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S. RES. 500

At the request of Mr. BROWNBACK, the
name of the Senator from Louisiana
(Mr. VITTER) was added as a cosponsor
of S. Res. 500, a resolution expressing
the sense of Congress that the Russian
Federation should fully protect the
freedoms of all religious communities
without distinction, whether registered
or unregistered, as stipulated by the
Russian Constitution and international
standards.

AMENDMENT NO. 4548

At the request of Mr. VITTER, the
name of the Senator from Oklahoma
(Mr. COBURN) was added as a cosponsor
of amendment No. 4548 proposed to
H.R. 5441, a bill making appropriations
for the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2007, and for other purposes.

At the request of Ms. STABENOW, her
name was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 4548 proposed to H.R.
5441, supra.

———

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mr. HATCH (for himself and
Mr. BENNETT):

S. 3632. A bill to provide for the sale
of approximately 25 acres of public
land to the Turn-About Ranch,
Escalante, Utah, at fair market value;
to the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources.

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I rise to
introduce legislation that would cor-
rect a property trespass question in-
volving a 25-acre parcel of Bureau of
Land Management, BLM, land in Gar-
field County, UT. The parcel is part of
the Turn-About Ranch, which hosts a
successful and popular program to re-
habilitate troubled youth.

The trespass conflict is the result of
an erroneous survey at the time that
Congress approved a major land ex-
change—Public Law 105-335—between
the State of Utah and the BLM in Jan-
uary 1999. The legislation at hand
would grant the owners of the ranch
the opportunity to purchase the erro-
neously surveyed land at fair market
value so that this very important pro-
gram for at-risk youth can continue
unimpeded.

Since 1995, Turn-About Ranch has
graduated some 500 troubled and at-
risk teenagers through an intense pro-
gram of training and rehabilitation.
The ranch employs some 35 Garfield
County residents, and the Turn-About
Ranch program has strong support
from the local community and the
local civic leaders in the area.

Historically used for agriculture and
grazing purposes, it was purchased by
the Townsend Family and leased to
Turn-About Ranch, Inc., for the pur-
pose of restoring dignity and self-es-
teem to wayward teenagers. Because
Government-owned land administered
by the BLM surrounds the private land,
the only way to resolve the trespass is
to ask for the blessing of Congress.

Mr. President, this legislation offers
a simple and fair solution to a fairly
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technical problem on our public lands.
I hope Congress can use this legislation
to resolve this problem in the very
near future.

By Mr. INHOFE (for himself, Mr.

NELSON of Nebraska, Ms.
SNOWE, Mr. WARNER, Mr.
GRAHAM, Mr. DEWINE, Mr. STE-
VENS, Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr.
BUNNING, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. CRAIG,
Mr. KyL, Mr. ENSIGN, Mr.
COBURN, Mr. SHELBY, Mr. THOM-
AS, Mr. DEMINT, Mr.
CHAMBLISS, Mrs. HUTCHISON,

Mr. VITTER, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr.
SESSIONS, Mr. THUNE, Mr. BOND,
Mr. SMITH, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr.
GREGG, Mr. BURNS, Mr. TALENT,
Mr. BURR, Mr. ALLEN, and Mrs.
DOLE):

S. 3633. A bill to require the with-
holding of United States contributions
to the United Nations until the Presi-
dent certifies that the United Nations
is not engaged in global taxation
schemes; to the Committee on Foreign
Relations.

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, today I
introduce to you a bill to prevent the
imposition of global taxes on the
United States. The current efforts of
the United Nations and other inter-
national organizations to develop, ad-
vocate, endorse, promote, and publicize
proposals to raise revenue by insti-
tuting international taxes are unac-
ceptable.

The United Nations is not a sov-
ereign nation and, therefore, does not
have the legal capacity to levy taxes.
Furthermore, paying taxes to an inter-
national organization like the TUN
would impair global commerce, hinder
the defense capabilities of the United
States, and continue to line the pock-
ets of an organization that has histori-
cally been replete with mismanage-
ment and corruption, especially in re-
cent years. In order to avoid these con-
sequences, the bill I bring before you
will withhold 20 percent of dues from
the United Nations and other inter-
national organizations if they continue
to promote global taxes. Its passage
will help preserve the sovereignty of
our Nation and save American tax-
payers from potentially paying billions
of dollars every year to international
organizations.

The United Nations’ record of devel-
oping and advocating global taxation
goes back for more than a decade. Usu-
ally the organization’s efforts have
been done quietly so as not to elicit the
ire of the United States. However, in
1996 Secretary General Boutros-
Boutros Ghali delivered a speech at Ox-
ford University in which he openly em-
braced the concept of global taxes and
authoritarian world government. Spe-
cifically, the Secretary General ex-
pressed a desire for the United Nations
to ‘‘not be under the daily financial
will of the member states.”” Though the
U.N. had tried to circumvent the Secu-
rity Council and avoid member state
scrutiny for many years by borrowing
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from international financial institu-
tions, assuming control of bonds issued
by Member States, and imposing fees
on an extensive range of transactions,
goods and services, this was the first
time the concept of global taxation was
s0 explicitly advocated.

In response to the United Nations’
actions, Senator Bob Dole and Rep-
resentative Gerald Solomon introduced
bills in both Houses of Congress in Jan-
uary of 1996 to put a stop to the United
Nations’ antics. These bills prohibited
any voluntary or assessed contribu-
tions from the United States to the
United Nations if the United Nations
continued to develop and promote pro-
posals for international taxes and fees.
That legislation passed through the
104th and the 105th Congresses to be-
come public law.

Still, the United Nations continued
to pursue global taxation. Later in
1996, the United Nations Economic and
Social Council fully debated inter-
national taxation. After that, a United
Nations Development Programme re-
search project resulted in the pub-
lishing of a text entitled ‘‘The Tobin
Tax,” which proposed a currency trans-
action tax. Global taxation was dis-
cussed in ‘“The Human Development
Report” in 1999 as well as at the United
Nations Preparatory Committee for
the International Conference on Fi-
nancing for Development in 2001. Also
in 2001, Ernesto Zedillo published a re-
port which concluded ‘‘there is a gen-
uine need to establish, by international
consensus, stable and contractual new
sources of multilateral finance.” Dia-
log arose at the Conference on Sharing
Global Prosperity in Helsinki in 2003.
In 2004, the United Nations University-
World Institute for Development Eco-
nomics Research issued a study on
global taxation.

Recently, the 2005 ‘“‘Human Develop-
ment Report’” discussed proposals to
levy international taxes in order to
fund the U.N.’s Millennium Develop-
ment Goals. Some of the taxes the
United Nations proposed in this report
were taxes on aviation fuel, an airline
passenger tax, and a currency trans-
action tax like the Tobin tax. At other
points in time the U.N. has considered
a global environmental levy, an ocean
freight tax on international trade, and
a military expenditures and arms tax.

Innovative development financing
mechanisms were the primary topics of
discussion at a conference held in Paris
on February 28 and March 1 of 2006. As
a result of this conference and other
discussions, various nations, most no-
tably France, are already imple-
menting an international tax on airline
travel, with the approval of Xofi
Annan. Plans for global taxes on cur-
rency transactions, energy use, and
United States companies are also being
considered. An official U.N.-sponsored
book, ‘“New Sources of Development
Finance,” says that a proposed tax on
oil, gas, coal and other carbon-based
fuels could produce $750 billion a year
in revenue for the U.N. and other glob-
al purposes.
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We have frequently reminded the
United Nations of our sentiments re-
garding global taxation after legisla-
tion formally passed through Congress
in 1996 and 1998. Recently, on August
30, 2005, the U.S. representative to the
United Nations, John R. Bolton, clear-
ly stated ‘‘the United States does not
accept global aid targets or global
taxes.” Shortly after, on September 13,
2005, 16 Senators joined with me in
sending a letter to Kofi Annan which
reiterated Mr. Bolton’s message. Still,
the United Nations has continued to
research and promote different forms
of international taxation.

Since the United Nations is not lis-
tening to the United States, now it is
time for Congress to back up our
words. The bill I am introducing along
with 31 colleagues states that if the
United Nations or other international
organizations continue to pursue glob-
al taxation, the United States will
withhold 20 percent of assessed con-
tributions to the regular budget of
these organizations. This measure
would last until certification is given
by the President to Congress that nei-
ther the United Nations nor any other
international organization has legal
taxation authority in the TUnited
States, that no taxes or fees have been
imposed on the United States, and that
no taxes have been proposed by any of
these organizations.

The fascination of the United Na-
tions and other international organiza-
tions with international taxation has
gone on too long. Please join me in
taking a stand for the sovereignty of
our Nation by supporting this bill.

By Mr. JEFFORDS (for himself
and Mr. LEAHY):

S. 3634. A bill to amend the Nuclear
Waste Policy Act of 1982 to improve the
material control and accounting and
data management systems used by ci-
vilian nuclear power reactors to better
account for spent nuclear fuel and re-
duce the risks associated with the han-
dling of those materials; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public
Works.

Mr. JEFFORDS. Mr. President, today
I am introducing the Spent Nuclear
Fuel Control and Accounting Act of
2006. I am pleased to be joined by the
Senior Senator from Vermont, Mr.
LEAHY, in introducing this legislation.
In the other body, our colleague from
Vermont, Congressman SANDERS, is in-
troducing a companion measure. This
legislation is designed to improve the
safety and security of spent nuclear
fuel generated by our Nation’s nuclear
powerplants.

Approximately 2,000 metric tons of
spent nuclear fuel are generated by the
Nation’s 103 nuclear powerplants each
year. Spent nuclear fuel is no longer
able to generate power but is still in-
tensely radioactive and continues to
generate heat for tens of thousands of
years. Radiation produced by the fuel
can Kill a person within minutes if
they are directly exposed.

Terrorist attacks in the U.S. have
heightened public concern generally
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about whether this highly radioactive
material could be stolen and used mali-
ciously. Although the Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission, NRC, argues that
spent nuclear fuel is ‘‘self-protecting”’
because of its high radioactivity, the
potential for harm to human health
and the environment warrants close at-
tention to the control and accounting
of this material.

I am introducing this legislation be-
cause there have been several instances
of lost spent nuclear fuel at operating
plants in the past few years, including
in my own home State. Such losses
have eroded public confidence in the
job the NRC is doing. Following the
loss of spent fuel rod fragments at
Vermont Yankee in 2004, I requested
that GAO study the issue of how the
NRC controls such material. In its
April 2005 report, the GAO rec-
ommended that the NRC establish re-
quirements for the control of indi-
vidual fuel rods and fragments and de-
velop inspection procedures to verify
plants’ compliance.

NRC currently has no regulations
that specifically deal with the tracking
and recordkeeping of spent nuclear fuel
of this type. While the NRC generally
has regulations requiring plant opera-
tors to maintain records of their spent
nuclear fuel they do not specify how in-
dividual fuel rods and fragments should
be tracked. Additionally, the NRC re-
quires plant operators to inventory
spent fuel at least once a year, but does
not specify how that inventory should
be conducted. Because of this lack of
specificity in its regulations, there is
considerable variation among nuclear
powerplants in how regulations are im-
plemented. Plus, the NRC no longer
monitors plants’ compliance with its

tracking and accounting regulations.

While the NRC has been working ad-
ministratively to address the issues
identified in the GAO report, the pro-
posed legislation would require the
NRC to more effectively control and
account for spent nuclear fuel. The
NRC needs to redouble its efforts to
shore up public confidence in its regu-
latory efforts. This is a difficult task,
but one that is critically important.

This bill will focus on the safe oper-
ation and management of existing nu-
clear powerplants. The NRC and the
nuclear industry are planning for a
“nuclear renaissance” with the con-
struction of new nuclear plants. The
NRC estimates that it will receive 18
new license requests between now and
the year 2012. But, we must maintain
continued oversight over existing
plants and pay particular attention to
the safe management of spent nuclear
fuel. The public needs to be confident
that the current system operates well,
or they will likely not accept a new
generation of plants.

The Spent Nuclear Fuel Control and
Accounting Act of 2006 directs NRC to
develop regulations which would im-
prove the current system of control
and accounting for spent nuclear fuel
and would help prevent incidents like
the one which occurred at Vermont
Yankee.
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In the case of Vermont Yankee, oper-
ated by Entergy, the plant’s operators
discovered that two pieces of a radio-
active fuel rod were missing from the
plant’s storage facilities on April 21,
2004. During a scheduled fuel outage,
the plant conducted a special inspec-
tion requested by the NRC to document
the location of its fuel rods, both spent
and unspent.

The documentation of the pieces’ lo-
cation was requested by the NRC as
part of a follow up to the loss of two
complete spent fuel rods at the Mill-
stone plant in Connecticut in 2000. At
Vermont Yankee, the missing pieces
were 7 and 17 inches long, and came
from a fuel rod sent to the Vermont
Yankee plant by General Electric in
1979 that arrived broken. When the rod
broke, the pieces were placed in a lead
bucket at the bottom of the spent fuel
pool, in which low-level waste was peri-
odically also stored. Later it was
learned that a special storage con-
tainer was ordered from General Elec-
tric to house these pieces, and that
they were stored in a different part of
the fuel pool.

The NRC was involved in Entergy’s
efforts to use a remote-control camera
to see if the misplaced rod pieces were
among the spent fuel rods in the
plant’s spent fuel pool. Entergy also re-
viewed paper records to see if two miss-
ing fuel rods from the plant were
shipped to waste storage facilities in
South Carolina or the State of Wash-
ington. The spent fuel rods were even-
tually located on July 15, 2004, after a
search in which Entergy estimates
company employees and outside con-
tractors had spent between 9,000 and
10,000 hours involved in the search.

A similar event occurred at the Mill-
stone nuclear powerplant in Con-
necticut in 2000 and at the Humboldt
Bay plant in California in July 2004.
Pacific Gas and Electric officials
searched for three missing uranium
components of a used nuclear fuel rod
in the reactor pool at the decommis-
sioned Humboldt Bay nuclear power-
plant near Eureka, CA. Each of the
pieces of the missing Humboldt Bay
fuel rod is 18 inches long, has the width
of a pencil and contains uranium fuel
encased in steel. The rods from the
Humboldt Bay and Millstone plants are
still missing. The Millstone plant paid
a $288,000 fine for the loss of its fuel.

When the Millstone incident oc-
curred, the NRC said that fuel rods had
never before gone missing in the his-
tory of commercial nuclear power in
the United States. While I know that
the materials at Vermont Yankee were
found to be missing due in part to a
special inspection the NRC instituted
after Millstone, the sad fact is that fuel
again went missing. I do not want
missing fuel to become the norm. It is
not enough to tell the public that we
“think” it is likely that highly radio-
active material went to storage. Cer-
tainly it is poor government manage-
ment not to look carefully at how the
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utilities conducted these searches for
missing fuel rods, draw out lessons, de-
velop best management practices, and
safeguard and protect the existing
paper trail we have for the waste
stored at our Nation’s nuclear power
plants. We must improve our nuclear
materials accounting system, and my
legislation is the first step in doing so.

This legislation calls for NRC to pay
special attention to loose individual
spent fuel rods and rod fragments like
those lost at the Vermont Yankee
plant. It requires NRC to report when
loose fuel rods and fragments result
and requires NRC to conduct an annual
inspection to make sure that plants are
complying with waste tracking re-
quirements. Additionally, the bill in-
structs NRC to develop best manage-
ment practices for the safe storage of
individual rods and fragments and for
the inventory of spent nuclear fuel.
The legislation will require NRC to
modernize its data management sys-
tems by developing an updated elec-
tronic system for storing data and for
tracking the location of spent nuclear
fuel. The creation of an electronic
database of spent fuel storage records
would help secure this important infor-
mation from aging plants that are
being uprated and relicensed and also
require the new fleet of plants to use a
uniform electronic system. Finally,
this bill would track the movement of
spent nuclear fuel onsite at nuclear
powerplants and offsite to other facili-
ties by requiring that manifests indi-
cate whether shipments contain fuel
rods or fragments.

I believe that this bill will be an im-
portant step towards improving secu-
rity related to one of the most haz-
ardous materials made by humans—
spent nuclear fuel. This bill would in-
crease the scrutiny on the tracking of
this material and ensure that spent nu-
clear fuel remains safely stored in ap-
propriate facilities and does not end up
in the wrong hands.

I ask unanimous consent that a copy
of my bill be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the text of
the bill was ordered to be printed in
the RECORD, as follows:

S. 3634

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Spent Nu-
clear Fuel Control and Accounting Act of
2006,

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds that—

(1) several incidents involving missing or
unaccounted-for spent nuclear fuel have oc-
curred at civilian nuclear power reactors, in-
cluding—

(A) the Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power
Plant;

(B) the Humboldt Bay Nuclear Power Plant
(California); and

(C) the Millstone Nuclear Power Station
(Connecticut);

(2) weaknesses in the accounting and con-
trol of spent nuclear fuel have been identi-
fied at several other civilian nuclear power
reactors;
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(3) data provided by the Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission indicate that—

(A) operators of most civilian nuclear
power reactors have removed spent fuel rods
from their fuel assemblies; and

(B) those rods are stored onsite in spent
fuel pools or dry casks or have been shipped
offsite to a storage facility;

(4) individual spent fuel rods and fragments
may also result from the loading of a new as-
sembly and therefore may be new fuel;

(5) individual spent fuel rods, and espe-
cially fragments of spent fuel rods, are—

(A) highly radioactive; and

(B) much smaller and lighter than fuel as-
semblies;

(6) while regulations promulgated by the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission require ci-
vilian nuclear power reactors to control and
account for spent nuclear fuel, they do not
cover—

(A) individual spent fuel rods that have
been removed from an assembly; and

(B) fragments of spent fuel rods;

(7) the storage and oversight of individual
spent fuel rods at civilian nuclear power re-
actors have not been managed in a con-
sistent manner;

(8) the lack of specific guidance in the reg-
ulations promulgated by the Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission relating to how civilian
nuclear power reactors should conduct phys-
ical inventories has resulted in inconsistent
compliance with those regulations;

(9) the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
does not evaluate the compliance of civilian
nuclear power reactors with the material
control and accounting regulations promul-
gated by the Commission;

(10) the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
has much to do to implement the rec-
ommendations listed in the report published
by the Government Accountability Office ti-
tled “NRC Needs to Do More to Ensure that
Power Plants Are Effectively Controlling
Spent Nuclear Fuel’’; and

(11) the effective implementation of mate-
rial control and accounting regulations by
civilian nuclear power reactors is of great
importance to the United States because of
the potential safety and security con-
sequences for failing to manage spent nu-
clear fuel, especially in the aftermath of ter-
rorist attacks in the United States.

SEC. 3. MATERIAL CONTROL AND ACCOUNTING
OF DISMANTLED FUEL ASSEMBLY.

The Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982 (42
U.S.C. 10101 et seq.) is amended by adding
after section 137 the following:

“SEC. 138. MATERIAL CONTROL AND ACCOUNT-
ING OF INDIVIDUAL RODS AND
FRAGMENTS FROM A DISMANTLED
FUEL ASSEMBLY.

‘“‘(a) PROMULGATION OF REGULATIONS.—The
Commission shall promulgate regulations to
require each civilian nuclear power reactor
to provide to the Commission a report that
contains a detailed record of each individual
spent fuel rod, and each fragment of a spent
fuel rod, that results from the loading or dis-
mantling of a fuel assembly.

““(b) ANNUAL INSPECTION.—The Commission
shall promulgate regulations to require an
annual inspection by the Commission of each
civilian nuclear power reactor to determine
the compliance of the civilian nuclear power
reactor with regulations relating to the ma-
terial control and accounting of spent nu-
clear fuel promulgated by the Commission.
“SEC. 139. GUIDANCE FOR STORING INDIVIDUAL

FUEL RODS AND FRAGMENTS.

“The Commission shall develop and make
available to each civilian nuclear power re-
actor guidance that describes—

‘(1) best management practices relating
to—

‘“(A) the procedures that a civilian nuclear
power reactor should use to store individual
fuel rods and fragments on site; and
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‘(B) the selection of suitable locations for
the storage of individual fuel rods and frag-
ments; and

‘(2) suitable inventory practices relating
to—

‘“(A) the manner in which a civilian nu-
clear power reactor should conduct an an-
nual inventory of any spent nuclear fuel, in-
cluding individual fuel rods and fragments;
and

‘(B) the manner in which a civilian nu-
clear power reactor should catalogue each
item of spent nuclear fuel, including indi-
vidual rods and fragments located at the ci-
vilian nuclear power reactor.

“SEC. 140. ELECTRONIC DATA MANAGEMENT AND
WASTE TRACKING SYSTEM.

‘‘(a) DEVELOPMENT OF SYSTEM.—The Com-
mission shall develop an electronic data
management and waste tracking system—

‘(1) to store and access the records of each
civilian nuclear power reactor; and

‘(2) to track the location of spent nuclear
fuel including individual rods and fragments.

“(b) ADOPTION OF ELECTRONIC DATA MAN-
AGEMENT AND WASTE TRACKING SYSTEM BY
CIVILIAN NUCLEAR POWER REACTORS.—The
Commission shall promulgate regulations to
require each civilian nuclear power reactor—

‘(1) in the case of a civilian nuclear power
reactor that is licensed before the date of en-
actment of this section, to digitize the exist-
ing records of the civilian nuclear power re-
actor; and

‘(2) in the case of a civilian nuclear power
reactor that is licensed on or after the date
of enactment of this Act, to implement and
use the electronic data management and
waste tracking system described in sub-
section (a).

“(c) EVALUATION OF EXISTING ELECTRONIC
DATA MANAGEMENT AND WASTE TRACKING
SYSTEMS.—The Commission may evaluate
existing electronic data management and
waste tracking systems to determine wheth-
er those systems could be modified for pur-
poses of complying with subsection (a).”.
SEC. 4. MANIFEST REQUIREMENT FOR SPENT NU-

CLEAR FUEL.

The Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982 (42
U.S.C. 10101 et seq.) is amended by inserting
after section 180 the following:

“SEC. 181. MANIFEST REQUIREMENT FOR SPENT
NUCLEAR FUEL.

‘“(a) DEVELOPMENT OF MANIFEST.—The
Commission shall develop a detailed mani-
fest form for the onsite transportation of
spent fuel that indicates whether the pack-
age containing the spent fuel contains indi-
vidual rods or fragments.

“(b) PROMULGATION OF REGULATIONS.—The
Commission shall promulgate regulations to
require each civilian nuclear power reactor
to provide to the Commission a completed
detailed manifest form developed under sub-
section (a) to identify and track any spent
fuel rod or rod fragment that is transported
within the premises of the civilian nuclear
power reactor.

“SEC. 182. IDENTIFICATION OF SPENT FUEL OR
ROD FRAGMENTS TRANSPORTED
OUTSIDE PREMISES OF CIVILIAN NU-
CLEAR POWER REACTORS.

“The Commission, in consultation with the
Department of Transportation, shall identify
any spent fuel rod or rod fragment that is
transported outside the premises of the civil-
ian nuclear power reactor through use of
manifests used by the Department of Trans-
portation.”.

SEC. 5. CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.

The table of contents of the Nuclear Waste
Policy Act of 1982 (42 U.S.C. 10101 note; 96
Stat. 2201) is amended—

(1) by adding after the item relating to sec-
tion 137 the following:

‘“Sec. 138. Material control and accounting
of dismantled fuel assembly.
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“Sec. 139. Guidance for storing spent nu-
clear fuel.

‘““Sec. 140. Electronic data management and
waste tracking system.”’.

and;
(2) by adding after the item relating to sec-
tion 180 the following:

‘“Sec. 181. Manifest requirement for spent
nuclear fuel.

‘“Sec. 182. Identification of spent fuel or rod
fragments transported outside
premises of civilian nuclear
power reactors.”’.

By Mr. DOMENICI (for himself
and Mr. BINGAMAN):

S. 3635: A bill to direct the Secretary
of the Interior to take into trust 2 par-
cels of Federal land for the benefit of
certain Indian Pubelos on the State of
New Mexico; to the Committee on In-
dian Affairs.

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, I rise
today to introduce the Albuquerque In-
dian Schools Act of 2006. I want to
thank Senator BINGAMAN for joining
me as a cosponsor of the bill.

The Albuquerque Indian Schools—
AIS—Act of 2006 seeks to consolidate
two parcels of federal land and take
this land into trust for the 19 pueblos—
Acoma, Cochiti, Isleta, Jemez, Liaguna,
Nambe, Ohkay Owingeh, Picuris,
Pojoaque, San Felipe, San Ildefonso,
Sandia, Santa Ana, Santa Clara, Santo
Domingo, Taos, Tesuque, Zia and Zuni.
I believe this property, if transferred,
would receive greater utilization and
benefit the economic development of
the 19 pueblos.

In 1981, the 19 New Mexico pueblos
petitioned the United States for the
transfer of 44 acres from the Albu-
querque Indian School site for the pur-
pose of economic development and in
1984 the Assistant Secretary of the In-
terior conveyed the 44 acres to the
pueblos. This land is currently under
development by the 19 New Mexico
pueblos. They have constructed a
150,000 square foot Department of the
Interior building which houses the
southern regional office of the Bureau
of Indian Affairs, BIA, and a 150,000
square foot Department of the Interior
office building that houses the Na-
tional BIA Training Center and the
BIA Data Center. In addition, the pueb-
los are starting construction on a hotel
and are preparing to begin several re-
tail projects.

In 2003, the 19 pueblos requested con-
veyance of the two remaining tracts of
land that are located south of Inter-
state 40. This land contains various
metal buildings, which have deterio-
rated to the point that they have no
value at this time.

The return of these two properties to
the 19 pueblos is supported by the
southwestern regional office of the
BIA. With the addition of these two
tracts, the 19 pueblos will be able to
continue their successful economic de-
velopment of the Albuquerque Indian
School property, which will benefit not
only the 19 New Mexico pueblos, but
each individual tribal member.
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Mr. President I ask unanimous con-
sent that a copy of the bill be printed
in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the text of
the bill was ordered to be printed in
the RECORD, as follows:

S. 3635

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘““Albuquerque
Indian School Act’.

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) 19 PUEBLOS.—The term ‘19 Pueblos”
means the New Mexico Indian Pueblos of—

(A) Acoma;

(B) Cochiti;

(C) Isleta;

(D) Jemez;

(E) Laguna;

(F) Nambe;

(G) Ohkay Owingeh (San Juan);

(H) Picuris;

(I) Pojoaque;

(J) San Felipe;

(K) San Ildefonso;

(L) Sandia;

(M) Santa Ana;

(N) Santa Clara;

(0O) Santo Domingo;

(P) Taos;

(Q) Tesuque;

(R) Zia; and

(S) Zuni.

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’
means the Secretary of the Interior (or a
designee).

SEC. 3. LAND TAKEN INTO TRUST FOR BENEFIT
OF 19 PUEBLOS.

(a) ACTION BY SECRETARY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall take
into trust all right, title, and interest of the
United States in and to the land described in
subsection (b) (including any improvements
and appurtenances to the land) for the ben-
efit of the 19 Pueblos.

(2) ADMINISTRATION.—The Secretary shall—

(A) take such action as the Secretary de-
termines to be necessary to document the
transfer under paragraph (1); and

(B) appropriately assign each applicable
private and municipal utility and service
right or agreement.

(b) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.—The land re-
ferred to in subsection (a)(1) is the 2 tracts of
Federal land, the combined acreage of which
is approximately 18.3046 acres, that were his-
torically part of the Albuquerque Indian
School, more particularly described as fol-
lows:

(1) TrACT B.—The approximately 5.9211
acres located in sec. 7 and sec. 8 of T. 10 N.,
R. 3 E., of the New Mexico Principal Merid-
ian in the city of Albuquerque, New Mexico,
as identified on the map entitled ‘‘Site Map
of the Albuquerque Indian School Property’’
(including attachments).

(2) TRACT D.—The approximately 12.3835
acres located in sec. 7 and sec. 8 of T. 10 N,
R. 3 E., of the New Mexico Principal Merid-
ian in the city of Albuquerque, New Mexico,
as identified on the map entitled ‘‘Site Map
of the Albuquerque Indian School Property”’
(including attachments).

(c) USE orF LAND.—The land taken into
trust under subsection (a) shall be used for
the educational, health, cultural, business,
and economic development of the 19 Pueblos.

(d) LIMITATIONS AND CONDITIONS.—The land
taken into trust under subsection (a) shall
remain subject to any private or municipal
encumbrance, right-of-way, restriction, ease-
ment of record, or utility service agreement
in effect on the date of enactment of this
Act.
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SEC. 4. EFFECT OF OTHER LAWS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided in this section, land taken into trust
under section 3(a) shall be subject to Federal
laws relating to Indian land.

(b) GAMING.—No gaming activity (within
the meaning of the Indian Gaming Regu-
latory Act (256 U.S.C. 2701 et seq.)) shall be
carried out on land taken into trust under
section 3(a).

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I'm
pleased today to join my colleague
Senator DOMENICI in sponsoring the Al-
buquerque Indian School Act. This bill
would direct the Secretary of Interior
to take lands no longer being used by
the Bureau of Indian Affairs in Albu-
querque and hold them in trust for the
benefit of the 19 pueblos. The bill dis-
allows gaming on the property.

In addition to being a good thing for
the pueblos, this transfer promises to
be beneficial to the surrounding com-
munity, as several deteriorating struc-
tures will be renewed and new jobs
brought in. Since the bill would not
alter the standard public process for
taking the lands into trust, I hope this
will result in a consensus among all
concerned on the best uses of the prop-
erty.

I am pleased we are taking the first
step today on a process that should be
beneficial to the pueblos, the Federal
Government, and local residents.

By Mr. KENNEDY:

S. 3637. A bill to require the sub-
mittal to Congress of any Presidential
Daily Briefing relating to Iraq during
the period beginning on January 20,
1997, and ending on March 19, 2003; read
the first time.

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I am
introducing legislation on an intel-
ligence issue, p. 3637.

The legislation requires the adminis-
tration to provide the prewar Presi-
dential daily briefs on Iraq to the Sen-
ate Intelligence Committee for its in-
vestigation on the way the administra-
tion’s policymakers used this intel-
ligence in its decision to go to war.

I introduced an identical bill, S. 2175,
on December 22 last year, but it has
not yet been reported out of the Intel-
ligence Committee.

It is essential that the Intelligence
Committee have access to all the infor-
mation about prewar intelligence in
Iraq for its investigation. With threats
looming in North Korea and Iran, we
need to learn from the mistakes of the
past to ensure that we do not repeat
them. The PDBs are extremely rel-
evant to this issue, and Congress
should have access to them.

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN:

S. 3638. A bill to encourage the Sec-
retary of the Interior to participate in
projects to plan, design, and construct
water supply projects and to amend the
Reclamation Wastewater and Ground-
water Study and Facilities Act to en-
courage the design, planning, and con-
struction of projects to treat impaired
surface water, reclaim and reuse im-
paired groundwater, and provide brine
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disposal in the State of California; to
the Committee on Energy and Natural
Resources.

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I
rise today to introduce legislation to
authorize water recycling and other
water supply projects by the Inland
Empire Utilities Agency, the
Cucamonga Valley Water District, the
Western Municipal Water District, the
Yucaipa Valley Water District, and the
City of Corona Water Utility. These
projects will produce approximately
161,000 acre-feet of new water annually
in one of the most rapidly growing re-
gions in the United States, reducing
the need for imported water from the
Colorado River and northern California
through the California Water Project.

This legislation is intended to be the
companion to two House of Representa-
tives bills: H.R. 802, sponsored by
DAVID DREIER, GRACE NAPOLITANO, KEN
CALVERT, JOE BACA, and GARY MILLER;
and H.R. 1008, sponsored by KEN CAL-
VERT, JERRY LEWIS, JOE BACA and DAR-
RELL IssA. H.R. 802 and H.R. 1008 have
each passed the House of Representa-
tives twice, in both this Congress and
the previous Congress.

Environmental groups such as the
Mono Lake Committee, Environmental
Defense, Clean Water and Natural Re-
sources Defense Council strongly sup-
port the water recycling and ground-
water remediation projects in this bill.
Business leaders such as Southern Cal
Edison and Building Industry Associa-
tion also support these projects.

I would like to describe the projects
in this bill:

The Inland Empire Regional Water
Recycling Initiative would authorize
two project components. The first will
be constructed by the Inland Empire
Utilities Agency—IEUA—and will
produce approximately 90,000 acre feet
of new water annually. The second of
these projects, to be constructed by the
Cucamonga Valley Water District—
CVWD—will produce an additional 5,000
acre feet of new water annually.

The Inland Empire Regional Water
Recycling Initiative has the support of
all member agencies of IEUA, as well
as the water agencies downstream in
Orange County. IEUA encompasses ap-
proximately 242 square miles and
serves the cities of Chino, Chino Hills,
Fontana—through the Fontana Water
Company—Ontario, Upland, Montclair,
Rancho Cucamonga—through the
Cucamonga Valley Water District—and
the Monte Vista Water District.

The next project is Western Munic-
ipal Water District’s Riverside-Corona
Feeder. Western provides supplemental
water to a 510 square mile area of grow-
ing western Riverside County and
serves a population of more than one-
half million people. As a member of the
Metropolitan Water District of South-
ern California—MWD—Western pro-
vides supplemental water to the cities
of Corona, Norco, and Riverside and
the water agencies of Elsinore Valley
and Rancho California. Western also
serves customers in the unincorporated
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areas of El Sobrante, Eagle Valley,
Temescal Creek, Woodcrest, Lake Mat-
hews, and March Air Reserve Base.

The purpose of the Riverside—Corona
Feeder water supply project is to cap-
ture and store new water in wet years
in order to increase firm water sup-
plies, reduce water costs, and improve
water quality. The project will include
about 20 wells and 28 miles of pipeline.
Studies have shown the safe annual
yield of the aquifer is about 40,000 acre-
feet.

The project would allow locally
stored water to replace imported water
from Colorado River and the State
project sources in times of drought or
other shortages. The project proposes
to manage the ground water levels by
the construction of ground water wells
and pumping capacity to deliver the
pumped ground water supply to water
users. A new water conveyance pipeline
is also proposed that will serve western
Riverside County.

There are also very important envi-
ronmental remediation aspects of the
project. Up to half of the wells could be
placed within plumes of VOCs and per-
chlorate. These wells would remediate
about 20,000 acre-feet of currently con-
taminated water per year.

Next, the city of Corona Water Recy-
cling and Reuse Project will consist of
three reservoirs and two pump stations
along with retrofitted user irrigation

systems.
Additionally, 27 miles of pipelines
will separate recycled water from

drinking water. The reclamation sys-
tem will enable the city of Corona to
provide recycled water to parks, land-
scape maintenance districts, schools,
landscaped freeway frontages and any
other project that does not require po-
table water. It will also reduce the
need for increased water imports and
construction of additional drinking
water infrastructure.

Finally, the Yucaipa Valley Water
Supply Renewal Project will maximize
the various water resources in the
Yucaipa Valley. Federal funds would be
used to provide federal assistance for
planning, designing, and constructing
the new Yucaipa Valley Regional
Water Filtration Facility that is part
of the renewal project. The new facility
will contain a reverse osmosis system
and a brine pipeline to remove salinity,
contaminants, and organic compounds
from the water supply in the Yucaipa
Valley. The brine pipeline will extend
nearly 20 miles to the existing Santa
Ana Regional Interceptor brine pipe-
line.

This project will minimize the
amount of water imported from north-
ern California, maximize the use of
higher quality water, reduce with-
drawals from ground water supplies,
and provide a long-term, drought-proof
water supply. The full project is ex-
pected to reduce demands on the Cali-
fornia State Water Project by over 4
billion gallons per year, which is a suf-
ficient quantity of water for 27,000 fam-
ilies.
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I want to say a few words about the
importance of water recycling projects.
The development of recycled water
can bring significant amounts of water
‘“‘on line”’ in a relatively short period of
time. Recycled water provides our
State and region with the ability to
“‘stretch” existing water supplies sig-
nificantly and in so doing, minimize
conflict and address the many needs
that exist. According to the State of
California’s Recycled Water Task
Force, water recycling is a critical part
of California’s water future with an es-
timated 1.5 million acre-feet of new
supplies being developed over the next

25 years.

Water recycling is also a bipartisan
initiative in California, as witnessed by
the many Republican and Democratic
House cosponsors of the House versions
of the bill I introduce today.

It also has a long history. In 1991, the
Secretary of the Interior in President
George H.W. Bush’s administration,
Manual Lujan, recognized that Cali-
fornia would need an alternative water
supply source because it was receiving
more water from the Colorado River
than its allocation.

In a bold and farsighted maneuver, in
August 1991, Secretary Lujan launched
the Southern California Water Initia-
tive, a program to evaluate and study
the feasibility of water reclamation
projects. Mr. Lujan’s vision was to
build replacement water capacity to
offset the anticipated Colorado River
water supply reductions.

Congress, in 1992, was completing
work on major water legislation saw
the wisdom of the Lujan initiative too.
Lujan’s proposal, a year after it was
first announced, became title XVI, the
Bureau of Reclamation water recycling
program that today serves the entire
West, not just California. Today, water
recycling is the essential water supply
element in Albuquerque, Phoenix, Den-
ver, Salt Lake City, Tucson, El Paso,
San Antonio, Portland, and other west-
ern metropolitan areas.

I urge my colleagues to support this
bill to help meet the West’s water sup-
ply needs and to reduce our dependence
on the Colorado River. I ask unani-
mous consent that the text of the bill
be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the text of
the bill was ordered to be printed in
the RECORD, as follows:

S. 3638

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as

the ‘“The Water Recycling and Riverside-Co-

rona Feeder Act of 2006”".

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.

TITLE I—THE INLAND EMPIRE RE-
GIONAL WATER RECYCLING INITIA-
TIVE

Sec. 102. Short title.

Sec. 103. Inland Empire and Cucamonga Val-

ley recycling projects.
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TITLE II—PROJECTS IN RIVERSIDE AND
SAN BERNARDINO COUNTIES

Sec. 201. Planning, design, and construction
of the Riverside-Corona Feeder.
Sec. 202. Project authorizations.

TITLE I—THE INLAND EMPIRE REGIONAL
WATER RECYCLING INITIATIVE
SEC. 102. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘“The Inland
Empire Regional Water Recycling Initia-
tive”.

SEC. 103. INLAND EMPIRE AND CUCAMONGA VAL-
LEY RECYCLING PROJECTS.

(a) RECYCLING PROJECTS.—The Reclama-
tion Wastewater and Groundwater Study and
Facilities Act (Public Law 102-575, Title XVTI;
43 U.S.C. 390h et seq.) is amended by adding
at the end the following:

“SEC. 1637. INLAND EMPIRE REGIONAL WATER
RECYCLING PROJECT.

‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in co-
operation with the Inland Empire Utilities
Agency, may participate in the design, plan-
ning, and construction of the Inland Empire
regional water recycling project described in
the report submitted under section 1606(c).

“(b) CosT SHARING.—The Federal share of
the cost of the project described in sub-
section (a) shall not exceed 25 percent of the
total cost of the project.

‘(c) LIMITATION.—Funds provided by the
Secretary shall not be used for operation and
maintenance of the project described in sub-
section (a).

‘(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $20,000,000.

“SEC. 1638. CUCAMONGA VALLEY WATER RECY-
CLING PROJECT.

‘“‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in co-
operation with the Cucamonga Valley Water
District, may participate in the design, plan-
ning, and construction of the Cucamonga
Valley Water District satellite recycling
plants in Rancho Cucamonga, California, to
reclaim and recycle approximately 2 million
gallons per day of domestic wastewater.

“(b) CosT SHARING.—The Federal share of
the cost of the project described in sub-
section (a) shall not exceed 25 percent of the
capital cost of the project.

‘‘(¢) LIMITATION.—Funds provided by the
Secretary shall not be used for operation and
maintenance of the project described in sub-
section (a).

‘(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section, $10,000,000.".

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—The table
of sections in section 2 of Public Law 102-575
is amended by inserting after the item relat-
ing to section 1636 the following:

“Sec. 1637. Inland Empire Regional Water
Recycling Program

‘“Sec. 1638. Cucamonga Valley Water Recy-
cling Project”.

TITLE II—PROJECTS IN RIVERSIDE AND

SAN BERNARDINO COUNTIES
SEC. 201. PLANNING, DESIGN, AND CONSTRUC-
TION OF THE RIVERSIDE-CORONA
FEEDER.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the In-
terior, in cooperation with the Western Mu-
nicipal Water District, may participate in a
project to plan, design, and construct a
water supply project, the Riverside-Corona
Feeder, which includes 20 groundwater wells
and 28 miles of pipeline in San Bernardino
and Riverside Counties, California.

(b) AGREEMENTS AND REGULATIONS.—The
Secretary may enter into such agreements
and promulgate such regulations as are nec-
essary to carry out this section.

(c) FEDERAL COST SHARE.—

(1) PLANNING, DESIGN, CONSTRUCTION.—The
Federal share of the cost to plan, design, and
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construct the project described in subsection
(a) shall be the lesser of 35 percent of the
total cost of the project or $50,000,000.

(2) STUDIES.—The Federal share of the cost
to complete the necessary planning study as-
sociated with the project described in sub-
section (a) shall not exceed 50 percent of the
total study cost.

(d) IN-KIND SERVICES.—In-kind services
performed by the Western Municipal Water
District shall be considered a part of the
local cost share to complete the project de-
scribed in subsection (a).

(e) LIMITATION.—Funds provided by the
Secretary under this section shall not be
used for operation or maintenance of the
project described in subsection (a).

SEC. 202. PROJECT AUTHORIZATIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Reclamation Waste-
water and Groundwater Study and Facilities
Act (Public Law 102-575, title XVI; 43 U.S.C.
390h et seq.) is amended by adding at the end
the following:

“SEC. 163x. YUCAIPA VALLEY REGIONAL WATER
SUPPLY RENEWAL PROJECT.

‘‘(a) AUTHORIZATION.—The Secretary, in co-
operation with the Yucaipa Valley Water
District, may participate in the design, plan-
ning, and construction of projects to treat
impaired surface water, reclaim and reuse
impaired groundwater, and provide brine dis-
posal within the Santa Ana Watershed de-
scribed in the report submitted under section
1606.

‘““(b) COST SHARING.—The Federal share of
the cost of the project described in sub-
section (a) shall not exceed 25 percent of the
total cost of the project.

‘“(c) LIMITATION.—Funds provided by the
Secretary shall not be used for operation or
maintenance of the project described in sub-
section (a).

“(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $20,000,000.

“SEC. 163x. CITY OF CORONA WATER UTILITY,
CALIFORNIA, WATER RECYCLING
AND REUSE PROJECT.

‘‘(a) AUTHORIZATION.—The Secretary, in co-
operation with the City of Corona Water
Utility, California, is authorized to partici-
pate in the design, planning, and construc-
tion of, and land acquisition for, a project to
reclaim and reuse wastewater, including de-
graded groundwaters, within and outside of
the service area of the City of Corona Water
Utility, California.

“(b) CosT SHARE.—The Federal share of the
cost of the project authorized by this section
shall not exceed 25 percent of the total cost
of the project.

‘“(c) LIMITATION.—The Secretary shall not
provide funds for the operation and mainte-
nance of the project authorized by this sec-
tion.”.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—The table
of sections in section 2 of Public Law 102-575
is amended by inserting after the item relat-
ing to section 163  the following:

‘“Sec. 163x. Yucaipa Valley Regional Water
Supply Renewal Project

‘“‘Sec. 163x. City of Corona Water Utility,
California, water recycling and
reuse project’.

———

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 4550. Mr. SPECTER (for himself and
Ms. MIKULSKI) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R.
5441, making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of Homeland Securityfor the fiscal
year ending September 30, 2007, and for other
purposes; which was ordered to lie on the
table.
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SA 4551. Mr. VITTER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 5441, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 4552. Mr. KERRY (for himself, Ms.
SNOWE, and Mr. LAUTENBERG) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 5441, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 4553. Mr. BIDEN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 5441, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 4554. Mr. SALAZAR (for himself and
Ms. LANDRIEU) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R.
5441, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 4555. Mr. SALAZAR submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 5441, supra.

SA 4556. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself, Mr.
KyL, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. TALENT, Ms. CANT-
WELL, Mr. SALAZAR, Mr. BINGAMAN, Mrs.
HUTCHISON, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. DOMENICI, and
Mr. BROWNBACK) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by her to the bill
H.R. 5441, supra.

SA 4557. Mr. BYRD (for himself, Mr.
GREGG, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, Mr.
BINGAMAN, and Mr. LIEBERMAN) proposed an
amendment to the bill H.R. 5441, supra.

SA 4558. Mr. LAUTENBERG submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 5441, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 4559. Mr. BYRD (for himself, Mr.
GREGG, Mr. KOHL, Mrs. CLINTON, Mr. MENEN-
DEZ, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, Mr.
LIEBERMAN, Mr. LAUTENBERG, and Mr. SCHU-
MER) proposed an amendment to the bill H.R.
5441, supra.

SA 4560. Ms. COLLINS (for herself, Mr.
LIEBERMAN, Mr. LOTT, Mr. CARPER, and Mr.
SALAZAR) proposed an amendment to the bill
H.R. 5441, supra.

SA 4561. Mr. COBURN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 5441, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 4562. Mr. COBURN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 5441, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 4563. Mrs. CLINTON (for herself, Mr.
AKAKA, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. JEFFORDS, Mrs.
BOXER, Mr. LAUTENBERG, and Ms. MIKULSKI)
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by her to the bill H.R. 5441, supra.

SA 4564. Mrs. CLINTON (for herself, Mr.
AKAKA, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. JEFFORDS, Mrs.
BOXER, Mr. LAUTENBERG, and Ms. MIKULSKI)
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by her to the bill H.R. 5441, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 4565. Mrs. MURRAY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 5441, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 4566. Mrs. MURRAY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 5441, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 4567. Mrs. MURRAY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 5441, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 4568. Mr. DEMINT (for himself and Ms.
COLLINS) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 5441,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 4569. Mr. FEINGOLD (for himself and
Mr. SUNUNU) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R.
5441, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 4570. Mr. LOTT submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
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