
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S4413 June 21, 2016 
Whereas, on April 21, 2016, an American 

Elm was planted on the grounds of the 
United States Capitol in recognition of the 
70th anniversary of the Fulbright Program; 
and 

Whereas the Fulbright Program promotes 
United States higher education abroad and 
remains a valuable diplomatic tool: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) recognizes the 70th anniversary of the 

Fulbright Program; 
(2) encourages the President and the Sec-

retary of State to work with the Bureau of 
Educational and Cultural Affairs of the De-
partment of State to support the work of the 
Fulbright Program; 

(3) congratulates all past and present re-
cipients of Fulbright awards; and 

(4) calls on students, scholars, and profes-
sionals around the world to seek out oppor-
tunities to engage with each other and pro-
mote international good will. 

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, today, 
along with Senator LEAHY, I submit a 
resolution recognizing the 70th Anni-
versary of the Fulbright Program. 

On August 1, 1946, President Harry S. 
Truman signed into law legislation au-
thored by Senator James William Ful-
bright of Arkansas, creating a program 
that used the proceeds from selling sur-
plus war property to fund international 
exchanges between the United States 
and other countries. Senator 
Fulbright’s program has gone on to be-
come the largest education exchange 
program in history, and still works to 
‘‘promote peace and mutual under-
standing’’ around the world. Counted 
among its more than 370,000 alumni are 
82 Pulitzer Prize recipients, 54 Nobel 
Prize laureates, and 33 heads of states. 

In the aftermath of World War II, 
Senator Fulbright understood that in-
dividual exchanges and person to per-
son interactions are the best way to 
build a deep abiding understanding of 
other cultures and to promote peace. 
Today, as violence and intolerance 
grow across the globe, I believe the 
Fulbright program remains a beacon of 
hope for a better future. The academic 
and cultural opportunities provided to 
participants in the program ensure 
that ‘‘international good will through 
the exchange of students in the fields 
of education, culture, and science’’ con-
tinues to grow when it is so sorely 
needed. 

I believe that you change the world 
through personal relationships, and am 
very proud as an Arkansan and an 
American of the success of the Ful-
bright exchange. I would like to thank 
the Fulbright Program, the staff at the 
Institute of International Education 
who administer the program, the Ful-
bright Association, and the Bureau of 
Educational and Cultural Affairs at the 
State Department for their incredible 
work over the last 70 years. 

SENATE RESOLUTION 505—EX-
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE 
SENATE REGARDING COMPLI-
ANCE ENFORCEMENT OF RUS-
SIAN VIOLATIONS OF THE OPEN 
SKIES TREATY 

Mr. CORKER (for himself, Mr. 
CARDIN, and Mr. COTTON) submitted the 
following resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations: 

S. RES. 505 

Whereas the Treaty on Open Skies, done at 
Helsinki March 24, 1992, and entered into 
force January 1, 2002 (in this resolution re-
ferred to as the ‘‘Open Skies Treaty’’), which 
established a regime for unarmed aerial ob-
servation flights over the entire territory of 
its participants, is one of the most wide- 
ranging international efforts to date to pro-
mote openness and transparency of military 
forces and activities; 

Whereas the United States Government 
has declared that strengthening and main-
taining European security is a top priority 
for the United States, that the Open Skies 
Treaty is a key element of the Euro-Atlantic 
security architecture, and that arms control 
is a key part of that effort because robust 
multilateral conventional arms control ar-
rangements contribute to a more stable and 
secure European continent; 

Whereas, according to Secretary of State 
James Baker, addressing the Open Skies 
Conference in 1990, the end of the Cold War 
gave the Open Skies Treaty new importance 
as a stabilizing factor in East-West relations, 
openness and transparency in military mat-
ters offered ‘‘the most direct path to greater 
predictability and reduced risk of inad-
vertent war,’’ and Open Skies Treaty was 
thus ‘‘potentially the most ambitious meas-
ure to build confidence ever undertaken’’; 

Whereas, according to the President’s let-
ter of submittal for the Open Skies Treaty 
provided to Congress by the Secretary of 
State on August 12, 1992, it is the purpose of 
the Open Skies Treaty to promote openness 
and transparency of military forces and ac-
tivities and to enhance mutual under-
standing and confidence by giving States 
Party a direct role in gathering information 
about military forces and activities of con-
cern to them; 

Whereas, according to the Report on Ad-
herence to and Compliance with Arms Con-
trol, Nonproliferation, and Disarmament 
Agreements and Commitments published by 
the Department of State on April 11, 2016 (in 
this resolution referred to as the ‘‘2016 Com-
pliance Report’’), the Russian Federation 
‘‘continues not to meet its obligations 
[under the Open Skies Treaty] to allow effec-
tive observation of its entire territory, rais-
ing serious compliance concerns’’; 

Whereas, according to the 2016 Compliance 
Report, Russian conduct giving rise to com-
pliance concerns has continued since the 
Open Skies Treaty entered into force in 2002 
and worsened in 2010, 2014, and 2015; and 

Whereas, according to the 2016 Compliance 
Report, ongoing efforts by the United States 
and other States Party to the Open Skies 
Treaty to address these concerns through 
dialogue with the Russian Federation ‘‘have 
not resolved any of the compliance con-
cerns.’’: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate 
that— 

(1) restrictions upon the ability of Open 
Skies Treaty aircraft to overfly all portions 
of the territory of a State Party impede 
openness and transparency of military forces 
and activities and undermine mutual under-
standing and confidence, especially when 

coupled with an ongoing refusal to address 
compliance concerns raised by other States 
Party subject to such restrictions; 

(2) it is essential to the accomplishment of 
the purpose of the Open Skies Treaty that 
Open Skies Treaty aircraft be able to observe 
the entire territory of a State Party in a 
timely and reciprocal manner as provided for 
under the Open Skies Treaty; 

(3) the Russian Federation’s restrictions 
upon the ability of Open Skies Treaty air-
craft to overfly all portions of the territory 
of the Russian Federation constitute viola-
tions of the Open Skies Treaty; and 

(4) for so long as the Russian Federation 
remains in noncompliance with the Open 
Skies Treaty, the United States should take 
such measures as are necessary to bring 
about the Russian Federation’s return to full 
compliance with its treaty obligations, in-
cluding, as appropriate, through the imposi-
tion of restrictions upon Russian overflights 
of the United States. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 506—EX-
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE 
SENATE IN SUPPORT OF THE 
NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY OR-
GANIZATION AND THE NATO 
SUMMIT TO BE HELD IN WAR-
SAW, POLAND FROM JULY 8–9, 
2016, AND IN SUPPORT OF COM-
MITTING NATO TO A SECURITY 
POSTURE CAPABLE OF DETER-
RING THREATS TO THE ALLI-
ANCE 

Mr. CORKER (for himself and Mr. 
CARDIN) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations: 

S. RES. 506 

Whereas the North Atlantic Treaty, signed 
April 4, 1949, in Washington, District of Co-
lumbia, which created the North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization (‘‘NATO’’), proclaims: 
‘‘[Members] are determined to safeguard the 
freedom, common heritage and civilisation 
of their peoples, founded on the principles of 
democracy, individual liberty and the rule of 
law. They seek to promote stability and 
well-being in the North Atlantic area. They 
are resolved to unite their efforts for collec-
tive defence and for the preservation of 
peace and security.’’; 

Whereas NATO has been the backbone of 
the European security architecture for 67 
years, evolving to meet the changing trans-
atlantic geopolitical and security environ-
ment; 

Whereas NATO continues its mission in Af-
ghanistan following the September 11, 2001, 
attacks on the United States; 

Whereas, at the NATO Wales Summit in 
September 2014, NATO reaffirmed the Alli-
ance’s role in transatlantic security and its 
ability to respond to emerging security 
threats and challenges; 

Whereas Alliance members at the NATO 
Wales Summit defined the new security par-
adigm when they stated, ‘‘Russia’s aggres-
sive actions against Ukraine have fundamen-
tally challenged our vision of a Europe 
whole, free, and at peace. Growing insta-
bility in our southern neighborhood, from 
the Middle East to North Africa, as well as 
transnational and multi-dimensional 
threats, are also challenging our security. 
These can all have long-term consequences 
for peace and security in the Euro-Atlantic 
region and stability across the globe.’’; 
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