S2370

from Delaware (Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER)
and the Senator from Connecticut (Mr.
BLUMENTHAL) were added as cosponsors
of amendment No. 1726 proposed to H.
Con. Res. 14, a concurrent resolution
establishing the congressional budget
for the United States Government for
fiscal year 2025 and setting forth the
appropriate budgetary levels for fiscal
years 2026 through 2034.
AMENDMENT NO. 1727
At the request of Mr. KELLY, the
names of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr.
SCHATZ), the Senator from Colorado
(Mr. BENNET), the Senator from New
Jersey (Mr. BOOKER), the Senator from
Maryland (Mr. VAN HOLLEN), the Sen-
ator from Georgia (Mr. WARNOCK), the
Senator from Wisconsin (Ms. BALDWIN),
the Senator from New Jersey (Mr.
KiMm), the Senator from California (Mr.
SCHIFF), the Senator from Colorado
(Mr. HICKENLOOPER) and the Senator
from Hawaii (Ms. HIRONO) were added
as cosponsors of amendment No. 1727
intended to be proposed to H. Con. Res.
14, a concurrent resolution establishing
the congressional budget for the United
States Government for fiscal year 2025
and setting forth the appropriate budg-
etary levels for fiscal years 2026
through 2034.
AMENDMENT NO. 1735
At the request of Mr. KiM, the names
of the Senator from Maryland (Ms.
ALSOBROOKS), the Senator from Dela-
ware (Mr. COONS), the Senator from Ha-
waii (Mr. SCHATZ), the Senator from
Maryland (Mr. VAN HOLLEN) and the
Senator from Vermont (Mr. WELCH)
were added as cosponsors of amend-
ment No. 1735 intended to be proposed
to H. Con. Res. 14, a concurrent resolu-
tion establishing the congressional
budget for the United States Govern-
ment for fiscal year 2025 and setting
forth the appropriate budgetary levels
for fiscal years 2026 through 2034.
AMENDMENT NO. 1736
At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr.
SCHATZ) was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 1736 intended to be pro-
posed to H. Con. Res. 14, a concurrent
resolution establishing the congres-
sional budget for the United States
Government for fiscal year 2025 and
setting forth the appropriate budgetary
levels for fiscal years 2026 through 2034.
AMENDMENT NO. 1737
At the request of Mr. KELLY, the
name of the Senator from Connecticut
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 1737 pro-
posed to H. Con. Res. 14, a concurrent
resolution establishing the congres-
sional budget for the United States
Government for fiscal year 2025 and
setting forth the appropriate budgetary
levels for fiscal years 2026 through 2034.
AMENDMENT NO. 1741
At the request of Mr. KELLY, the
name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr.
WARNOCK) was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 1741 intended to be pro-
posed to H. Con. Res. 14, a concurrent
resolution establishing the congres-
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sional budget for the United States
Government for fiscal year 2025 and
setting forth the appropriate budgetary
levels for fiscal years 2026 through 2034.
AMENDMENT NO. 1747

At the request of Mr. REED, the
names of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) and the Senator
from New Jersey (Mr. KiM) were added
as cosponsors of amendment No. 1747
intended to be proposed to H. Con. Res.
14, a concurrent resolution establishing
the congressional budget for the United
States Government for fiscal year 2025
and setting forth the appropriate budg-
etary levels for fiscal years 2026
through 2034.

—————

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION  155—HON-
ORING THE LIFE AND LEGACY
OF THE HONORABLE MIA
BOURDEAU LOVE, FORMER REP-
RESENTATIVE FOR THE STATE
OF UTAH

Mr. Curtis (for himself and Mr. LEE)
submitted the following resolution;
which was considered and agreed to:

S. RES. 155

Whereas Ludmya ‘‘Mia’’ Bourdeau was
born in Brooklyn, New York, on December 6,
1975, to Haitian immigrant parents Jean
Maxime and Marie Bourdeau and was raised
in a family steeped in faith, freedom, com-
passion, and hard work;

Whereas the values instilled in Representa-
tive Love by her parents inspired a life of
service, excellence, and courage;

Whereas Representative Love graduated
from the University of Hartford, and upon
moving to Utah, began a lifetime of public
service and civic leadership;

Whereas she was elected to the Saratoga
Springs City Council and then made history
in 2009 as the first African-American woman
elected mayor in the State of Utah;

Whereas, in 2014, Representative Love was
elected to the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, becoming the first Black Re-
publican woman ever elected to Congress;

Whereas, in Congress, she was a principled
voice for the people of Utah, for fiscal re-
sponsibility, for opportunity, and for the en-
during values of family, faith, and freedom;

Whereas, throughout her life, she used her
voice not only to shape policy and uplift
civic discourse, but also to comfort friends,
encourage family, and testify about her
faith;

Whereas, after her time in Congress, Rep-
resentative Love continued to serve the pub-
lic as a political commentator, author, and
national thought leader, fostering more hon-
est, civil, and inclusive conversations on the
pressing issues of the day;

Whereas Representative Love’s deep faith
as a member of the Church of Jesus Christ of
Latter-day Saints was central to her life,
and her leadership and commitment to disci-
pleship shaped her every endeavor;

Whereas she was a devoted wife to Jason
Love, a loving mother to Alessa, Abigale,
and Peyton, and a joyful grandmother to
Mera, and built her life around strength-
ening her family, encouraging their dreams,
and walking beside them with grace and
strength;

Whereas Representative Love inspired
countless women, immigrants, public serv-
ants, and young leaders to find their voice,
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stand firm in their values, and believe they
too could lead;

Whereas even in the face of illness and ad-
versity, Representative Love demonstrated
faith, courage, authenticity, and resolve, re-
cording her memoir ‘‘Qualified” after her
cancer diagnosis to ensure her voice would
continue to uplift her family and the people
of the United States; and

Whereas Representative Love passed away
on March 23, 2025, leaving behind a legacy of
integrity, inspiration, and purpose that will
resound for generations: Now, therefore, be
it

Resolved, That—

(1) the Senate—

(A) has heard with profound sorrow and
deep respect the announcement of the death
of the Honorable Mia Bourdeau Love, former
Representative for the State of Utah; and

(B) respectfully requests that the Sec-
retary of the Senate—

(i) communicate this resolution to the
House of Representatives; and

(ii) transmit an enrolled copy of this reso-
lution to the family of the Honorable Mia
Bourdeau Love; and

(2) when the Senate adjourns on the date of
the adoption of this resolution, it stands ad-
journed as a further mark of respect to the
memory of the Honorable Mia Bourdeau
Love.

————————

SENATE RESOLUTION 156—COM-
MEMORATING THE 50TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF THE INDIAN SELF-
DETERMINATION AND EDU-
CATION ASSISTANCE ACT

Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr.
SCHATZ, Mr. MULLIN, Mr. LUJAN, Mr.
ROUNDS, Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. CURTIS,
Ms. SMITH, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. HEINRICH,
Mr. SULLIVAN, Ms. CORTEZ MASTO, Mr.
PADILLA, and Ms. KLOBUCHAR) sub-
mitted the following resolution; which
was considered and agreed to:

S. RES. 156

Whereas the 1970s ushered in a new era of
Federal Indian policy, one of Tribal sov-
ereignty and self-determination that en-
hanced government-to-government relations
between the United States and Indian Tribes
through administering Federal programs,
services, and functions to Tribal citizens;

Whereas, on July 8, 1970, in his ‘‘Special
Message to Congress on Indian Affairs”,
President Richard M. Nixon—

(1) recognized that Indian Tribes con-
stitute a distinct and valuable segment of
the Federalist system in the United States
and acknowledged that Tribal governments
are—

(A) best able to meet the needs of their

citizens; and

(B) best situated to determine their polit-

ical and economic futures;

(2) recognized that past Federal policies of
legal and political termination of the gov-
ernment-to-government relationship Dbe-
tween the United States and Indian Tribes,
along with paternalistic and oppressive over-
sight and control of Tribal affairs, dev-
astated the political, economic, and social
aspects of life in Tribal communities;

(3) rejected the misguided policies of ter-
mination and paternalism as ‘“‘morally and
legally unacceptable’’; and

(4) endorsed ‘‘the integrity and right to
continued existence of all Tribal govern-
ments’’, laying the foundation for new, en-
lightened Federal Indian policy grounded in
economic self-reliance and political self-de-
termination;
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Whereas, 5 years after President Nixon’s
‘““‘Special Message to Congress on Indian Af-
fairs’’, Congress unanimously passed the In-
dian Self-Determination and Education As-
sistance Act (256 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.) (referred
to in this preamble as “ISDEAA” or the
““Act’’) on December 19, 1974, and President
Gerald R. Ford, Jr., signed the Act into law
on January 4, 1975;

Whereas the Act —

(1) recognizes the inherent authority of In-
dian Tribes to exercise their sovereignty and
right to self-determination; and

(2) promotes Tribal sovereignty by author-
izing Indian Tribes to administer Federal
programs, functions, and services for their
benefit, such as health care, education, pub-
lic safety, and natural resources develop-
ment, which promotes local decision mak-
ing, improves service delivery, and fosters
innovative solutions for community develop-
ment;

Whereas the Act is one of the most suc-
cessful Federal Indian policies in the history
of the United States, having—

(1) profoundly reshaped the relationship
between the Federal Government and Indian
Tribes;

(2) grounded the ongoing efforts of the Fed-
eral Government to fulfill its trust and trea-
ty obligations to Indian Tribes by author-
izing Indian Tribes to enter into contracts
and compacts with the United States to ad-
minister Federal programs, functions, and
services for their own communities;

(3) empowered Indian Tribes to achieve re-
markable progress in self-determination,
self-governance, and community develop-
ment through the authorities described in
paragraph (2);

(4) enabled Indian Tribes—

(A) to reclaim their role as decision mak-

ers for their own people;

(B) to improve the quality of life for their

communities; and

(C) to improve service delivery through

culturally-appropriate solutions tailored

to local needs;

(5) helped Indian Tribes build capacity to
manage complex Federal programs,
strengthen internal governance and adminis-
trative structures, and advocate for policy
changes to improve allocation of resources
and services;

(6) improved the efficiency, effectiveness,
and reach of essential government and com-
munity services, including health care, pub-
lic safety, education, elder and child care,
and natural resource management, which
consistently outperform programs directly
managed by the Federal Government; and

(7) increased innovation, job creation, and
long-term planning in Tribal communities,
resulting in improved community welfare;

Whereas, since the 1975 enactment of
ISDEAA, Congress has authorized the expan-
sion of Tribal self-determination and self-
governance authorities across the Federal
Government, including by amending the Act
in multiple Congresses, including in—

(1) the Indian Self-Determination and Edu-
cation Assistance Act Amendments of 1988
(Public Law 100-472; 102 Stat. 2285) to in-
crease Tribal participation in the manage-
ment of Federal Indian programs and ensure
long-term financial stability for Tribally-
managed programs;

(2) the Indian Self-Determination and Edu-
cation Assistance Act Amendments of 1990
(Public Law 101-644; 104 Stat. 4665) to support
Tribal self-determination efforts;

(3) the Indian Health Amendments of 1992
(Public Law 102-573; 106 Stat. 4526) to author-
ize a Tribal Self-Governance Demonstration
Project within the Indian Health Service for
Indian Tribes to enter into self-governance
compacts to administer their own health
care programs;
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(4) the Indian Self-Determination Act
Amendments of 1994 (Public Law 103-413; 108
Stat. 4250) to establish a permanent Tribal
self-governance program within the Depart-
ment of the Interior, allowing Indian Tribes
greater autonomy in managing and admin-
istering Federal programs at the Department
of the Interior;

(5) the Tribal Self-Governance Amend-
ments of 2000 (Public Law 106-260; 114 Stat.
711) to authorize title V of ISDEAA and the
Tribal Self-Governance Program within the
Indian Health Service, including for health
care facility construction activities; and

(6) the PROGRESS for Indian Tribes Act
(Public Law 116-180; 134 Stat. 857) to stream-
line and strengthen Tribal self-governance
by reforming the approval process of the De-
partment of the Interior, creating consistent
interagency statutory frameworks for
ISDEAA agreements and clarifying Federal
and Tribal roles in certain self-governance
compacts;

Whereas multiple laws have expanded self-
determination and self-governance by au-
thorizing ISDEAA provisions and parallel
authorities in other Federal agencies and
programs, including—

(1) part B of title XI of the Education
Amendments of 1978 (25 U.S.C. 2000 et seq.) to
authorize Indian Tribes to contract with the
Bureau of Indian Affairs to provide edu-
cational services for preschool through grade
12;

(2) the Tribally Controlled Schools Act of
1988 (25 U.S.C. 2501 et seq.) to provide Indian
Tribes additional flexibility in managing and
leading educational programs for their chil-
dren, including educational facilities im-
provement and construction projects;

(3) the Indian Employment, Training and
Related Services Act of 1992 (25 U.S.C. 3401 et
seq.) to authorize Indian Tribes to consoli-
date federally-funded employment, training,
and related service programs;

(4) the Indian Employment, Training, and
Related Services Demonstration Act Amend-
ments of 2000 (Public Law 106-568; 114 Stat.
2930) to expand eligible uses of consolidated
Federal funding for employment-related
services provided by Indian Tribes;

(6) the No Child Left Behind Act of 2001
(Public Law 107-110; 115 Stat. 1425) to clarify
inherent Federal functions and eligible costs
relating to Indian education that are eligible
for contracts under part B of title XI of the
Education Amendments of 1978 (256 U.S.C.
2000 et seq.) and to clarify applicable
ISDEAA provisions to certain Indian edu-
cation lease payments;

(6) the FAST Act (Public Law 114-94; 129
Stat. 1312) to authorize contracting and com-
pacting funding agreements with Indian
Tribes to administer Department of Trans-
portation funding for Tribal transportation
programs and other Federal transportation
services that are otherwise available to In-
dian Tribes;

(7) the Indian Employment, Training and
Related Services Consolidation Act of 2017
(Public Law 115-93; 131 Stat. 2026) to revise
the approval processes for, and types of pro-
grams that may be integrated into, feder-
ally-funded employment, training, and re-
lated service programs for Indian Tribes; and

(8) the Agriculture Improvement Act of
2018 (Public Law 115-334; 1323 Stat. 4490) to
authorize demonstration projects at the
Food and Nutrition Service and Forest Serv-
ice for Tribal self-determination contracts
for—

(A) the food distribution program on In-

dian reservations carried out under section

4(b) of the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008

(7 U.S.C. 2013(b)); and

(B) forestry management activities under

the Tribal Forest Protection Act of 2004 (25

U.S.C. 3115a et seq.);
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Whereas the laws described in the 2 pre-
ceding whereas clauses reflect the ongoing
commitment of Congress to enhance Tribal
sovereignty and continually perfect self-de-
termination and self-governance through
amendments to ISDEAA and related stat-
utes;

Whereas the majority of federally recog-
nized Indian Tribes use ISDEAA self-deter-
mination and self-governance authorities to
deliver essential government and community
services;

Whereas, as of March 2024, the Department
of the Interior reported that 526 of the 574
federally recognized Indian Tribes, or 92 per-
cent, have entered into self-determination
contracts and 295 federally recognized Indian
Tribes have entered into self-governance
compacts under ISDEAA;

Whereas, as of March 2025, the Bureau of
Indian Education reported that 129 of the 187
Bureau of Indian Education-funded elemen-
tary and secondary schools, or 69 percent,
are Tribally controlled schools under the
Tribally Controlled Schools Act of 1988 (25
U.S.C. 2501 et seq.);

Whereas, as of July 2024, the Department of
Health and Human Services reported that
the Indian Health Service has entered into
121 self-governance compacts and 141 funding
agreements under ISDEAA across all 12 In-
dian Health Service Areas;

Whereas other Federal agencies, including
the Department of Agriculture and the De-
partment of Transportation, have reported
successful implementation of parallel au-
thorities to advance Tribal self-determina-
tion and self-governance in managing Fed-
eral programs;

Whereas Indian Tribes use the authorities
under ISDEAA to serve as providers for
health, housing, education, public safety, in-
frastructure, economic development, natural
resource management, nutrition, child and
elder care, and other social services; and

Whereas Indian Tribes have prospered from
administering Federal programs for their
own benefit through ISDEAA: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) recognizes January 4, 2025, as the 50th
anniversary of the enactment of the Indian
Self-Determination and Education Assist-
ance Act (256 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.) (referred to
in this resolution as “ISDEAA”);

(2) commemorates the extensive achieve-
ments made by Indian Tribes through imple-
mentation of ISDEAA and parallel authori-
ties in Federal law;

(3) reaffirms that ISDEAA—

(A) enhances the well-being of Tribal com-
munities through self-determination and
self-governance;

(B) promotes the stability and prosperity
of Indian Tribes by empowering Indian
Tribes to manage and improve Federal pro-
grams; and

(C) respects the sovereign authority of In-
dian Tribes to determine and implement so-
lutions for their own people;

(4) calls on the Federal Government to con-
tinue working with Indian Tribes to fully up-
hold and implement ISDEAA and parallel au-
thorities in Federal law;

(5) reaffirms the fiduciary obligation of the
United States to respond to the strong ex-
pression of Native people for self-determina-
tion and self-governance and to ensure that
Federal services are responsive to their
unique needs;

(6) recommits to maintaining the con-
tinuing trust relationship of the Federal
Government with, and the responsibility of
the Federal Government to, Native people
through policies that promote self-deter-
mination and self-governance;

(7) declares its commitment to support and
assist Indian Tribes in developing strong and
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stable governments capable of administering
Federal programs in service of their respec-
tive communities; and

(8) celebrates the successes of Indian
Tribes in fulfilling the promise of self-deter-
mination and self-governance set forth in
ISDEAA during the 50-year period preceding
the date of adoption of this resolution, with
optimism for the next 50 years and beyond.

———

SENATE RESOLUTION 157—DESIG-
NATING APRIL 2025 AS “NA-
TIONAL NATIVE PLANT MONTH”

Mrs. HYDE-SMITH (for herself, Ms.
HIrRONO, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. COTTON, Mr.
HEINRICH, Mr. WYDEN, and Mr. HUSTED)
submitted the following resolution;
which was considered and agreed to:

S. REs. 157

Whereas native plants are indigenous spe-
cies that have evolved alongside native wild-
life and occur naturally in a particular geo-
graphic region, ecosystem, and habitat;

Whereas there are more than 17,000 native
plant species in the United States, which in-
clude large shade trees, understory trees,
shrubs, perennials, vines, grasses, and
wildflowers;

Whereas native plants are essential for
healthy, diverse, and sustainable ecosystems
and are critical for cleaning air, filtering
water, and stabilizing soils;

Whereas native plants are well-adapted to
specific soils, temperatures, precipitation,
and environmental conditions, making them
the best option for conserving and protecting
the environment and adapting to environ-
mental changes;

Whereas native plants provide shelter as
well as nectar, pollen, seeds, and foliage that
serve as food for native butterflies, caterpil-
lars, birds, bees, and other wildlife in ways
that non-native plants cannot;

Whereas more than 200 of the native plant
species in the United States are estimated to
have been lost since the early 19th century;

Whereas habitat loss and degradation, ex-
treme weather events, and invasive species
have contributed to the decline of native
plants in the United States; and

Whereas native plants are essential compo-
nents of resilient ecosystems and the natural
heritage of the United States: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) designates April 2025 as ‘‘National Na-
tive Plant Month”’; and

(2) recognizes the benefits of native plants
to the environment and economy of the
United States.

——
AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED
SA 1755. Mr. BENNET submitted an

amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14,
establishing the congressional budget for the
United States Government for fiscal year
2025 and setting forth the appropriate budg-
etary levels for fiscal years 2026 through 2034;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1756. Mr. BENNET submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1757. Mr. BUDD submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1758. Mr. MERKLEY (for himself, Mr.
VAN HOLLEN, Mr. PETERS, Mr. BLUMENTHAL,
and Mr. WARNOCK) proposed an amendment
to amendment SA 1717 proposed by Mr. GRA-
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HAM to the concurrent resolution H. Con.
Res. 14, supra.

SA 1759. Mr. WHITEHOUSE submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1717 proposed by Mr. GRAHAM
to the concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1760. Mr. PAUL proposed an amend-
ment to amendment SA 1717 proposed by Mr.
GRAHAM to the concurrent resolution H. Con.
Res. 14, supra.

SA 1761. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 1717 proposed by Mr. GRAHAM to the con-
current resolution H. Con. Res. 14, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1762. Mr. SCHATZ (for himself, Mr.
KAINE, Mr. WELCH, Ms. ALSOBROOKS, Mr.
WARNOCK, and Ms. HIRONO) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1763. Mr. SCHATZ submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1764. Mr. SCHATZ (for himself, Mr.
WELCH, Ms. ALSOBROOKS, Mr. PETERS, and
Mr. KiM) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the concurrent res-
olution H . Con. Res. 14, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1765. Mr. SCHATZ submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1766. Mr. SCHATZ (for himself, Mr.
LUJAN, Mr. WELCH, Ms. ALSOBROOKS, MTr.
WARNOCK, and Ms. ROSEN) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1767. Mr. SCHATZ (for himself, Mr.
LUJAN, Mr. WELCH, Ms. ALSOBROOKS, and Ms.
ROSEN) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the concurrent resolu-
tion H. Con. Res. 14, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1768. Mr. SCHATZ submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1769. Mr. SCHATZ submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1770. Mr. SCHATZ submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1771. Mr. BENNET submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1772. Mr. KING submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1773. Mr. KING proposed an amendment
to amendment SA 1717 proposed by Mr. GRA-
HAM to the concurrent resolution H. Con.
Res. 14, supra.

SA 1774. Mr. PADILLA (for himself, Mr.
SCHIFF, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. MERKLEY, Ms.
HIRONO, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. KiM, Ms. CORTEZ
MASTO, Mr. PETERS, Mr. WELCH, Ms. ROSEN,
Mr. LUJAN, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. DURBIN, Mr.
WARNOCK, and Mr. BLUMENTHAL) proposed an
amendment to amendment SA 1717 proposed
by Mr. GRAHAM to the concurrent resolution
H. Con. Res. 14, supra.

SA 1775. Mr. PADILLA (for himself and Mr.
CASSIDY) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the concurrent res-
olution H. Con. Res. 14, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1776. Mr. KAINE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
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concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1777. Mr. KAINE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1778. Mr. KAINE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1779. Mr. KAINE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1780. Mr. KAINE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1781. Mr. KAINE (for himself and Mr.
KiM) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the concurrent resolu-
tion H. Con. Res. 14, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1782. Mr. KAINE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1783. Mr. KAINE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1784. Mr. KAINE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1785. Mr. KAINE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1786. Mr. KAINE (for himself and Mr.
SCHATZ) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the concurrent res-
olution H. Con. Res. 14, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1787. Mr. KAINE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1788. Mr. KAINE (for himself and Mr.
VAN HOLLEN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the concur-
rent resolution H. Con. Res. 14, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1789. Mr. KAINE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1790. Mr. KAINE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1791. Mr. KAINE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1792. Mr. KAINE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1793. Mr. KAINE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1794. Mr. KAINE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1795. Mr. KAINE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1796. Mr. KAINE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
concurrent resolution H. Con. Res. 14, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1797. Mr. KAINE (for himself and Mr.
KING) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the concurrent resolu-
tion H. Con. Res. 14, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.



		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-06T14:29:39-0400
	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




