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February 13, 2018
SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 404—RECOG-
NIZING THE COORDINATED
STRUGGLE OF WORKERS ON THE
50TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 1968
MEMPHIS SANITATION WORKERS
STRIKE TO VOICE THEIR GRIEV-
ANCES AND REACH A COLLEC-
TIVE AGREEMENT FOR RIGHTS
IN THE WORKPLACE

Mr. ALEXANDER (for himself, Mr.
CORKER, Mr. CARDIN, and Mr. JONES)
submitted the following resolution;
which was referred to the Committee
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions.:

S. RES. 404

Whereas, in 1968, 1,300 African-American
sanitation workers in Memphis, Tennessee,
fought for collective bargaining rights and
equality in the workplace;

Whereas, in the struggle for rights of work-
ers, the American Federation of State, Coun-
ty and Municipal Employees (referred to in
this preamble as “AFSCME”’) integrated the
labor movement and the civil rights move-
ment in a demand for basic human rights
and respect for all men and women;

Whereas Black employees doing most of
the low-wage work in Memphis had almost
no health care, pensions, or vacation, worked
in deplorable conditions, and were shown dis-
respect by White supervisors;

Whereas 40 percent of the workers qualified
for welfare in order to supplement their low
salaries and were denied the opportunity to
improve their working conditions by Mem-
phis Mayor Henry Loeb and the City Council;

Whereas, on January 31, 1968, 22 Black
sewer workers who reported for work were
sent home when it began raining, losing pay
for that day, while White workers were not
sent home and received full pay for that day;

Whereas, the following day, February 1,
1968, sanitation workers Echol Cole and Rob-
ert Walker sought refuge from a downpour in
the hamper of a garbage truck amid putre-
fying garbage and were crushed to death
when the compactor malfunctioned;

Whereas, on February 12, 1968, Memphis
sanitation and public employees went on
strike after attempting last-minute negotia-
tions with Mayor Loeb and the city on the
terms of their employment, demanding that
the city recognize the union and provide a
pay increase to $2.35 an hour from an average
of $1.70, as well as overtime pay, and pro-
motions based on merit irrespective of race;

Whereas, in response to the demands of the
workers, Mayor Loeb, on February 13, 1968,
threatened to hire replacements unless
workers returned to work;

Whereas, on February 18, 1968, the Presi-
dent of AFSCME, Jerry Wurf, arrived in
Memphis and negotiations began in the base-
ment of St. Mary’s Episcopal Church with
Rabbi James A. Wax of Temple Israel rep-
resenting the Memphis Ministerial Associa-
tion, mediating between the city and strik-
ing workers, assisted by Local 1733 President
T.O. Jones and AFSCME Director of Legisla-
tive and Community Affairs William Lucy;

Whereas, after an all-night vigil outside
City Hall on February 19 through 20, 1968, the
National Association for the Advancement of
Colored People and union workers called for
a boycott of downtown businesses;

Whereas, on February 23, 1968, 1,500 strik-
ers and supporters organized a march to the
Memphis City Hall, where, 11 days after the
initial strike, the City Council refused to
recognize the union;
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Whereas, in the following days, 500 White
labor union members joined members of the
clergy and sanitation workers in a march
downtown, 116 strikers and supporters were
arrested during a peaceful demonstration,
and hundreds of high school students joined
in another march led or supported by mem-
bers of the clergy, including Rabbi Wax, the
Reverend Frank McRae of St. John’s United
Methodist Church, Father Nicholas Vieron of
Annunciation Greek Orthodox Church, and
Dean William Dimmick of St. Mary’s Epis-
copal Church;

Whereas, on March 4, 1968, a proposal by
State Senator Frank White to create a State
mediation board to resolve the stalemate
was rejected by Mayor Loeb;

Whereas, on March 5, 1968, the Memphis
Ministerial Association announced that Rev.
Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., would be trav-
eling to Memphis on behalf of striking work-
ers;

Whereas, on March 7, 1968, the City Council
voted to reject union dues checkoff for sani-
tation workers;

Whereas, throughout March 1968, national
civil rights leaders, including Roy Wilkins,
Bayard Rustin, Ralph Abernathy, James
Bevel, Andrew Young, and Jesse Jackson,
among others, came to Memphis to rally the
strikers;

Whereas, on March 28, 1968, Rev. Dr. Mar-
tin Luther King, Jr., and the Reverend
James Lawson of Centenary Methodist
Church led a march from the gathering spot
for sanitation workers at Clayborn Temple
and on to Beale Street, which was marred by
window-breaking and disintegrated into a
riot as police responded with tear gas and
gunfire;

Whereas, also on March 28, 1968, 16-year-old
Larry Payne was shot to death by a Memphis
police officer, police arrested 280 mostly
Black demonstrators, and the State legisla-
ture authorized a 7:00 p.m. curfew that was
enforced by 4,000 members of the National
Guard moving into Memphis;

Whereas in response to the death of Larry
Payne, Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.,
called the mother of Larry Payne, Lizzie, of-
fering consolation, and vowed to visit Lizzie
on the return of Dr. King to Memphis;

Whereas, also on March 28, 1968, and in re-
sponse to the promise of Rev. Dr. Martin Lu-
ther King, Jr., to return to Memphis to lead
a march based on the principles of non-
violence, the city obtained a temporary re-
straining order in Federal court forbidding
such a march;

Whereas in response to the temporary re-
straining order, AFSCME General Counsel
Mel Wulf asked the firm of Burch, Porter and
Johnson and attorneys Lucius E. Burch, Jr.,
David Caywood, Charles Newman, and W.J.
Michael Cody to work on lifting the order to
allow the march to proceed;

Whereas Louis Lucas and Walter Bailey of
the Ratner and Sugarmon firm were deeply
involved in representing Rev. Dr. Martin Lu-
ther King, Jr., and striking workers for the
duration of the labor dispute;

Whereas, on April 3, 1968, Rev. Dr. Martin
Luther King, Jr., addressed a rally of 10,000
Black workers and residents, members of the
clergy, White liberals, and union members at
Mason Temple, the Memphis headquarters of
the Church of God in Christ, for what would
be the last speech of Dr. King, forever known
for the lines ‘I have been to the mountain
top”’ and “‘I may not get there with you but
I want you to know tonight that we as a peo-
ple will get to the promised land’, linking
the civil rights and labor movements and
foreshadowing his fate;

Whereas, on April 4, 1968, a daylong hear-
ing on the injunction by the city resulted in
an order from United States District Court
Judge Bailey Brown in the late afternoon al-
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lowing the march, with some restrictions, to
go forward on April 5, 1968;

Whereas, on April 4, 1968, the day after his
rallying cry for compromise, Rev. Dr. Martin
Luther King, Jr., was assassinated by a snip-
er on the balcony outside of his Lorraine
Motel room in Memphis;

Whereas, on April 4, 1968, Memphis and cit-
ies across the United States erupted in vio-
lent protests and rioting;

Whereas, on April 5, 1968, Rabbi James A.
Wax led a march from St. Mary’s Episcopal
Church to City Hall and confronted Mayor
Henry Loeb with the people of the United
States watching on all 3 networks, telling
Mayor Loeb ‘“There are laws far greater than
the laws of Memphis and Tennessee, and
these are the laws of God”’;

Whereas, on April 8, 1968, an estimated
42,000 people, led by the wife of Rev. Dr. Mar-
tin Luther King, Jr., Coretta Scott King, and
her children, peacefully marched in memory
of Dr. King and in support of the requests of
the union;

Whereas, on April 16, 1968, AFSCME an-
nounced that a 14-month contract had been
agreed to and accepted, and included union
dues check off, a grievance procedure, and
wage increases of 10 cents per hour in May
and another 5 cents per hour in September,
ending the 3-month strike;

Whereas, on April 29, 2011, the 1,300 sanita-
tion worker strikers were inducted into the
Labor Hall of Honor in the Department of
Labor; and

Whereas, today, the integration of the civil
rights and labor movements remains a work
in progress and requires our continued vigi-
lance: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) recognizes the 50th anniversary of the
coordinated struggle of workers during the
1968 Memphis sanitation workers strike to
voice their grievances and reach a collective
agreement for rights in the workplace;

(2) honors the perseverance of the 1,300
members of Local 1733 in urging social and
economic equality in the workplace;

(3) honors the memory and inspiring con-
tribution of Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King,
Jr., in the ultimate resolution of the labor
dispute;

(4) recognizes the contributions of all those
named and unnamed who participated in the
fight for justice during the strike; and

(5) recognizes there is work to be done to
improve both racial and labor relations.

SENATE RESOLUTION 405—DESIG-
NATING THE THIRD WEEK OF
MARCH 2018 AS “NATIONAL
CACFP WEEK”

Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself and Mr.
B00ZMAN) submitted the following res-
olution; which was referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary:

S. RES. 405

Whereas the third week of March is annu-
ally recognized as ‘‘National CACFP Week”
to raise awareness of the Child and Adult
Care Food Program (commonly referred to
as the “CACFP”’) of the Department of Agri-
culture;

Whereas the Department of Agriculture re-
affirms the vital role positive nutritional
habits play in the healthy growth of children
in the United States;

Whereas the Department of Agriculture
also reaffirms the importance of nutritional
education for the most vulnerable and
youngest children, as well as adults, through
centers and homes throughout the United
States;
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Whereas the American Academy of Pediat-
rics supported and informed the meal pat-
tern revisions issued by the Department of
Agriculture, which highlighted the continual
importance of updated and accurate nutri-
tional information for children;

Whereas, in 2016, the CACFP provided daily
meals and snacks to 4,400,000 children and
adults in child care centers, adult day care
homes, and after-school programs, providing
almost 2,100,000,000 meals and snacks in
total;

Whereas the CACFP not only provides nu-
tritional meals and education but also in-
creases the quality of child care in general,
especially for children in low-income areas;

Whereas the innovative approach to over-
sight of the CACFP, which pairs child care
centers, adult day care homes, and after-
school sites with either a non-profit spon-
soring organization or a State agency, high-
lights a unique public-private partnership
that supports working families and small
businesses;

Whereas, although child care can be expen-
sive in many locations throughout the
United States, the CACFP increases the ef-
fectiveness and viability of child care cen-
ters and adult day care homes for many pro-
viders, especially in rural areas; and

Whereas an increasing number of studies
demonstrate that access to the CACFP can
measurably and positively impact the cog-
nitive, social, emotional, and physical health
and development of children, leading to more
favorable outcomes such as—

(1) a decreased likelihood of being hospital-
ized;

(2) an increased likelihood of healthy
weight gain; and

(3) an increased likelihood of a more varied
diet: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) designates the week beginning on
March 11, 2018, as ‘‘National CACFP Week”’;
and

(2) recognizes the role of the Child Adult
Care Food Program (commonly referred to
as the “CACFP”) in improving the health of
the country’s most vulnerable children and
adults in child care centers, adult day care
homes, and after-school care by providing
nutritious meals and snacks.

—————
AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED
SA 1943. Mr. KENNEDY submitted an

amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 2579, to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to allow the premium
tax credit with respect to unsubsidized
COBRA continuation coverage; which was
ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1944. Mr. KENNEDY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 2579, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1945. Mr. KENNEDY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 2579, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1946. Mr. KENNEDY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 2579, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1947. Mr. KENNEDY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 2579, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1948. Mr. TOOMEY (for himself, Mr.
CRUZ, Mr. INHOFE, and Mr. BARRASSO) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill H.R. 2579, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1949. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
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bill H.R. 2579, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1950. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 2579, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1951. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 2579, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1952. Mr. PAUL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 2579, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1953. Mr. HELLER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 2579, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1954. Mr. HELLER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 2579, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1955. Mr. COONS (for himself and Mr.
MCCAIN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2579,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1956. Mr. JOHNSON submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 2579, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

———

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 1943. Mr. KENNEDY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 2579, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to allow
the premium tax credit with respect to
unsubsidized COBRA continuation cov-
erage; which was ordered to lie on the
table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . TERMINATION OF DIVERSITY IMMI-
GRANT VISA PROGRAM.

(a) REPEAL.—Section 203 of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1153) is
amended by striking subsection (c).

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENTS.—Title II of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1151 et seq.) is amend-
ed—

(1) in section 201—

(A) in subsection (a)—

(i) in paragraph (1), by adding ‘‘and’’ at the
end;

(ii) in paragraph (2), by striking
and inserting a period; and

(iii) by striking paragraph (3); and

(B) by striking subsection (e);

(2) in section 203—

(A) by striking subsection (c);

(B) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a), (b), or (¢)” and inserting ‘‘sub-
section (a) or (b)’’;

(C) in subsection (e)—

(i) by striking paragraph (2); and

(ii) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-
graph (2);

(D) in subsection (f), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a), (b), or (c¢) of this section’ and in-
serting ‘‘subsection (a) or (b)’’;

(E) in subsection (g), by striking ‘‘sub-
sections (a), (b), and (¢)”’ and inserting ‘‘sub-
sections (a) and (b)”’; and

(F) in subsection (h)(2)(B), by striking
‘“‘subsection (a), (b), or (c)” and inserting
‘“‘subsection (a) or (b)’’; and

(3) in section 204—

(A) in subsection (a)(1), by striking sub-
paragraph (I);

(B) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a), (b), or (¢)” and inserting ‘‘sub-
section (a) or (b)’’; and

(C) in subsection (1)(2)(B), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 203 (a) or (d)” and inserting ‘‘subsection
(a) or (d) of section 203”".

and”’
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(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (2), the amendments made by sub-
sections (a) and (b) shall take effect on the
date of the enactment of this Act.

(2) SELECTEES.—Notwithstanding para-
graph (1), any alien who registered for the
Diversity Immigrant Visa Program and re-
ceived notification before the date of the en-
actment of this Act that he or she has been
selected to apply for a diversity immigrant
visa under section 203(c) of the Immigration
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1153(c)) may
submit an application for such visa under
the applicable provisions of law in effect on
the day before such date of enactment.

SA 1944. Mr. KENNEDY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 2579, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to allow
the premium tax credit with respect to
unsubsidized COBRA continuation cov-
erage; which was ordered to lie on the
table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. = . STATUS VERIFICATION FOR REMIT-
TANCE TRANSFERS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 919 of the Elec-
tronic Fund Transfer Act (relating to remit-
tance transfers) (15 U.S.C. 16930-1) is amend-
ed—

(1) by redesignating subsection (g) as sub-
section (h); and

(2) by inserting after subsection (f) the fol-
lowing:

/(g) STATUS VERIFICATION OF SENDER.—

(1) REQUEST FOR PROOF OF STATUS.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Each remittance trans-
fer provider shall request from each sender of
a remittance transfer, the recipient of which
is located in any country other than the
United States, proof of the status of that
sender under the immigration laws, prior to
the initiation of the remittance transfer.

‘“(B) ACCEPTABLE DOCUMENTATION.—Accept-
able documentation of the status of the send-
er under this paragraph—

‘(i) shall be, in any State that requires
proof of legal residence—

““(I) a State-issued driver’s license or Fed-
eral passport; or

““(IT) the same documentation as required
by the State for proof of identity for the
issuance of a driver’s license, or as required
for a passport;

‘“(ii) shall be, in any State that does not
require proof of legal residence, such docu-
mentation as the Bureau shall require, by
rule; and

‘‘(iii) does not include any matricula con-
sular card.

‘(2) FINE FOR NONCOMPLIANCE.—HEach re-
mittance transfer provider shall impose on
any sender who is unable to provide the
proof of status requested under paragraph (1)
at the time of transfer, a fine equal to 7 per-
cent of the United States dollar amount to
be transferred (excluding any fees or other
charges imposed by the remittance transfer
provider).

‘“(3) SUBMISSION OF FINES TO BUREAU.—AIL
fines imposed and collected by a remittance
transfer provider under paragraph (2) shall
be submitted to the Bureau, in such form
and in such manner as the Bureau shall es-
tablish, by rule.

‘(4) ADMINISTRATIVE AND ENFORCEMENT
cosTs.—The Bureau shall use fines submitted
under paragraph (3) to pay the administra-
tive and enforcement costs to the Bureau in
carrying out this subsection.

‘(b) USE OF FINES FOR BORDER PROTEC-
TION.—Amounts from the collection of fines
under this subsection that remain available
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