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Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I rise
today to submit legislation with my
colleague from Pennsylvania, Senator
CASEY, to designate the month of May
2010 as National Brain Tumor Aware-
ness Month.

An estimated 612,000 Americans have
been diagnosed and are living with a
brain tumor. Brain tumors do not dis-
criminate. Primary brain tumors—
those that begin in the brain and tend
to stay in the brain—occur in people of
all ages, but are statistically more fre-
quent in children and adults. Meta-
static brain tumors—those that begin
as a cancer elsewhere in the body and
spread to the brain—are more common
in adults than in children.

Whether malignant or benign, brain
tumors can be life threatening. They
are the leading cause of death from
solid tumors in children under the age
of 20, and are the third leading cause of
death from cancer in young adults be-
tween the ages of 20 and 39.

The treatment of brain tumors is
complicated by the existence of more
than 120 different types of brain tu-
mors. Treatment is further com-
plicated by the location of these tu-
mors and other obstacles to their
treatment or complete surgical re-
moval.

While important advances have been
made in understanding brain tumors,
daunting obstacles remain to the devel-
opment of new treatments. Moreover,
there currently are no strategies for
the screening or early detection of
brain tumors.

Designation of the month of May 2010
as National Brain Tumor Awareness
Month will help to increase awareness
of the prevalence and nature of brain
tumors and will also help to encourage
efforts to develop better treatments
that will improve the qualify of life
and long-term prognosis for those indi-
viduals who are affected. It also gives
us the opportunity to show support for
all those individuals who may be bat-
tling a brain tumor, as well as for their
families, friends and caregivers. I urge
my colleagues to join me in cospon-
soring this important resolution.

———

SENATE RESOLUTION 538—AFFIRM-

ING THE SUPPORT OF THE
UNITED STATES FOR A STRONG
AND VITAL ALLIANCE WITH
THAILAND

Mr. WEBB (for himself, Mr. KERRY,
Mr. BoND, and Mr. DURBIN) submitted
the following resolution; which was
considered and agreed to:

S. RES. 538

Whereas Thailand became the first treaty
ally of the United States in the Asia-Pacific
region with the Treaty of Amity and Com-
merce, signed at Sia-Yut’hia (Bangkok)
March 20, 1833, between the United States
and Siam, during the administration of
President Andrew Jackson and the reign of
King Rama III;

Whereas the United States and Thailand
furthered their alliance with the Southeast
Asia Collective Defense Treaty, (commonly
known as the ‘‘Manila Pact of 1954’’) signed
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at Manila September 8, 1954, and the United
States designated Thailand as a major non-
North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO)
ally in December 2003;

Whereas, through the Treaty of Amity and
Economic Relations, signed at Bangkok May
26, 1966, along with a diverse and growing
trading relationship, the United States and
Thailand have developed critical economic
ties;

Whereas Thailand is a key partner of the
United States in Southeast Asia and has sup-
ported closer relations between the United
States and the Association of Southeast
Asian Nations (ASEAN);

Whereas Thailand has the longest-serving
monarch in the world, His Majesty King
Bhumibol Adulyadej, who is loved and re-
spected for his dedication to the people of
Thailand;

Whereas Prime Minister Abhisit Vejjaijva
has issued a 5-point roadmap designed to pro-
mote the peaceful resolution of the current
political crisis in Thailand;

Whereas approximately 500,000 people of
Thai descent live in the United States and
foster strong cultural ties between the 2
countries; and

Whereas Thailand remains a steadfast
friend with shared values of freedom, democ-
racy, and liberty: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) affirms the support of the people and
the Government of the United States for a
strong and vital alliance with Thailand;

(2) calls for the restoration of peace and
stability throughout Thailand;

(3) urges all parties involved in the polit-
ical crisis in Thailand to renounce the use of
violence and to resolve their differences
peacefully through dialogue;

(4) supports the goals of the 5-point road-
map of the Government of Thailand for na-
tional reconciliation, which seeks to

(A) uphold and protect respect for and the
institution of the constitutional monarchy;

(B) resolve fundamental problems of social
justice systematically and with participa-
tion by all sectors of society;

(C) ensure that the media can operate free-
ly and constructively;

(D) establish facts about the recent vio-
lence through investigation by an inde-
pendent committee; and

(E) establish mutually acceptable political
rules through the solicitation of views from
all sides; and

(5) promotes the timely implementation of
an agreed plan for national reconciliation in
Thailand so that free and fair elections can
be held.

———

SENATE RESOLUTION 539—DESIG-
NATING MAY 24, 2010, AS “PRE-
SCRIPTION DRUG DISPOSAL
AWARENESS DAY”

Mr. CASEY (for himself, Mr. GRASS-
LEY, and Mr. KOHL) submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was consid-
ered and agreed to:

S. RES. 539

Whereas in 2008, pharmacies in the United
States filled 3,649,468,866 retail drug prescrip-
tions;

Whereas in 2008, approximately 15,200,000
Americans 12 years of age and older reported
having taken a prescription drug that had
not been prescribed to them for recreational
purposes in the previous year;

Whereas in 2006, approximately 26,400
deaths occurred in the United States from an
unintentional drug overdose;

Whereas prescription drugs are involved in
more overdose deaths annually than illegal
drugs;
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Whereas in 2007 and 2008, 55.9 percent of in-
dividuals 12 years of age and older who used
pain relievers nonmedically in the past year
had obtained the pain relievers from a friend
or relative for free;

Whereas in 2007 and 2008, of the individuals
12 years of age and older who obtained non-
medical pain relievers from a friend or rel-
ative for free—

(1) 81.7 percent indicated that the friend or
relative had obtained the drugs from just 1
doctor; and

(2) 1.6 percent reported that the friend or
relative had bought the drugs from a drug
dealer or other stranger;

Whereas the improper disposal of prescrip-
tion drugs may result in chemicals contami-
nating the environment and water supply;
and

Whereas collection programs may reduce
the supply of unused, unwanted prescription
drugs in the United States: Now, therefore,
be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) designates May 24, 2010, as ‘‘Prescrip-
tion Drug Disposal Awareness Day’’;

(2) recognizes the importance of prescrip-
tion drug disposal programs to reduce the
supply of unused, unwanted prescription
drugs in the United States; and

(3) encourages each State to establish and
promote a prescription drug collection pro-
gram.

———

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 4173. Mr. SESSIONS (for himself and
Mrs. MCCASKILL) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill
H.R. 4899, making emergency supplemental
appropriations for disaster relief and sum-
mer jobs for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2010, and for other purposes.

SA 4174. Mr. REID proposed an amendment
to the bill H.R. 4899, supra.

SA 4175. Mr. LAUTENBERG submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 4899, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 4176. Mr. ENSIGN (for himself and Mr.
REID) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 4899,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 4177. Mr. DEMINT (for himself, Mr.
COBURN, Mr. McCAIN, Mr. VITTER, and Mr.
JOHANNS) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 4899,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 4178. Mr. REID submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 4899, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 4179. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 4899, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 4180. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 4899, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 4181. Ms. LANDRIEU (for herself, Mr.
VITTER, Mr. BEGICH, and Mr. SHELBY) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by her to the bill H.R. 4899, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 4182. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 4899, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 4183. Mr. WYDEN (for himself, Mr.
GRASSLEY, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr.
BENNET, Mr. UDALL of Colorado, Mr. BROWN
of Ohio, and Mr. KERRY) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 4899, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.
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SA 4184. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 4899, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 4185. Mr. ALEXANDER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 4899, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 4186. Mr. FEINGOLD submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 4899, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 4187. Mr. BINGAMAN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 4899, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 4183. Mr. BINGAMAN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 4899, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 4189. Mrs. GILLIBRAND submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 4899, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 4190. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 4899, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 4191. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 4899, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 4192. Mr. ENZI submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 4174 proposed by Mr. REID to the bill H.R.
4899, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 4193. Mr. ENZI submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 4174 proposed by Mr. REID to the bill H.R.
4899, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 4194. Mr. ENZI submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 4174 proposed by Mr. REID to the bill H.R.
4899, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 4195. Mr. ENZI submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 4174 proposed by Mr. REID to the bill H.R.
4899, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 4196. Mr. ENZI submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 4174 proposed by Mr. REID to the bill H.R.
4899, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 4197. Mr. ENZI submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 4174 proposed by Mr. REID to the bill H.R.
4899, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 4198. Mr. ENZI submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 4174 proposed by Mr. REID to the bill H.R.
4899, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 4199. Mrs. GILLIBRAND submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 4899, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

———
TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 4173. Mr. SESSIONS (for himself
and Mrs. MCCASKILL) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 4899, making emer-
gency supplemental appropriations for
disaster relief and summer jobs for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 2010,
and for other purposes; as follows:

At the end of the amendment, insert the
following:

SEC. . DISCRETIONARY SPENDING LIMITS.

(a) POINT OF ORDER.—It shall not be in
order in the House of Representatives or the
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Senate to consider any bill, joint resolution,
amendment, or conference report that in-
cludes any provision that would cause the
discretionary spending limits as set forth in
this section to be exceeded.

(b) LiMITS.—In this section, the term ‘‘dis-
cretionary spending limits’’ has the fol-
lowing meaning subject to adjustments in
subsection (c):

(1) For fiscal year 2011—

(A) for the defense category (budget func-
tion 050), $564,293,000,000 in budget authority;
and

(B) for the nondefense
$540,116,000,000 in budget authority.

(2) For fiscal year 2012—

(A) for the defense category (budget func-
tion 050), $573,612,000,000 in budget authority;
and

(B) for the nondefense
$543,790,000,000 in budget authority.

(3) For fiscal year 2013—

(A) for the defense category (budget func-
tion 050), $584,421,000,000 in budget authority;
and

(B) for the nondefense
$551,711,000,000 in budget authority.

(4) With respect to fiscal years following
2013, the President shall recommend and the
Congress shall consider legislation setting
limits for those fiscal years.

(¢) ADJUSTMENTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—After the reporting of a
bill or joint resolution relating to any mat-
ter described in paragraph (2), or the offering
of an amendment thereto or the submission
of a conference report thereon—

(A) the Chairman of the Senate Committee
on the Budget may adjust the discretionary
spending limits, the budgetary aggregates in
the concurrent resolution on the budget
most recently adopted by the Senate and the
House of Representatives, and allocations
pursuant to section 302(a) of the Congres-
sional Budget Act of 1974, by the amount of
new budget authority in that measure for
that purpose and the outlays flowing there
from; and

(B) following any adjustment under sub-
paragraph (A), the Senate Committee on Ap-
propriations may report appropriately re-
vised suballocations pursuant to section
302(b) of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974
to carry out this subsection.

(2) MATTERS DESCRIBED.—Matters referred
to in paragraph (1) are as follows:

(A) OVERSEAS DEPLOYMENTS AND OTHER AC-
TIVITIES.—If a bill or joint resolution is re-
ported making appropriations for fiscal year
2011, 2012, or 2013, that provides funding for
overseas deployments and other activities,
the adjustment for purposes paragraph (1)
shall be the amount of budget authority in
that measure for that purpose but not to ex-
ceed—

(i) with respect to fiscal year
$50,000,000,000 in new budget authority;

(ii) with respect to fiscal year 2012,
$50,000,000,000 in new budget authority; and

(iii) with respect to fiscal year 2013,
$50,000,000,000 in new budget authority.

(B) INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE TAX EN-
FORCEMENT.—

(i) IN GENERAL.—If a bill or joint resolution
is reported making appropriations for fiscal
year 2011, 2012, or 2013, that includes the
amount described in clause (ii)(I), plus an ad-
ditional amount for enhanced tax enforce-
ment to address the Federal tax gap (taxes
owed but not paid) described in clause
(ii)(II), the adjustment for purposes of para-
graph (1) shall be the amount of budget au-
thority in that measure for that initiative
not exceeding the amount specified in clause
(ii)(IT) for that fiscal year.

(ii) AMOUNTS.—The amounts referred to in
clause (i) are as follows:

category,

category,

category,

2011,
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(I) For fiscal year 2011, $7,171,000,000, for
fiscal year 2012, $7,243,000,000, and for fiscal
year 2013, $7,315,000,000.

(IT) For fiscal year 2011, $899,000,000, for fis-
cal year 2012, and $908,000,000, for fiscal year
2013, $917,000,000.

(C) CONTINUING DISABILITY REVIEWS AND SSI
REDETERMINATIONS.—

(i) IN GENERAL.—If a bill or joint resolution
is reported making appropriations for fiscal
year 2011, 2012, or 2013 that includes the
amount described in clause (ii)(I), plus an ad-
ditional amount for Continuing Disability
Reviews and Supplemental Security Income
Redeterminations for the Social Security
Administration described in clause (ii)II),
the adjustment for purposes of paragraph (1)
shall be the amount of budget authority in
that measure for that initiative not exceed-
ing the amount specified in clause (ii)(II) for
that fiscal year.

(ii) AMOUNTS.—The amounts referred to in
clause (i) are as follows:

(I) For fiscal year 2011, $276,000,000, for fis-
cal year 2012, $278,000,000, and for fiscal year
2013, $281,000,000.

(IT) For fiscal year 2011, $490,000,000; for fis-
cal year 2012, and $495,000,000; for fiscal year
2013, $500,000,000.

(iii) ASSET VERIFICATION.—

(I) IN GENERAL.—The additional appropria-
tion permitted under clause (ii)(II) may also
provide that a portion of that amount, not to
exceed the amount specified in subclause (II)
for that fiscal year instead may be used for
asset verification for Supplemental Security
Income recipients, but only if, and to the ex-
tent that the Office of the Chief Actuary es-
timates that the initiative would be at least
as cost effective as the redeterminations of
eligibility described in this subparagraph.

(II) AMOUNTS.—For fiscal year 2011,
$34,340,000, for fiscal year 2012, $34,683,000, and
for fiscal year 2013, $35,030,000.

(D) HEALTH CARE FRAUD AND ABUSE.—

(i) IN GENERAL.—If a bill or joint resolution
is reported making appropriations for fiscal
year 2011, 2012, or 2013 that includes the
amount described in clause (ii) for the
Health Care Fraud and Abuse Control pro-
gram at the Department of Health & Human
Services for that fiscal year, the adjustment
for purposes of paragraph (1) shall be the
amount of budget authority in that measure
for that initiative but not to exceed the
amount described in clause (ii).

(ii) AMOUNT.—The amount referred to in
clause (i) is for fiscal year 2011, $314,000,000,
for fiscal year 2012, $317,000,000, and for fiscal
year 2013, $320,000,000.

(E) UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE IMPROPER
PAYMENT REVIEWS.—If a bill or joint resolu-
tion is reported making appropriations for
fiscal year 2011, 2012, or 2013 that includes
$10,000,000, plus an additional amount for in-
person reemployment and eligibility assess-
ments and unemployment improper payment
reviews for the Department of Labor, the ad-
justment for purposes paragraph (1) shall be
the amount of budget authority in that
measure for that initiative but not to ex-
ceed—

(i) with respect to fiscal year 2011,
$51,000,000 in new budget authority;
(ii) with respect to fiscal year 2012,

$51,000,000 in new budget authority; and

(iii) with respect to fiscal year 2013,
$52,000,000 in new budget authority.

(F) LOW-INCOME HOME ENERGY ASSISTANCE
PROGRAM (LIHEAP).—If a bill or joint resolu-
tion is reported making appropriations for
fiscal year 2011, 2012, or 2013 that includes
$3,200,000,000 in funding for the Low-Income
Home Energy Assistance Program and pro-
vides an additional amount wup to
$1,900,000,000 for that program, the adjust-
ment for purposes of paragraph (1) shall be
the amount of budget authority in that
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