’s Health Organiza-
tion, 597 U.S. 215 (2022) (referred to in this
preamble as ‘‘the Dobbs decision’), reversing
decades of legal precedent affirming the
right to an abortion and unleashing devasta-
tion on an already precarious abortion ac-
cess landscape;

Whereas, following the Dobbs decision,
States across the United States moved to
further restrict access to abortion care and
21 States have banned some or all access to
an abortion;

Whereas, because of State abortion bans
and restrictions, scores of clinics and health
care centers in already underserved areas
have closed, forcing more patients to travel
out-of-State for abortion care, increasing
wait times, straining already thin resources,
and pushing people farther and farther away
from their homes;

Whereas abortion providers and all staff
play a critical role in a world where it has
become increasingly difficult for individuals
to receive essential and time-sensitive care
once those individuals have made decisions
that are right for their bodies, lives, and fu-
tures;

Whereas abortion providers and all staff
help to ensure that all individuals who can
become pregnant can make their own deci-
sions about their bodies and their preg-
nancies, and support the decisions of their
patients by treating them with dignity, em-
pathy, compassion, and respect, despite nu-
merous challenges due to abortion bans and
restrictions;

Whereas abortion providers and all staff
play an essential role within the reproduc-
tive justice framework, which was created by
12 Black women in 1994, who formulated a
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human rights framework that demands every
person has the human right to bodily auton-
omy, which includes the right to choose if,
when, and how to have children and the right
to parent children in safe and sustainable
communities;

Whereas individuals seeking abortion care
across the United States also rely on the
work of abortion funds and practical support
organizations to access abortion care for
themselves and their families;

Whereas abortion funds and practical sup-
port organizations that rely on donations
face increasing demand following the Dobbs
decision as individuals are forced to travel
longer distances, find childcare or lodging,
and raise money to obtain an abortion and
cover associated costs;

Whereas restrictions on abortion care have
far-reaching consequences that deepen exist-
ing inequities and worsen health outcomes
for pregnant people and people giving birth;

Whereas people who are denied abortion
care are more likely to experience high blood
pressure and other serious medical condi-
tions during the end of pregnancy, remain in
relationships where interpersonal violence is
present, and experience poverty;

Whereas research shows that States that
have more abortion restrictions are also
States that have poorer maternal health out-
comes;

Whereas the effects of the Dobbs decision
were immediate and disastrous, with abor-
tion being entirely banned in 14 States as of
March 2024;

Whereas 1 in 3 women of reproductive age,
plus more trans and nonbinary people, are
blocked from accessing an abortion in their
home State;

Whereas restricting and banning access to
abortion care—

(1) limits the ability of current and future
providers to obtain necessary education and
training in abortion care;

(2) exposes the remaining abortion pro-
viders and clinic staff to increased levels of
harassment and politically motivated re-
strictions; and

(3) creates and increases the out-of-pocket
costs and logistical burdens that patients
face to get care to a level that is sometimes
insurmountable, forcing patients to remain
pregnant;

Whereas the 2022 Violence and Disruption
Report of the National Abortion Federation
found an alarming escalation in incidents of
obstruction, vandalism, and trespassing at
abortion clinics, with abortion providers re-
porting an alarming rate of death threats
and threats of harm, and documented 218 in-
cidents in 2022;

Whereas Black, indigenous, and other pro-
viders and patients of color face heightened
levels of threats, harassment, and violence
as compared to their White counterparts;

Whereas the Dobbs decision has
emboldened antiabortion individuals and
groups to continue to harass providers and
the patients they care for;

Whereas the Dobbs decision threatens the
ability of abortion providers and staff to
serve their patients; and

Whereas, in the face of multifaceted at-
tacks on their work, abortion providers re-
main an essential and valued part of their
communities, providing high-quality, com-
passionate, and necessary health care, and
courageously delivering that care despite
pressures, restrictions, political inter-
ference, and violent threats to their personal
safety: Now, therefore, be it

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

(1) recognizes ‘‘Abortion Provider Appre-
ciation Day’ on March 10, 2024, to celebrate
the courage, compassion, and high-quality
care that abortion providers and staff offer



March 7, 2024

to patients and their families across the
United States;

(2) lauds communities across the United
States who are proud to be home to abortion
providers and staff;

(3) affirms the commitment of Congress to
ensuring the safety of abortion providers,
the ability of abortion providers to continue
providing the essential care their patients
need, and the right of patients to access
abortion care no matter where they live, free
from fear of violence, criminalization, or
stigma;

(4) condemns the decisions of the Supreme
Court of the United States to limit abortion
care, which has had a devastating impact on
abortion providers and the communities they
care for, threatening the work and liveli-
hoods of providers and staff, and worsening
the strain on providers who work in States
where abortion is still available; and

(5) declares a vision for a future liberated
from all abortion restrictions and bans, and
affirms the commitment of Congress to
working toward that goal in partnership

with providers, patients, advocates, and
their communities.
——
AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 1627. Mr. RISCH submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 4366, making appropriations for
military construction, the Department of
Veterans Affairs, and related agencies for
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2024, and
for other purposes; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1628. Ms. LUMMIS (for herself and Mr.
BARRASSO) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill H.R.
4366, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1629. Ms. LUMMIS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 4366, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1630. Ms. LUMMIS (for herself and Mr.
BARRASSO) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill H.R.
4366, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1631. Ms. LUMMIS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 4366, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1632. Ms. LUMMIS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 4366, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1633. Mr. JOHNSON submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 4366, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1634. Mr. HAGERTY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 4366, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1635. Mr. BUDD submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1636. Mr. RISCH (for himself, Ms. LUM-
MIS, Mr. DAINES, Mr. CRAPO, and Mr. BAR-
RASSO) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 4366,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1637. Mr. SCHUMER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 4366, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1638. Mr. SCHUMER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 4366, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1639. Mr. SCHUMER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
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to the bill H.R. 4366, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1640. Mr. SCHUMER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 4366, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1641. Mr. SCHUMER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 4366, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1642. Mr. CRUZ (for himself, Mr.
SCHMITT, and Mr. LEE) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1643. Mr. CRUZ (for himself and Mr.
VANCE) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 4366,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1644. Mr. CRAMER (for himself and Mr.
CORNYN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 4366,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1645. Mr. SCOTT of Florida submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 4366, supra; which was
ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1646. Mr. CRAPO (for himself, Mr.
WYDEN, Mr. RISCH, Mr. MERKLEY, and Mr.
SULLIVAN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R.
4366, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1647. Mr. TILLIS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1648. Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr.
MANCHIN, Ms. SINEMA, and Mr. SULLIVAN)
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by her to the bill H.R. 4366, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1649. Mr. BOOKER (for himself and Ms.
STABENOW) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R.
4366, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1650. Mr. BOOKER (for himself and Ms.
STABENOW) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R.
4366, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1651. Mr. BUDD submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1652. Mr. BUDD submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 16563. Mr. BUDD submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 16564. Mr. BUDD submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1655. Mr. BUDD submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1656. Mr. RISCH submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1657. Mr. BUDD submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1658. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill
H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1659. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill
H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.
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SA 1660. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill
H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1661. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill
H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1662. Mr. LEE (for himself and Mr.
CRUZ) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 4366,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1663. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill
H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1664. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill
H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1665. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill
H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1666. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill
H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1667. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill
H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1668. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill
H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1669. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill
H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1670. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill
H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1671. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill
H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1672. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill
H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1673. Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself, Mr.
GRASSLEY, and Ms. WARREN) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 4366, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1674. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill
H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1675. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill
H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1676. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill
H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1677. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill
H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1678. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill
H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1679. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill
H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1680. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill
H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1681. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill
H.R. 4366, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.
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