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(Mr. NELSON) was added as a cosponsor
of amendment No. 1724 intended to be
proposed to S. 1813, a bill to reauthor-
ize Federal-aid highway and highway
safety construction programs, and for
other purposes.

———

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 1771. Mr. CARPER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1813, to reauthorize Federal-aid high-
way and highway safety construction pro-
grams, and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1772. Mr. PRYOR submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1813, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1773. Mr. PRYOR submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1813, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1774. Mr. PORTMAN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1761 proposed by Mr. REID to
the bill S. 1813, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 1775. Mr. CONRAD (for himself and Mr.
HOEVEN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed to amendment SA 1761 pro-
posed by Mr. REID to the bill S. 1813, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1776. Ms. CANTWELL submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1813, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1777. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1813, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1778. Mrs. FEINSTEIN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1813, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1779. Mr. ALEXANDER (for himself and
Mr. WYDEN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
1813, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1780. Mr. REID submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1813, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1781. Mr. REID submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1813, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1782. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, Mr.
BURR, and Mr. REID) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1813, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1783. Mr. CARPER (for himself and Mr.
LIEBERMAN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1761
proposed by Mr. REID to the bill S. 1813,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1784. Mr. HARKIN (for himself, Mr.
MORAN, Mr. LEVIN, and Mr. NELSON of Ne-
braska) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed to amendment SA 1761 pro-
posed by Mr. REID to the bill S. 1813, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1785. Mr. CORKER (for himself, Mr.
TOoOMEY, and Ms. AYOTTE) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1813, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1786. Mr. CORKER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1813, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1787. Mr. BROWN of Ohio submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
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amendment SA 1761 proposed by Mr. REID to
the bill S. 1813, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 1783. Mr. BROWN of Ohio submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1761 proposed by Mr. REID to
the bill S. 1813, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 1789. Mr. DEMINT submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1813, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1790. Mr. BENNET (for himself and Mr.
MORAN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 1813,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1791. Mr. BENNET (for himself and Mr.
WARNER) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed to amendment SA 1761 pro-
posed by Mr. REID to the bill S. 1813, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1792. Mrs. SHAHEEN (for herself, Ms.
MURKOWSKI, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. LEVIN, Ms.
KLOBUCHAR, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. BEGICH, Mr.
LEAHY, Mr. MERKLEY, Ms. LANDRIEU, and Ms.
STABENOW) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill S.
1813, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1793. Mrs. FEINSTEIN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1761 proposed by Mr. REID to
the bill S. 1813, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 1794. Mr. ISAKSON (for himself and Mr.
CHAMBLISS) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
1813, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1795. Mr. ISAKSON (for himself and Mr.
CHAMBLISS) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1761
proposed by Mr. REID to the bill S. 1813,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1796. Mr. BROWN of Ohio (for himself
and Mr. MERKLEY) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed to amendment SA
1761 proposed by Mr. REID to the bill S. 1813,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1797. Mr. DURBIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1813, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1798. Mr. BOOZMAN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1761 proposed by Mr. REID to
the bill S. 1813, supra; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

SA 1799. Ms. CANTWELL (for herself and
Mr. RUBIO) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 1761
proposed by Mr. REID to the bill S. 1813,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

———

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 1771. Mr. CARPER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 1813, to reauthorize
Federal-aid highway and highway safe-
ty construction programs, and for
other purposes; which was ordered to
lie on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT AND VE-
HICLES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 53 of title 49,
United States Code, as amended by this Act,
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing:

“§5341. Construction equipment and vehicles

‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with the
obligation process established pursuant to
section 149(j)(4) of title 23, a State shall ex-
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pend amounts required to be obligated for
this section to install diesel emission control
technology on covered equipment, with an
engine that does not meet current model
year new engine standards for particulate
matter for the applicable engine power group
issued by the Environmental Protection
Agency, on a covered public transportation
construction project within a PM,s non-
attainment or maintenance area. Covered
equipment repowered or retrofit with diesel
exhaust control technology installed during
the 6-year period ending on the date on
which the prime contract was awarded for
the covered public transportation construc-
tion project and equipment that meets the
Environmental Protection Agency Tier 4
emission standards may be exempt from the
requirements of this section.

‘‘(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the fol-
lowing definitions apply:

‘(1) COVERED EQUIPMENT.—The term ‘cov-
ered equipment’ means any nonroad diesel
equipment or on-road diesel equipment that
is operated on a covered public transpor-
tation construction project for not less than
80 hours over the life of the project.

¢“(2) COVERED PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION CON-
STRUCTION PROJECT.—

‘“‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘covered pub-
lic transportation construction project’
means a public transportation construction
project carried out under this chapter or any
other Federal law which is funded in whole
or in part with Federal funds.

‘‘(B) EXCLUSIONS.—Any project with a total
budgeted cost not to exceed $5,000,000 may be
excluded from the requirements of this sec-
tion by an applicable State or metropolitan
planning organization.

‘“(3) DIESEL EMISSION CONTROL TECH-
NOLOGY.—The term ‘diesel emission control
technology’ means a technology that—

“(A) is—

‘(i) a diesel exhaust control technology;

‘‘(ii) a diesel engine upgrade;

‘“(iii) a diesel engine repower;

‘(iv) an idle reduction control technology;
or

‘“(v) any combination of the technologies
listed in clauses (i) through (iv);

‘“(B) reduces particulate matter emission
from covered equipment by—

‘‘(i) not less than 85 percent control of any
emission of particulate matter; or

‘“(ii) the maximum achievable reduction of
any emission of particulate matter, taking
cost and safety into account; and

‘(C) is installed on and operated with the
covered equipment while the equipment is
operated on a covered public transportation
construction project and that remains oper-
ational on the covered equipment for the
useful life of the control technology or
equipment.

‘“(4) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—The term ‘eligible
entity’ means an entity (including a subcon-
tractor of the entity) that has entered into a
prime contract or agreement with a State to
carry out a covered public transportation
construction project.

*“(5) NONROAD DIESEL EQUIPMENT.—

““(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘nonroad die-
sel equipment’ means a vehicle, including
covered equipment, that is—

‘(i) powered by a nonroad diesel engine of
not less than 50 horsepower; and

‘‘(ii) not intended for highway use.

“(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘nonroad diesel
equipment’ includes a bacKkhoe, bulldozer,
compressor, crane, excavator, generator, and
similar equipment.

‘(C) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘nonroad die-
sel equipment’ does not include a locomotive
or marine vessel.

*“(6) ON-ROAD DIESEL EQUIPMENT.—The term
‘on-road diesel equipment’ means any self-
propelled vehicle that—
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