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S. RES. 659 

Whereas high-quality afterschool programs 
provide safe, challenging, engaging, and fun 
learning experiences that help children and 
youth develop their social, emotional, phys-
ical, cultural, and academic skills; 

Whereas high-quality afterschool programs 
support working families by ensuring that 
the children in such families are safe and 
productive after the regular school day ends; 

Whereas high-quality afterschool programs 
build stronger communities by involving stu-
dents, parents, business leaders, and adult 
volunteers in the lives of the youth of the 
Nation, thereby promoting positive relation-
ships among children, youth, families, and 
adults; 

Whereas high-quality afterschool programs 
engage families, schools, and diverse commu-
nity partners in advancing the well-being of 
the children in the United States; 

Whereas ‘‘Lights On Afterschool’’, a na-
tional celebration of afterschool programs 
held on October 21, 2010, highlights the crit-
ical importance of high-quality afterschool 
programs in the lives of children, their fami-
lies, and their communities; 

Whereas more than 28,000,000 children in 
the United States have parents who work 
outside the home and 15,100,000 children in 
the United States have no place to go after 
school; and 

Whereas many afterschool programs across 
the United States are struggling to keep 
their doors open and their lights on: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate supports the 
goals and ideals of ‘‘Lights On Afterschool’’, 
a national celebration of afterschool pro-
grams. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 660—EX-
PRESSING SUPPORT FOR A PUB-
LIC DIPLOMACY PROGRAM PRO-
MOTING ADVANCEMENTS IN 
SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY, ENGI-
NEERING, AND MATHEMATICS 
MADE BY OR IN PARTNERSHIP 
WITH THE PEOPLE OF THE 
UNITED STATES 
Mr. KAUFMAN (for himself and Mr. 

LUGAR) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was considered and agreed 
to: 

S. RES. 660 

Whereas science, technology, engineering, 
and mathematics are vital fields of increas-
ing importance in driving the economic en-
gine and ensuring the security of the United 
States; 

Whereas science, technology, engineering, 
and mathematics have played, and will con-
tinue to play, critical roles in helping to de-
velop clean energy technologies, find life-
saving cures for diseases, solve security chal-
lenges, and discover new solutions for dete-
riorating transportation and infrastructure; 

Whereas the United States is recognized as 
an international leader in science, tech-
nology, engineering, and mathematics and a 
destination for individuals from all over the 
world studying in those fields; 

Whereas in partnership with countries and 
individuals across the globe, the people of 
the United States have made advances in 
science, technology, engineering, and mathe-
matics that have advanced the knowledge 
and improved the condition of human beings 
everywhere; 

Whereas international scientific coopera-
tion enhances relationships among partici-

pating countries by building trust and in-
creasing understanding between those coun-
tries and cultures through the collaborative 
nature of scientific dialogue; 

Whereas partnerships between the people 
of other countries and the people of the 
United States are the most effective form of 
public diplomacy, helping to counter mis-
conceptions based on fear, ignorance, and 
misinformation; 

Whereas consistent polling and scholarly 
research have shown that even countries 
that disagree with some aspects of United 
States foreign policy admire the leadership 
of the United States in science, technology, 
engineering, and mathematics; and 

Whereas international scientific coopera-
tion has produced successful engagement and 
led to improved relations with countries that 
exhibited hostility to the United States in 
the past, including Russia and the People’s 
Republic of China: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) commends individuals and institutions 

that participate in and support advance-
ments in science, technology, engineering, 
and mathematics, especially through inter-
national partnerships; 

(2) supports the Science Envoy Program as 
representative of the commitment of the 
United States to collaborate with other 
countries to promote the advancement of 
science and technology throughout the world 
based on issues of common interest and ex-
pertise; and 

(3) encourages the Secretary of State to es-
tablish a public diplomacy program that uses 
embassies of the United States and the re-
sources of the Smithsonian Institution and 
other such institutions— 

(A) to establish engaging exhibits that pro-
vide examples of cooperation between insti-
tutions and the people of the United States 
and the institutions and people of the host 
country in the fields of science, technology, 
engineering, and mathematics; 

(B) to create fora for individuals working 
or conducting research in science, tech-
nology, engineering, and mathematics in the 
host country to discuss their work and the 
cooperation with the institutions and people 
of the United States and those of the host 
country; and 

(C) to encourage future cooperation and re-
lationships with students around the world 
in science, technology, engineering, and 
mathematics. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 661—TO AU-
THORIZE REPRESENTATION BY 
THE SENATE LEGAL COUNSEL IN 
THE CASE OF MCCARTHY V. 
BYRD, ET AL 

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

S. RES. 661 

Whereas, in the case of McCarthy v. Byrd, 
et al., Case No. 1:10–CV–03317, pending in the 
United States District Court for the District 
of New Jersey, plaintiff has named as a de-
fendant the President Pro Tempore of the 
Senate; and 

Whereas, pursuant to sections 703(a) and 
704(a)(1) of the Ethics in Government Act of 
1978, 2 U.S.C. §§ 288b(a) and 288c(a)(1), the 
Senate may direct its counsel to defend 
Members and officers of the Senate in civil 
actions relating to their official responsibil-
ities: Now therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate Legal Counsel is 
authorized to represent Senator Inouye, the 
President Pro Tempore of the Senate, in the 
case of McCarthy v. Byrd, et al. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 662—TO 
AMEND THE STANDING RULES 
OF THE SENATE TO REFORM 
THE FILIBUSTER RULES TO IM-
PROVE THE DAILY PROCESS OF 
THE SENATE 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado submitted 
the following resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Rules and 
Administration: 

S. RES. 662 

Whereas the Senate has operated under the 
cloture rules for many decades; 

Whereas there has been a marked increase 
in the use of the filibuster in recent years; 

Whereas sweeping, monumental legislation 
affecting economic recovery, reform of the 
healthcare system, reform of the financial 
regulatory system, and many other initia-
tives all were enacted in the 111th Congress 
after overcoming filibusters; 

Whereas both parties have used the fili-
buster to prevent the passage of controver-
sial legislation; 

Whereas the Senate rules regarding cloture 
serve the legitimate purpose of protecting 
the rights of the minority; 

Whereas there are many areas where the 
rules of the Senate have been abused, and 
can make way for changes that will improve 
the daily process of the Senate; and 

Whereas bipartisan cooperation can over-
come nearly any obstacle in the United 
States Senate, changing the Senate rules 
must also be done with bipartisan coopera-
tion: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, 
SECTION 1. CHANGING VOTE THRESHOLD TO 

PRESENT AND VOTING. 
The second undesignated subparagraph of 

paragraph 2 of rule XXII of the Standing 
Rules of the Senate is amended by striking 
‘‘duly chosen and sworn’’ and inserting 
‘‘present and voting’’. 
SEC. 2. MOTIONS TO PROCEED. 

Paragraph 2 of rule VIII of the Standing 
Rules of the Senate is amended to read as 
follows 

‘‘2. Debate on a motion to proceed to the 
consideration of any matter, and any debat-
able motion or appeal in connection there-
with, shall be limited to not more than 4 
hours, to be equally divided between, and 
controlled by, the majority leader and the 
minority leader or their designees except 
for— 

‘‘(1) a motion to proceed to a proposal to 
change the Standing Rules which shall be de-
batable; and 

‘‘(2) a motion to go into executive session 
to consider a specified item of executive 
business and a motion to proceed to consider 
any privileged matter which shall not be de-
batable.’’. 
SEC. 3. NO FILIBUSTER AFTER COMPLETE SUB-

STITUTE IS AGREED TO. 
Paragraph 2 of rule XXII of the Standing 

Rules of the Senate is amended by inserting 
at the end the following: 

‘‘If a complete substitute amendment for a 
measure is agreed to after consideration 
under cloture, the Senate shall proceed to a 
final disposition of the measure without in-
tervening action or debate except one 
quorum call if requested.’’. 
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SEC. 4. NO FILIBUSTER RELATED TO COMMIT-

TEES ON CONFERENCE. 
Rule XXVIII of the Standing Rules of the 

Senate is amended by inserting at the end 
the following: 

‘‘10.(a) Upon the Majority Leader making a 
motion to disagree with a House amendment 
or amendments or insist on a Senate amend-
ment or amendments, request a conference 
with the House, or agree to the conference 
requested by the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses, and that the chair 
be authorized to appoint conferees on the 
part of the Senate, debate on the motion, 
and any debatable motion or appeal in con-
nection therewith, shall be limited to not 
more than 4 hours, to be equally divided be-
tween, and controlled by, the majority lead-
er and the minority leader or their des-
ignees. 

‘‘(b) A motion made by the majority leader 
pursuant to subparagraph (a) shall not be di-
visible and shall not be subject to amend-
ment.’’. 
SEC. 5. TIME PRECLOTURE. 

Paragraph 2 of rule XXII of the Standing 
Rules of the Senate is amended— 

(1) in the first subparagraph of paragraph 
2, by striking ‘‘one hour after the Senate 
meets on the following calendar day but 
one’’ and inserting ‘‘24 hours after the filing 
of the motion’’; and 

(2) in the third undesignated paragraph, by 
striking the second sentence and inserting 
‘‘Except by unanimous consent, no amend-
ment shall be proposed after the vote to 
bring the debate to a close, unless it had 
been submitted in writing to the Journal 
Clerk 12 hours following the filing of the clo-
ture motion if an amendment in the first de-
gree, and unless it had been so submitted at 
least 1 hour prior to the beginning of the clo-
ture vote if an amendment in the second de-
gree.’’. 
SEC. 6. DIVISION OF TIME POSTCLOTURE. 

The fourth undesignated subparagraph of 
paragraph 2 of rule XXII of the Standing 
Rules of the Senate is amended by inserting 
‘‘(to be equally divided between the majority 
and the minority)’’ after ‘‘thirty hours of 
consideration’’. 
SEC. 7. ALLOWING COMMITTEES TO MEET WITH-

OUT CONSENT. 
Paragraph 5 of rule XXVI of the Standing 

Rules of the Senate is amended by— 
(1) striking subparagraph (a); and 
(2) redesignating subparagraphs (b) 

through (e) as subparagraphs (a) through (d), 
respectively. 
SEC. 8. READING OF AMENDMENTS. 

Paragraph 1 of rule XV of the Standing 
Rules of the Senate is amended by inserting 
at the end the following: 

‘‘(c) The reading of an amendment may be 
waived by a nondebatable motion if the 
amendment has been printed in the Congres-
sional Record and available for at least 24 
hours before the motion.’’. 
SEC. 9. ALLOWING AMENDMENTS WHEN AMEND-

MENTS PENDING BY A LIMITED MO-
TION. 

Rule XV of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘6.(a) If an amendment is pending and ex-
cept as provided in subparagraph (b), a 
nondebateable motion shall be in order to set 
aside any pending amendments in order to 
offer another germane amendment. No Sen-
ator shall offer more than 1 such motion in 
any calendar day and the Senate shall con-
sider not more than 5 such motions in any 
calendar day. 

‘‘(b)(1) A nondebateable motion shall be in 
order to waive the requirement of germane-
ness under subparagraph (a). 

‘‘(2) A waiver motion under this subpara-
graph shall require three-fifths of the Sen-
ators duly chosen and sworn. 

‘‘(c) An affirmative vote of three-fifths of 
the Senators duly chosen and sworn shall be 
required to sustain an appeal of a ruling by 
the chair on a point of order raised under 
this paragraph.’’. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 4667. Mr. WEBB (for himself and Mr. 
WARNER) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 3454, to 
authorize appropriations for fiscal year 2011 
for military activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and for 
defense activities of the Department of En-
ergy, to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4668. Mr. DURBIN (for Mr. KYL (for 
himself, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr. BURR, Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN, Mr. ISAKSON, Ms. COLLINS, and Mr. 
VITTER)) proposed an amendment to the bill 
H.R. 5566, to amend title 18, United States 
Code, to prohibit interstate commerce in 
animal crush videos, and for other purposes. 

SA 4669. Mr. DURBIN (for Mr. BINGAMAN) 
proposed an amendment to the bill H.R. 3940, 
to amend Public Law 96–597 to clarify the au-
thority of the Secretary of the Interior to 
extend grants and other assistance to facili-
tate political status public education pro-
grams for the peoples of the non-self-gov-
erning territories of the United States. 

SA 4670. Mr. DURBIN (for Mr. BINGAMAN) 
proposed an amendment to the bill H.R. 3940, 
supra. 

SA 4671. Mr. DURBIN (for Mr. AKAKA) pro-
posed an amendment to the bill H.R. 3219, to 
amend title 38, United States Code, and the 
Servicemembers Civil Relief Act to make 
certain improvements in the laws adminis-
tered by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs, 
and for other purposes. 

SA 4672. Mr. DURBIN (for Mr. AKAKA) pro-
posed an amendment to the bill H.R. 3219, 
supra. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 4667. Mr. WEBB (for himself and 
Mr. WARNER) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 3454, to authorize appropriations 
for fiscal year 2011 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for 
military 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 ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title IX, add the 
following: 
SEC. 953. LIMITATIONS ON DISESTABLISHMENT 

OR RELATED ACTIONS REGARDING 
THE UNIFIED COMBATANT COM-
MANDS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The President may not 
disestablish, close, or realign a unified com-
batant command until the later of the fol-
lowing: 

(1) The submittal by the Secretary of De-
fense to the congressional defense commit-
tees of a proposal for the disestablishment, 
closure, or realignment of the combatant 
command that sets forth the following: 

(A) A description of the purpose and goals 
of, and the analytical basis and justification 
for, the proposal. 

(B) A list of alternatives, if any, considered 
before recommending the proposal, including 
options such as the consolidation or elimi-
nation of selected functions at the command. 

(C) A detailed plan of action and mile-
stones for the proposal, including a specific 
description of the functions proposed for ter-
mination, retention, reduction, expansion, or 
transfer, and the projected impacts of such 
actions on military personnel, civilian em-
ployees, and contractor staff. 

(D) An assessment of the impact of the pro-
posal on the accomplishment of the main 
missions of the command, including a de-
scription and assessment of the manner in 
which such missions will be performed dur-
ing and upon completion of the proposal. 

(E) An evaluation of the impacts of the 
proposal on expenditures of Federal funds, 
including an estimate of any cost savings or 
cost increases that may be incurred by the 
Department of Defense or other departments 
and agencies of the Federal Government as a 
result of the proposal. 

(F) An assessment of the impacts of the 
plan on employment and the economy in the 
localities affected by the proposal. 

(G) An environmental impact statement 
that reviews the environmental and socio- 
economic impacts of the proposal at each lo-
cation anticipated to experience an increase 
or decrease of more than 300 uniformed, ci-
vilian, or contract personnel as a result of 
the proposal. 

(2) The submittal by the Secretary to the 
congressional defense committees of a cer-
tification that the disestablishment, closure, 
or realignment of the combatant command 
will not adversely affect military readiness, 
joint concept development and experimen-
tation, joint training, joint capabilities de-
velopment, or current and future joint oper-
ations. 

(3) The submittal by the Comptroller Gen-
eral of the United States to the congres-
sional defense committees of a report setting 
forth a review and assessment of the pro-
posal submitted under paragraph (1). 

(4) A period of 30 legislative days or 60 cal-
endar days, whichever is longer, elapses fol-
lowing the day on which the Comptroller 
General submits the report referred to in 
paragraph (3). For purposes of this para-
graph, 30 legislative days shall be treated as 
having elapsed from the date of the sub-
mittal of a report only when 30 legislative 
days has elapsed from that date in both the 
Senate and the House of Representatives. 

(b) UNIFIED COMBATANT COMMAND DE-
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘unified 
combatant command’’ has the meaning given 
that term in section 161(c)(1) of title 10, 
United States Code. 

SA 4668. Mr. DURBIN (for Mr. KYL 
(for himself, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr. BURR, 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. ISAKSON, Ms. COL-
LINS, and Mr. VITTER)) proposed an 
amendment to the bill H.R. 5566, to 
amend title 18, United States Code, to 
prohibit interstate commerce in ani-
mal crush videos, and for other pur-
poses; as follows: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Animal 
Crush Video Prohibition Act of 2010’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

The Congress finds the following: 
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