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amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 4213, to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to extend certain expir-
ing provisions, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 4385. Mrs. HUTCHISON (for her-
self, Mr. LEMIEUX, and Mr. CORNYN)
submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by her to the bill H.R. 4213,
to amend the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 to extend certain expiring provi-
sions, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

At the appropriate place insert the
following:

SEC.—.OIL SPILL RESPONSE VESSEL JONES
ACT WAIVER.

Notwithstanding any other provision of
law, section 12112 and chapter 551 of title 46,
United States Code, shall not apply to any
vessel documented under the laws of a for-
eign country while that vessel is engaged in
containment, remediation, or associated ac-
tivities in the Gulf of Mexico in connection
with the mobile offshore drilling unit Deep-
water Horizon oil spill.

NOTICES OF HEARINGS

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL
RESOURCES

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I
would like to announce for the infor-
mation of the Senate and the public
that the hearing scheduled before the
Senate Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources previously announced
for June 24, 2010, at 9:30 a.m., has been
rescheduled and will now be held on
Thursday, July 1, 2010, at 9:30 a.m., in
room SD-366 of the Dirksen Senate Of-
fice Building.

The purpose of the hearing is to re-
ceive testimony on S. 3452, a bill to
designate the Valles Caldera National
Preserve as a unit of the National Park
System, and for other purposes.

Because of the limited time available
for the hearing, witnesses may testify
by invitation only. However, those
wishing to submit written testimony
for the hearing record should send it to
the Committee on Energy and Natural
Resources, United States Senate,
Washington, DC 20510-6150, or by e-mail
to testimony@energy.senate.gov.

For further information, please con-
tact David Brooks or Allison Seyferth.

COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I wish
to announce that the Committee on
Rules and Administration will meet on
Wednesday, June 23, 2010, at 10 a.m., to
hear testimony on ‘“‘Examining the Fil-
ibuster: Silent Filibusters, Holds and
the Senate Confirmation Process.”

For further information regarding
this meeting, please contact Lynden
Armstrong at the Rules and Adminis-
tration Committee.
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AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO
MEET

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL
RESOURCES

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources be authorized to meet during
the session of the Senate to conduct a
business meeting on June 21, 2010.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

EXECUTIVE SESSION

NOMINATIONS DISCHARGED

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to executive session and
that the Environment and Public
Works Committee be discharged of the
following and that they then be placed
on the Executive Calendar; that the
Senate then resume legislative session:
PN1730, Malcolm Jackson; PN1672,
Christopher Masingill; PN1572, Rafael
Moure-Eraso; and PN1574, Mark Grif-
fon.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

—————

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate will return to legislative session.

——————

RECOGNIZING THE IMMEASUR-
ABLE CONTRIBUTIONS OF FA-
THERS

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Judi-
ciary Committee be discharged from
further consideration of S. Res. 560,
and the Senate proceed to its imme-
diate consideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The clerk will report the resolution
by title.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

A resolution, (S. Res. 560), recognizing the
immeasurable contributions of fathers in the
healthy development of children, supporting
responsible fatherhood, and encouraging
greater involvement of fathers in the lives of
their families, especially on Father’s Day.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the reso-
lution be agreed to, the preamble be
agreed to, the motions to reconsider be
laid upon the table, with no inter-
vening action or debate, and any state-
ments relating to the resolution be
printed in the RECORD.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The resolution (S. Res.
agreed to.

The preamble was agreed to.

The resolution, with its preamble,
reads as follows:

560) was
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S. RES. 560

Whereas responsible fatherhood is a pri-
ority for the United States;

Whereas the most important factor in the
upbringing of a child is whether the child is
brought up in a healthy and supportive envi-
ronment;

Whereas father-child interaction, like
mother-child interaction, has been shown to
promote the positive physical, social, emo-
tional, and mental development of children;

Whereas research shows that men are more
likely to live healthier, longer, and more ful-
filling lives when they are involved in the
lives of their children and participate in
caregiving;

Whereas programs to encourage respon-
sible fatherhood should promote and provide
support services for—

(1) fostering loving and healthy relation-
ships between parents and children; and

(2) increasing the responsibility of non-
custodial parents for the long-term care and
financial well-being of their children;

Whereas research shows that working with
men and boys to change attitudes towards
women can have a profound impact on reduc-
ing violence against women;

Whereas research shows that women are
significantly more satisfied in relationships
when responsible fathers participate in the
daily care of children;

Whereas children around the world do bet-
ter in school and are less delinquent when fa-
thers participate closely in their lives;

Whereas responsible fatherhood is an im-
portant component of successful develop-
ment policies and programs in countries
throughout the world;

Whereas the United States Agency for
International Development recognizes the
importance of caregiving fathers for more
stable and effective development efforts; and

Whereas Father’s Day is the third Sunday
in June: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) recognizes June 20, 2010, as Father’s
Day;

(2) honors the men in the United States
and around the world who are active in the
lives of their children, which in turn, has a
significant impact on their children, their
families, and their communities;

(3) underscores the need for increased pub-
lic awareness and activities regarding re-
sponsible fatherhood and healthy families;
and

(4) reaffirms the commitment of the
United States to supporting and encouraging
global fatherhood initiatives that signifi-
cantly benefit international development ef-
forts.

———

NATIONAL HUNTINGTON’S
DISEASE AWARENESS DAY

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of S. Res. 561, which was sub-
mitted earlier today.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The clerk will report.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 561) designating June
25, 2010, as ‘‘National Huntington’s Disease
Awareness Day.”’

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I ask unanimous
consent that the resolution be agreed
to, the preamble be agreed to, and the
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motion to reconsider be laid upon the
table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The resolution (S. Res.
agreed to.

The preamble was agreed to.

The resolution, with its preamble,
reads as follows:

S. RES. 561

Whereas Huntington’s Disease is a progres-
sive degenerative neurological disease that
causes total physical and mental deteriora-
tion throughout a 15- to 20-year period;

Whereas each child of a parent with Hun-
tington’s Disease has a 50-percent chance of
inheriting the Huntington’s Disease gene;

Whereas the onset of Huntington’s Disease
typically begins in mid-life, between the
ages of 30 and 45, though onset may occur as
early as the age of 2;

Whereas children who develop the juvenile
form of Huntington’s Disease rarely live to
adulthood;

Whereas, after the onset of Huntington’s
Disease, the average lifespan of an individual
with Huntington’s Disease is 15 to 20 years,
and the younger the age of onset, the more
rapid the progression of the disease;

Whereas Huntington’s Disease affects ap-
proximately 30,000 individuals and 200,000 ge-
netically ‘‘at risk’ individuals in the United
States;

Whereas, since the discovery of the gene
that causes Huntington’s Disease in 1993, the
pace of Huntington’s Disease research has
accelerated;

Whereas, although no effective treatment
or cure for Huntington’s Disease exists as of
the date of this resolution, scientists and re-
searchers are hopeful that breakthroughs
will be forthcoming;

Whereas researchers across the United
States are conducting important research
projects involving Huntington’s Disease; and

Whereas the Senate is an institution that
can raise awareness in the general public and
the medical community of Huntington’s Dis-
ease: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) designates June 25, 2010, as ‘‘National
Huntington’s Disease Awareness Day’’; and

(2) recognizes that all people of the United
States should become more informed about
and aware of Huntington’s Disease.

561) was

———

ORDERS FOR TUESDAY, JUNE 22,
2010

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that when the
Senate completes its business today, it
adjourn until 10 a.m. on Tuesday, June
22; that following the prayer and the
pledge, the Journal of proceedings be
approved to date, the morning hour be
deemed to have expired, the time for
the two leaders be reserved for their
use later in the day, and that following
any leader remarks, the Senate proceed
to a period of morning business until
12:30 p.m., with Senators permitted to
speak therein for up to 10 minutes
each, with the time equally divided and
controlled between the two leaders or
their designees, with the majority con-
trolling the first 30 minutes and Repub-
licans controlling the next 30 minutes,
and the majority controlling the final
30 minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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ORDER FOR RECESS

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. President, I
also ask unanimous consent that the
Senate recess from 12:30 until 2:15 to-
morrow to allow for the weekly caucus
luncheons.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

————

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. President, if
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con-
sent that it adjourn under the previous
order following the remarks of the sen-
ior Senator from Oklahoma, Senator
INHOFE.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The Senator from Oklahoma.

ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE
ISSUES

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I came
here to talk about a couple of issues on
the Armed Services Committee that we
are going to be facing.

I only say to my good friend from
Ohio that, yes, it is true that 9/11 oc-
curred, and that we have al-Qaida out
there, and there are the Taliban and
other terrorists who want to kill every-
one in this room and all throughout
America, and that we were not in a po-
sition, financially, to go and defend our
country after 9/11.

I suggest that, after Pearl Harbor,
the same situation took place. We
didn’t have time or the luxury of say-
ing do we have the resources to go into
this. But it was necessary and it did
happen.

Unfortunately, back in the 1990s, dur-
ing the Clinton administration, the
amount of money funding our military
reduced by about 40 percent—not just
the money but resources too. It went
down in terms of force structure, mod-
ernization, and operations and per-
sonnel, about 40 percent. There was
kind of a euphoric attitude at that
time, and people were saying that the
Cold War was over and we no longer
needed the military. I remember it so
well. Then, of course, with the down-
grading of the military and the peace
dividend—we all remember the peace
dividend—we would take the money
that was going to go to the military
and declare a peace dividend.

Unfortunately, peace is not there,
and 9/11 happened. This President and
this Congress inherited a war, an at-
tack on America, the most vicious at-
tack we have had on our homeland in
the continental United States. We had
to fight with a reduced army. We had
to rebuild the army at the same time.

If I had known the statement was
going to be made by my good friend
from Ohio, I would have brought my
charts to show clearly what happened
to the military during the 1990s.

Yes, we do have that problem. It is an
expensive war. It is an enduring war.
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We have all been over there. We know
we are going to win. Things look very
good right now in Iraq. It is going to be
a little more difficult. It is necessary
to do because if we had not done it, we
would have had the Taliban and al-
Qaida—all of these groups—running
rampant over there.

The big difference now in terms of
how it affects the United States of
America is that back in the days before
they had the nuclear weapons and the
proliferation of weapons of mass de-
struction, a terrorist could have a case
bomb, something such as that. Now we
are talking about weapons of mass de-
struction. We are talking about Iran
which, according to our intelligence es-
timates, as early as 2015 could have an
ICBM capable of hitting the United
States of America on the east coast.
That is why it is so much more dif-
ficult.

Also, my good friend from Ohio talks
about the Republicans. It was not the
Republicans who did the $787 billion
stimulus program that did not stimu-
late. Those were the Democrats. That
is not why I am here.

NEW START TREATY

Mr. President, I noticed on this
week’s agenda—and I am reading now;
I think this is right—we are going to
have three more hearings in the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee on the
New START treaty. That means we
will have had, when that is over, 16
Senate Foreign Relations witnesses,
over 7 hearings, all of them supporting
the New START treaty.

I am reminded of what happened
back when we were considering another
treaty, the Law of the Sea Treaty.
That passed the Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Committee 16 to 0, as I recall.
When it came to the floor, I recog-
nized—and, frankly, not many others
did—that this was a very serious issue.
This is the treaty against which Ron-
ald Reagan fought so hard. It was com-
ing up. That was a Republican adminis-
tration. That was the first President
Bush. They were going to run this
thing through.

We held hearings. At that time, the
Republicans were in the majority. I
made sure we had hearings in both of
my committees—the Environment and
Public Works Committee, as well as
the Senate Armed Services Committee.

I see the same thing happening. I
gave a lengthy talk last week—I am
not going to repeat it now—about why
we should oppose the New START trea-
ty. We all remember START I. We all
remember START II. Keep in mind, the
treaty we are talking about is a treaty
not with the countries where we are
anticipating problems. It is between
Russia and the United States and it has
to do with weapons of mass destruc-
tion, with nuclear warheads, reducing
them in conjunction with reductions
that would be imposed upon Russia
and, at the same time, delivery sys-
tems. We have three ways of delivering
them. One is, of course, ICBMs, one is
SLCMs, submarine-launched missiles,
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