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Constitution of the United States to
clarify the authority of Congress and
the States to regulate corporations,
limited liability companies or other
corporate entities established by the
laws of any State, the United States,
or any foreign state.
S. RES. 498

At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE,
his name was added as a cosponsor of
S. Res. 498, a resolution expressing the
sense of the Senate regarding United
States support for the State of Israel
as it defends itself against unprovoked
rocket attacks from the Hamas ter-
rorist organization.

At the request of Mr. GRAHAM, the
names of the Senator from New Jersey
(Mr. BOOKER), the Senator from Illinois
(Mr. DURBIN), the Senator from Ohio
(Mr. BROWN), the Senator from Wis-
consin (Mr. JOHNSON) and the Senator
from West Virginia (Mr. MANCHIN) were
added as cosponsors of S. Res. 498,
supra.

S. RES. 500

At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the
name of the Senator from Maryland
(Mr. CARDIN) was added as a cosponsor
of S. Res. 500, a resolution expressing
the sense of the Senate with respect to
enhanced relations with the Republic
of Moldova and support for the Repub-
lic of Moldova’s territorial integrity.

————

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mr. RISCH (for himself and
Mr. CRAPO):

S. 2616. A bill to require the Sec-
retary of the Interior to convey certain
Federal land to Idaho County in the
State of Idaho, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources.

Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, I rise on
behalf of Senator CRAPO and myself to
introduce the Idaho County Shooting
Range Land Conveyance Act.

Idahoans deeply value their Second
Amendment rights, and recreational
use of firearms for hunting and shoot-
ing sports is common. The use of fire-
arms in Idaho is a tradition often
passed through the generations, and
many use it as an opportunity to teach
safe and responsible practices to their
children.

We have been working on this matter
and on this particular issue since 2010
as it relates to this particular parcel of
ground.

Idaho County needs adequate re-
sources to provide this not only for its
citizens but also for its law enforce-
ment agencies. The Idaho County Sher-
iff’s Office cannot effectively train
their staff in firearms use because they
simply do not have the facilities.

Should the Idaho County Shooting
Range Land Conveyance Act be en-
acted, a 3l-acre parcel of land in Idaho
will be transferred from the U.S. Gov-
ernment to Idaho County for use as a
gun range which will be maintained by
the county.
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It is enthusiastically supported by
both the Idaho County Sheriff’s Office,
the county commissioners, and the
citizens of Idaho County.

Passing this legislation will fill the
void in Idaho County for firearm train-
ing, practice, and shooting sports for
citizens and law enforcement by pro-
viding quality facilities that will en-
sure safe and responsible use for years
to come.

I look forward to working with my
colleagues on the Senate Energy and
Natural Resources Committee to pass
this bill.

——————

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 503—DESIG-
NATING SEPTEMBER 2014 AS
“NATIONAL CHILD AWARENESS
MONTH” TO PROMOTE AWARE-
NESS OF CHARITIES BENEFIT-
TING CHILDREN AND YOUTH-
SERVING ORGANIZATIONS
THROUGHOUT THE UNITED
STATES AND RECOGNIZING EF-
FORTS MADE BY THOSE CHAR-
ITIES AND ORGANIZATIONS ON
BEHALF OF CHILDREN AND
YOUTH AS CRITICAL CONTRIBU-
TIONS TO THE FUTURE OF THE
UNITED STATES

Mr. BURR (for himself, Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN, Mr. COBURN, Mr. ENzI, and Ms.
MIKULSKI) submitted the following res-
olution; which was considered and
agreed to:

S. REs. 503

Whereas millions of children and youth in
the United States represent the hopes and
future of the United States;

Whereas numerous individuals, charities
benefitting children, and youth-serving orga-
nizations that work with children and youth
collaborate to provide invaluable services to
enrich and better the lives of children and
youth throughout the United States;

Whereas raising awareness of, and increas-
ing support for, organizations that provide
access to healthcare, social services, edu-
cation, the arts, sports, and other services
will result in the development of character
and the future success of the children and
youth of the United States;

Whereas the month of September, as the
school year begins, is a time when parents,
families, teachers, school administrators,
and communities increase their focus on
children and youth throughout the United
States;

Whereas the month of September is a time
for the people of the United States to high-
light and be mindful of the needs of children
and youth;

Whereas private corporations and busi-
nesses have joined with hundreds of national
and local charitable organizations through-
out the United States in support of a month-
long focus on children and youth; and

Whereas designating September 2014 as
‘“‘National Child Awareness Month” would
recognize that a long-term commitment to
children and youth is in the public interest,
and will encourage widespread support for
charities and organizations that seek to pro-
vide a better future for the children and
youth of the United States: Now, therefore,
be it
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Resolved, That the Senate designates Sep-
tember 2014 as ‘“‘National Child Awareness
Month”—

(1) to promote awareness of charities bene-
fitting children and youth-serving organiza-
tions throughout the United States; and

(2) to recognize efforts made by those char-
ities and organizations on behalf of children
and youth as critical contributions to the fu-
ture of the United States.

————

SENATE RESOLUTION 504—T0O DI-
RECT THE SENATE LEGAL COUN-
SEL TO APPEAR AS AMICUS CU-
RIAE IN THE NAME OF THE SEN-
ATE IN MENACHEM BINYAMIN
ZIVOTOFSKY, BY HIS PARENTS
AND GUARDIANS, ARI Z. AND
NAOMI SIEGMAN ZIVOTOFSKY V.
JOHN KERRY, SECRETARY OF
STATE (S. CT.)

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

S. RES. 504

Whereas, in the case of Menachem Binyamin
Zivotofsky, By His Parents and Guardians, Ari
Z. and Naomi Siegman Zivotofsky v. John
Kerry, Secretary of State, No. 13-628, pending
in the Supreme Court of the United States,
the constitutionality of section 214(d) of the
Foreign Relations Authorization Act, FY
2003, Pub. L. No. 107-228, 116 Stat. 1350, 1366
(2002), has been placed in issue;

Whereas, pursuant to sections 703(c), 706(a),
and 713(a) of the Ethics in Government Act
of 1978, 2 U.S.C. 288b(c), 288e(a), and 288l(a),
the Senate may direct its counsel to appear
as amicus curiae in the name of the Senate
in any legal action in which the powers and
responsibilities of Congress under the Con-
stitution are placed in issue: Now, therefore,
be it

Resolved, That the Senate Legal Counsel is
directed to appear as amicus curiae on behalf
of the Senate in the case of Menachem
Binyamin Zivotofsky, By His Parents and
Guardians, Ari Z. and Naomi Siegman
Zivotofsky v. John Kerry, Secretary of State, to
defend the constitutionality of section 214(d)
of the Foreign Relations Authorization Act,
FY 2003.

——————

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 3558. Mr. VITTER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 2578, to ensure that employers cannot
interfere in their employees’ birth control
and other health care decisions; which was
ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3559. Mr. VITTER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 2578, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 3560. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 2609, to restore States’ sov-
ereign rights to enforce State and local sales
and use tax laws, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3561. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 2609, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 3562. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 2609, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 3563. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him



S4560

to the bill S. 2410, to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2015 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense activities
of the Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

———

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 3558. Mr. VITTER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 2578, to ensure that
employers cannot interfere in their
employees’ birth control and other
health care decisions; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:
SEC. . HEALTH INSURANCE COVERAGE FOR

CERTAIN CONGRESSIONAL STAFF

AND MEMBERS OF THE EXECUTIVE

BRANCH.

Section 1312(d)(3)(D) of the Patient Protec-
tion and Affordable Care Act (42 U.S.C.
18032(d)(3)(D)) is amended—

(1) by striking the subparagraph heading
and inserting the following:

(D) MEMBERS OF CONGRESS, CONGRES-
SIONAL STAFF, AND POLITICAL APPOINTEES IN
THE EXCHANGE.—’;

(2) in clause (i), in the matter preceding
subclause (I)—

(A) by striking ‘“‘and congressional staff
with” and inserting ‘‘, congressional staff,
the President, the Vice President, and polit-
ical appointees with’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘or congressional staff
shall” and inserting ‘‘, congressional staff,
the President, the Vice President, or a polit-
ical appointee shall’’;

(3) in clause (ii)—

(A) in subclause (II), by inserting after
““Congress,”’” the following: ‘‘of a committee
of Congress, or of a leadership office of Con-
gress,”’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following:

“(III) POLITICAL APPOINTEE.—In this sub-
paragraph, the term ‘political appointee’
means any individual who—

‘‘(aa) is employed in a position described
under sections 5312 through 5316 of title 5,
United States Code, (relating to the Execu-
tive Schedule);

‘“‘(bb) is a limited term appointee, limited
emergency appointee, or noncareer ap-
pointee in the Senior Executive Service, as
defined under paragraphs (5), (6), and (7), re-
spectively, of section 3132(a) of title 5, United
States Code;

‘“(ce) is employed in a position in the exec-
utive branch of the Government of a con-
fidential or policy-determining character
under schedule C of subpart C of part 213 of
title 5 of the Code of Federal Regulations; or

‘(dd) is employed in or under the Execu-
tive Office of the President in a position that
is excluded from the competitive service by
reason of its confidential, policy-deter-
mining, policy-making, or policy-advocating
character.”’; and

(4) by adding at the end the following:

¢‘(iii) GOVERNMENT CONTRIBUTION.—No Gov-
ernment contribution under section 8906 of
title 5, United States Code, shall be provided
on behalf of an individual who is a Member
of Congress, a congressional staff member,
the President, the Vice President, or a polit-
ical appointees for coverage under this para-
graph.

“(iv) LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF TAX CREDIT
OR COST-SHARING.—An individual enrolling in
health insurance coverage pursuant to this
paragraph shall not be eligible to receive a
tax credit under section 36B of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 or reduced cost sharing
under section 1402 of this Act in an amount
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that exceeds the total amount for which a
similarly situated individual (who is not so
enrolled) would be entitled to receive under
such sections.

“(v) LIMITATION ON DISCRETION FOR DES-
IGNATION OF STAFF.—Notwithstanding any
other provision of law, a Member of Congress
shall not have discretion in determinations
with respect to which employees employed
by the office of such Member are eligible to
enroll for coverage through an Exchange.”’.

SA 3559. Mr. VITTER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 2578, to ensure that
employers cannot interfere in their
employees’ birth control and other
health care decisions; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

TITLE —PRENATAL
NONDISCIMINATION
SEC. 01. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Prenatal
Nondiscrimination Act (PRENDA) of 2014”°.
SEC. 02. FINDINGS AND CONSTITUTIONAL AU-

THORITY.

(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings:

(1) Women are a vital part of American so-
ciety and culture and possess the same fun-
damental human rights and civil rights as
men.

(2) United States law prohibits the dis-
similar treatment of males and females who
are similarly situated and prohibits sex dis-
crimination in various contexts, including
the provision of employment, education,
housing, health insurance coverage, and ath-
letics.

(3) Sex is an immutable characteristic as-
certainable at the earliest stages of human
development through existing medical tech-
nology and procedures commonly in use, in-
cluding maternal-fetal bloodstream DNA
sampling, amniocentesis, chorionic villus
sampling or “CVs”, and obstetric
ultrasound. In addition to medically assisted
sex determination, a growing sex determina-
tion niche industry has developed and is
marketing low-cost commercial products,
widely advertised and available, that aid in
the sex determination of an unborn child
without the aid of medical professionals. Ex-
perts have demonstrated that the sex-selec-
tion industry is on the rise and predict that
it will continue to be a growing trend in the
United States. Sex determination is always a
necessary step to the procurement of a sex-
selection abortion.

(4) A ‘‘sex-selection abortion’ is an abor-
tion undertaken for purposes of eliminating
an unborn child based on the sex or gender of
the child. Sex-selection abortion is barbaric,
and described by scholars and civil rights ad-
vocates as an act of sex-based or gender-
based violence, predicated on sex discrimina-
tion. Sex-selection abortions are typically
late-term abortions performed in the 2nd or
3rd trimester of pregnancy, after the unborn
child has developed sufficiently to feel pain.
Substantial medical evidence proves that an
unborn child can experience pain at 20 weeks
after conception, and perhaps substantially
earlier. By definition, sex-selection abor-
tions do not implicate the health of the
mother of the unborn, but instead are elec-
tive procedures motivated by sex or gender
bias.

(5) The targeted victims of sex-selection
abortions performed in the United States
and worldwide are overwhelmingly female.
The selective abortion of females is female
infanticide, the intentional killing of unborn
females, due to the preference for male off-
spring or ‘‘son preference’’. Son preference is
reinforced by the low value associated, by
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some segments of the world community,
with female offspring. Those segments tend
to regard female offspring as financial bur-
dens to a family over their lifetime due to
their perceived inability to earn or provide
financially for the family unit as can a male.
In addition, due to social and legal conven-
tion, female offspring are less likely to carry
on the family name. ‘‘Son preference’’ is one
of the most evident manifestations of sex or
gender discrimination in any society, under-
mining female equality, and fueling the
elimination of females’ right to exist in in-
stances of sex-selection abortion.

(6) Sex-selection abortions are not ex-
pressly prohibited by United States law or
the laws of 47 States. Sex-selection abortions
are performed in the United States. In a
March 2008 report published in the Pro-
ceedings of the National Academy of
Sciences, Columbia University economists
Douglas Almond and Lena Edlund examined
the sex ratio of United States-born children
and found ‘“‘evidence of sex selection, most
likely at the prenatal stage’. The data re-
vealed obvious ‘‘son preference’ in the form
of unnatural sex-ratio imbalances within
certain segments of the United States popu-
lation, primarily those segments tracing
their ethnic or cultural origins to countries
where sex-selection abortion is prevalent.
The evidence strongly suggests that some
Americans are exercising sex-selection abor-
tion practices within the United States con-
sistent with discriminatory practices com-
mon to their country of origin, or the coun-
try to which they trace their ancestry. While
sex-selection abortions are more common
outside the United States, the evidence re-
veals that female feticide is also occurring in
the United States.

(7) The American public supports a prohibi-
tion of sex-selection abortion. In a March
2006 Zogby International poll, 86 percent of
Americans agreed that sex-selection abor-
tion should be illegal, yet only 3 States pro-
scribe sex-selection abortion.

(8) Despite the failure of the United States
to proscribe sex-selection abortion, the
United States Congress has expressed repeat-
edly, through Congressional resolution,
strong condemnation of policies promoting
sex-selection abortion in the ‘“‘Communist
Government of China”. Likewise, at the 2007
United Nation’s Annual Meeting of the Com-
mission on the Status of Women, 51st Ses-
sion, the United States delegation spear-
headed a resolution calling on countries to
condemn sex-selective abortion, a policy di-
rectly contradictory to the permissiveness of
current United States law, which places no
restriction on the practice of sex-selection
abortion. The United Nations Commission on
the Status of Women has urged governments
of all nations ‘‘to take necessary measures
to prevent . . . prenatal sex selection’’.

(9) A 1990 report by Harvard University
economist Amartya Sen, estimated that
more than 100 million women were ‘“‘demo-
graphically missing’’ from the world as early
as 1990 due to sexist practices, including sex-
selection abortion. Many experts believe sex-
selection abortion is the primary cause. Cur-
rent estimates of women missing from the
world range in the hundreds of millions.

(10) Countries with longstanding experi-
ence with sex-selection abortion—such as the
Republic of India, the United Kingdom, and
the People’s Republic of China—have en-
acted restrictions on sex-selection, and have
steadily continued to strengthen prohibi-
tions and penalties. The United States, by
contrast, has no law in place to restrict sex-
selection abortion, establishing the United
States as affording less protection from sex-
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