S4102

to be achieved by this adopted Tier 2/Gaso-
line Sulfur Rule to be cost-effective; and

Whereas, the United States Environmental
Protection Agency in October, 1999 proposed
a strategy to significantly reduce emissions
from on-highway heavy-duty vehicles (vehi-
cles of gross vehicle weight over 8,500
pounds), including diesel and gasoline en-
gines used in large commercial trucks, large
full-size pickup trucks, passenger vans, and
the largest sport utility vehicles; and

Whereas, this proposed strategy includes
both a first phase of new emission standards
for heavy-duty vehicles, and a second phase
to be proposed soon which will treat vehicles
and fuels as a combined system and intro-
duce both significant additional emission re-
duction requirements for heavy-duty vehi-
cles and, in order to enable new emissions-
control technology on heavy trucks, require-
ments that the sulfur content of highway
diesel fuel be reduced by approximately 90
percent from its current level of 500 parts per
million (ppm); and

Whereas, diesel vehicle emissions control
technology has advanced sufficiently that
diesel vehicles can cost-effectively achieve
similar emission reductions to requirements
recently adopted for gasoline vehicles; and

Whereas, non-highway gasoline and diesel
vehicles, including construction and farm ve-
hicles and off-road recreational vehicles, as
well as other diesel engines, can often
achieve emission controls at a similar cost
and with similar cost-effectiveness as high-
way vehicles; and

Whereas, reductions in the sulfur content
of highway diesel fuel are cost-effective and
necessary to enable the use of new diesel ve-
hicle emissions-control technology; and

Whereas, changes in fuel formulation are
most efficiently and equitably implemented
on a nationwide or regionwide basis; and

Whereas, in the absence of appropriately
stringent nationally applicable standards for
heavy-duty vehicle emissions and diesel fuel
sulfur, many states may adopt their own
standards, resulting in a complex and ineffi-
cient regulatory system for vehicles and
fuels, with negative financial effects on con-
sumers, manufacturers, and refiners; and

Whereas, the estimated cost per ton of
emissions reduced in the first phase of the
United States Environmental Protection
Agency’s proposed strategy is less than 1/2 of
the cost per ton of the recent Tier 2/Gasoline
Sulfur Rule, and less than the cost of many
emission reductions currently being required
for electricity generation plants; and

Whereas, additional financial incentives
for vehicle users and fuel suppliers to provide
emission reductions beyond those mandated
by these rules are likely to produce addi-
tional cost-effective emission reductions at
minimal cost; and

Whereas, Governor Shaheen has written a
letter dated February 2, 2000 supporting this
concurrent resolution; now, therefore be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives, the
Senate concurring:

That the United States Environmental
Protection Agency is hereby commended for
adopting its so-called Tier 2/Gasoline Sulfur
Rule; and

That the United States Environmental
Protection Agency should adopt the new
emissions standards for on-highway heavy-
duty vehicles proposed in the first phase of
its proposed heavy-duty vehicle strategy,
without any significant amendment that
would weaken the proposed standards; and

That the United States Environmental
Protection Agency should propose and adopt
a second phase of integrated vehicle stand-
ards and diesel fuel sulfur rules similar to
those outlined in its descriptions to date of
its heavy-duty vehicle strategy, provided
that they are at least as cost-effective as the
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reductions contained in the Tier 2/Gasoline
Sulfur Rule; and

That the United States Environmental
Protection Agency should propose and adopt
similar additional integrated vehicle stand-
ards and diesel fuel sulfur rules for non-high-
way gasoline and diesel vehicles, in addition
to those for highway vehicles, provided that
they are also at least as cost-effective as the
reductions contained in the Tier 2/Gasoline
Sulfur Rule; and

That the United States Environmental
Protection Agency should propose and adopt
similar standards for other diesel engines,
provided that they are also at least as cost-
effective as the reductions contained in the
Tier 2/Gasoline Sulfur rule; and

That the United States Environmental
Protection Agency should investigate op-
tions for providing financial incentives for
vehicle users and fuel suppliers that produce
additional emission reductions beyond those
mandated by these rules in order to obtain
additional cost-effective emission reductions
at minimal cost; and

That copies of this resolution be sent by
the house clerk to the President of the
United States, the President of the United
States Senate, the Speaker of the United
States House of Representatives, the chair-
persons of committees of the United States
Congress having jurisdiction over the Clean
Air Act, the Administrator of the United
States Environmental Protection Agency,
and each member of the New Hampshire con-
gressional delegation.

———

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following reports of committees
were submitted:

By Mr. STEVENS, from the Committee on
Appropriations:

Special Report entitled ¢‘Allocation to
Subcommittees of Budget Totals from the
Concurrent Resolution for Fiscal Year 2001’
(Rept. No. 106-296).

By Mr. LUGAR, from the Committee on
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry, with-
out amendment:

S. 345: A bill to amend the Animal Welfare
Act to remove the limitation that permits
interstate movement of live birds, for the
purpose of fighting, to States in which ani-
mal fighting is lawful (Rept. No. 106-297).

———

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF
COMMITTEES

The following executive reports of
committees were submitted:

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, for the Com-
mittee on Armed Services:

The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the United States Air Force to the
grade indicated under title 10, U.S.C., section
624:

To be brigadier general
Col. John J. Catton Jr., 0000

The following named officer for appoint-
ment to the Reserve of the Air Force to the
grade indicated under title 10, U.S.C., section
12203:

To be brigadier general
Col. Robert E. Lytle, 0000

The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the United States Air Force to the
grade indicated while assigned to a position
of importance and responsibility under title
10, U.S.C., section 601:

To be lieutenant general
Lt. Gen. Donald G. Cook, 0000

The following named officer for appoint-

ment in the United States Air Force to the
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grade indicated while assigned to a position
of importance and responsibility under title
10, U.S.C., section 601:
To be lieutenant general
Lt. Gen. Roger G. DeKok, 0000
The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the United States Air Force to the
grade indicated while assigned to a position
of importance and responsibility under title
10, U.S.C., section 601:
To be lieutenant general
Maj. Gen. Robert C. Hinson, 0000
The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the United States Air Force to the
grade indicated while assigned to a position
of importance and responsibility under title
10, U.S.C., section 601:
To be general
Lt. Gen. Hal M. Hornburg, 0000
The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the United States Air Force to the
grade indicated while assigned to a position
of importance and responsibility under title
10, U.S.C., section 601:
To be lieutenant general
Maj. Gen. Joseph H. Wehrle Jr., 0000
The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the United States Army to the grade
indicated under title 10, U.S.C., section 624:
To be brigadier general
Col. Charles W. Fletcher Jr., 0000
The following named officers for appoint-
ment in the United States Navy to the grade
indicated under title 10, U.S.C., section 624:
To be rear admiral

Rear Adm. (1h) Philip M. Balisle, 0000
Rear Adm. (1h) John T. Byrd, 0000
Rear Adm. (1h) William W. Cobb Jr., 0000
Rear Adm. (1Ih) Christopher W. Cole, 0000
Rear Adm. (1h) David R. Ellison, 0000
Rear Adm. (1h) David T. Hart Jr., 0000
Rear Adm. (1h) Kenneth F. Heimgartner, 0000
Rear Adm. (1h) Joseph G. Henry, 0000
Rear Adm. (1h) Gerald L. Hoewing, 0000
Rear Adm. (Ih) Michael L. Holmes, 0000
Rear Adm. (Ih) William R. Klemm, 0000
Rear Adm. (1h) Michael D. Malone, 0000
Rear Adm. (Ih) Peter W. Marzluff, 0000
Rear Adm. (Ih) James D. McArthur Jr., 0000
Rear Adm. (1h) Michael J. McCabe, 0000
Rear Adm. (1Ih) David C. Nichols Jr., 0000
Rear Adm. (Ih) Perry M. Ratliff, 0000
Rear Adm. (1h) Gary Roughead, 0000
Rear Adm. (Ih) Kenneth D. Slaght, 0000
Rear Adm. (Ih) Stanley R. Szemborski, 0000
Rear Adm. (1h) Henry G. Ulrich III, 0000
Rear Adm. (1h) George E. Voelker, 0000
Rear Adm. (Ih) Robert F. Willard, 0000

The following named officer for appoint-
ment as Chief of Chaplains, United States
Navy, and appointment to the grade indi-
cated under title 10, U.S.C., section 5142:

To be rear admiral

Rear Adm. (1h) Barry C. Black, 0000

The following named officer for appoint-
ment as Chief of Naval Operations, United
States Navy, and appointment to the grade
indicated while assigned to a position of im-
portance and responsibility under title 10,
U.S.C., sections 601 and 5033:

To be admiral

Adm. Vernon E. Clark, 0000

(The above nominations were re-
ported with the recommendation that
they be confirmed.)

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, for the
Committee on Armed Services, I report
favorably nomination lists which were
printed in the RECORDS of the dates in-
dicated, and ask unanimous consent, to
save the expense of reprinting on the
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