S4626

the U.S. is increasing by 25 percent an-
nually. If we sustain that rate of in-
crease, we will be able to reach the ag-
gressive renewable fuels standard in
the Harkin-Lugar plan. In fact, we will
be able to beat it.

For example, Brazil, years ago di-
rected that all gasoline stations carry
ethanol as an alternative fuel. Our leg-
islation would require the major oil
companies to do their share by install-
ing E85 pumps over the next decade.
This should not pose too much of a
challenge or burden.

Another key to Brazil’s success is the
fact that, in just 3 years’ time, nearly
70 percent of new vehicles sold there
are flex-fuel vehicles. We are asking
the auto companies to accomplish a
similar goal of nearly universal pro-
duction, only we are giving them a dec-
ade to phase in the production and sale
of flex-fuel vehicles. Most of the com-
panies that sell vehicles in the United
States also sell them in Bragzil. If they
can produce flex-fuel vehicles for
Brazil, they can also produce them for
the United States.

Let me explain in more detail why
what Senator LUGAR and I are pro-
posing can be accomplished.

The 10 billion gallon goal can cer-
tainly be met by 2010. The ethanol in-
dustry will produce more than 4.5 bil-
lion gallons this year. There are 97 eth-
anol plants in operation, with 35 more
coming on-line in the near future. Bio-
diesel production is growing remark-
ably, as well, at more than 60 plants
nationwide.

The 30-billion-gallon and 60-billion-
gallon targets are attainable, as well.
A joint study by the Department of Ag-
riculture and the Department of En-
ergy found that biofuels could supply
60 billion gallons of renewable fuels a
year—30 percent of current U.S. gaso-
line consumption—on existing lands
without any disruption to our food or
feed supply.

The key to ramping-up production
will be commercializing ethanol made
from feedstocks in addition to corn and
other grains, including corn stover,
straw from wheat and other crops,
switchgrass or even trees. There are a
host of provisions that I and others au-
thored in the energy bill— ranging
from loan guarantees to increased bio-
mass research and development—to
make cellulosic ethanol production a
reality.

Currently, at least three companies
are planning commercial-scale cel-
lulosic ethanol plants. They could be
operating within the next 2 to 3 years.
One company, Iogen, has the backing
of Shell Oil. Just 2 weeks ago, accord-
ing to reports, Iogen received a cash in-
fusion from Goldman Sachs. By setting
an ambitious new RFS, with a suffi-
cient lead time, I believe the 60-billion-
gallon threshold is not only attainable,
but beatable.

In any case, should something unex-
pected happen to interfere with reach-
ing these benchmarks, the Environ-
mental Protection Agency has, within
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the existing RFS, authority to waive
the requirement in whole or in part
based on a finding of insufficient sup-
ply.

If we take bold actions to guarantee
the fuel supply, if we increase the num-
ber of flex-fuel vehicles capable of run-
ning on E85, and if we increase the in-
frastructure ofE85 pumps, we will be
poised to usher in a new era of energy
security much sooner than previously
imagined. That is the foundation we
lay in this legislation.

This bill would also require that 100
percent of new vehicles purchased for
federal fleets be alternative-fueled ve-
hicles, which could include flex-fuel ve-
hicles. The current requirement is 75
percent. I do not see why we shouldn’t
expect the federal government to be as
aggressive as possible in this area.

Last year’s energy bill closed a loop-
hole in the purchasing requirement
that had allowed agencies to buy alter-
native-fuel vehicles but not use alter-
native fuels such as E85. That was a
step forward. Requiring all the federal
fleet to be alternative fueled is yet an-
other step forward in having the Fed-
eral Government lead by example when
it comes to alternative fuels.

We also update the Gasohol Competi-
tion Act of 1980, legislation designed
many years ago to ensure the reason-
able availability of ethanol at the
pump, so it applies to high blends such
as E85 and so that oil companies can-
not prevent a franchisee from install-
ing E85 pumps.

The concern back then, and still
today, is that petroleum companies
were unreasonably preventing or pro-
hibiting ethanol-blended fuels from
being offered at gasoline stations. The
Gasohol Competition Act did two
things. First, it made it unlawful to
charge additional credit card fees for
gasohol. Second, it prohibited unrea-
sonable discrimination against the sale
of gasohol. Our legislation would up-
date the Gasohol Competition Act to
prohibit discrimination against E85.

We are also proposing several rel-
atively modest tax components de-
signed to bolster this legislation which
will be introduced as stand-alone legis-
lation.

The oil-producing countries think
they have us over a barrel, but they
will soon get the message: We have had
enough. And we are dead serious about
determining our own energy future.

I urge my colleagues to cosponsor
this important legislation.

————

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 480—EX-
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE
SENATE REGARDING THE CHEM-
ICAL WEAPONS CONVENTION

Mr. SALAZAR (for himself, Mr. AL-
LARD, Mr. BAYH, Mr. BUNNING, Mr.
MCCONNELL, and Mr. WYDEN) submitted
the following resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Armed
Services:
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S. RES. 480

Whereas the Convention on the Prohibition
of the Development, Production, Stockpiling
and Use of Chemical Weapons and on Their
Destruction, done at Paris on January 13,
1993 (commonly referred to as the ‘““Chemical
Weapons Convention’’), requires all United
States chemical weapons stockpiles be de-
stroyed by April 29, 2012;

Whereas, on April 10, 2006, the Department
of Defense notified Congress that the United
States would not meet the deadline under
the Chemical Weapons Convention for de-
struction of United States chemical weapons
stockpiles;

Whereas, destroying existing chemical
weapons is a homeland security imperative,
an arms control priority, and required by
United States law; and

Whereas, the elimination and nonprolifera-
tion of chemical weapons of mass destruc-
tion is of utmost importance to the national
security of the United States: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate
that—

(1) the United States is committed to mak-
ing every effort to safely dispose of its chem-
ical weapons stockpiles by the Chemical
Weapons Convention deadline of April 29,
2012, or as soon thereafter as possible, and
will carry out all of its other obligations
under the Convention; and

(2) the Secretary of Defense should prepare
a comprehensive schedule for safely destroy-
ing the United States chemical weapons
stockpiles to prevent further delays in the
destruction of such stockpiles, and the
schedule should be submitted annually to
the congressional defense committees sepa-
rately or as part of another required report.

————

SENATE RESOLUTION 481—REL-
ATIVE TO THE DEATH OF JACOB
CHIC HECHT, FORMER TUNITED
STATES SENATOR FOR THE
STATE OF NEVADA

Mr. FRIST (for himself, Mr. REID,
and Mr. ENSIGN) submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was consid-
ered and agreed to:

S. RES. 481

Whereas Jacob Chic Hecht served as a spe-
cial agent in the United States Army Intel-
ligence Corps;

Whereas Jacob Chic Hecht served the peo-
ple of Nevada with distinction from 1983 to
1989 in the United States Senate;

Whereas Jacob Chic Hecht served as United
States Ambassador to the Bahamas from 1989
until 1994; Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with
profound sorrow and deep regret the an-
nouncement of the death of Jacob Chic
Hecht, former member of the United States
Senate; and be it further

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate
communicate these resolutions to the House
of Representatives and transmit an enrolled
copy thereof to the family of the deceased;
and be it further

Resolved, That when the Senate adjourns
today, it stand adjourned as a further mark
of respect to the memory of the Honorable
Jacob Chic Hecht.

————

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 3994. Mr. SALAZAR (for himself and
Mr. MARTINEZ) proposed an amendment to
the bill S. 2611, to provide for comprehensive
immigration reform and for other purposes.
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SA 3995. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 3996. Mr. INHOFE (for himself, Mr. SES-
SIONS, Mr. COBURN, Mr. BUNNING, and Mr.
BURNS) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill S. 2611, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3997. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 3998. Mr. NELSON, of Florida sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 2611, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3999. Mr. KERRY (for himself and Mr.
BINGAMAN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
2611, supra.

SA 4000. Mr. SANTORUM (for himself, Mr.
FRIST, and Ms. MIKULSKI) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4001. Mr. SANTORUM submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4002. Mr. CORNYN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4003. Mr. CORNYN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4004. Mr. CORNYN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4005. Mr. CORNYN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4006. Mr. CORNYN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4007. Mr. CORNYN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4008. Mr. CHAMBLISS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4009. Mr. CHAMBLISS (for himself and
Mr. ISAKSON) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
2611, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 4010. Mr. CHAMBLISS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4011. Mr. CHAMBLISS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4012. Mr. CHAMBLISS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4013. Mr. CHAMBLISS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4014. Mr. CHAMBLISS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4015. Mr. CHAMBLISS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4016. Mr. NELSON of Florida submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed by
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him to the bill S. 2611, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 4017. Mr. DORGAN proposed an amend-
ment to the bill S. 2611, supra.

SA 4018. Mr. STEVENS (for himself, Mr.
LEAHY, Ms. MURKOWSKI, Mr. COLEMAN, Mr.
JEFFORDS, and Ms. STABENOW) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4019. Mr. BROWNBACK submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4020. Mr. BROWNBACK (for himself and
Mr. LIEBERMAN) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
2611, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 4021. Mr. McCONNELL submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4022. Mr. DOMENICI (for himself, Mr.
KyL, Mr. CORNYN, and Mrs. HUTCHISON) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 2611, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 4023. Mr. DOMENICI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4024. Mr. DOMENICI (for himself, Mr.
BINGAMAN, Mr. KyL, Mr. CORNYN, and Mrs.
HUTCHISON) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
2611, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 4025. Ms. LANDRIEU (for herself and
Mr. DEMINT) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill S.
2611, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 4026. Mr. DEMINT submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 4027. Mr. KYL (for himself, Mr. CORNYN,
Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. MCCAIN, Mr.
FRIST, Mr. BROWNBACK, Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr.
HAGEL, and Mr. ALEXANDER) proposed an
amendment to the bill S. 2611, supra.

SA 4028. Mr. FRIST (for Ms. COLLINS (for
herself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) proposed an
amendment to the bill S. 879, to make im-
provements to the Arctic Research and Pol-
icy Act of 1984.

SA 4029. Mr. AKAKA (for himself and Mr.
INOUYE) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 2611, to
provide for comprehensive immigration re-
form and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 4030. Mr. CHAMBLISS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4031. Mr. CHAMBLISS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4032. Mr. CHAMBLISS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4033. Mr. CHAMBLISS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4034. Mr. CHAMBLISS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4035. Mr. LIEBERMAN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4036. Mr. LIEBERMAN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
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to the bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

—————

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 3994. Mr. SALAZAR (for himself
and Mr. MARTINEZ) proposed an amend-
ment to the bill S. 2611, to provide for
comprehensive immigration reform
and for other purposes; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. .NATIONAL SECURITY DETERMINATION.

Notwithstanding any other provision of
this Act, the President shall ensure that no
provision of title IV or title VI of this Act,
or any amendment made by either such title,
is carried out until after the date on which
the President makes a determination that
the implementation of such title IV and title
VI, and the amendments made by either such
title, will strengthen the national security of
the United States.

SA 3995. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
by her to the bill S. 2611, to provide for
comprehensive immigration reform
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows:

On page 354, strike line 3 through 11, and
insert the following:

‘() ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS.—An alien may
not adjust to an immigrant classification
under this section until the consideration of
all applications filed under section 201, 202,
or 203 before the date of enactment of this
section.

SA 3996. Mr. INHOFE (for himself,
Mr. SEsSSIONS, Mr. COBURN, Mr.
BUNNING, and Mr. BURNS) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 2611, to provide for
comprehensive immigration reform
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows:

On page 295, line 22, strike ‘‘the alien—"’
and all that follows through page 296, line 5,
and insert ‘‘the alien meets the requirements
of section 312.”.

On page 352, line 3, strike ‘‘either—’ and
all that follows through line 15, and insert
“meets the requirements of section 312(a)
(relating to English proficiency and under-
standing of United States history and Gov-
ernment).””.

On page 614, after line 5, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. 766. ENGLISH AS OFFICIAL LANGUAGE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title 4, United States
Code, is amended by adding at the end the
following:

“CHAPTER 6—LANGUAGE OF THE
GOVERNMENT

“Sec.
¢“161. Declaration of official language.
¢162. Official Government activities in
English.
¢163. Preserving and enhancing the role of
the official language.
“§161. Declaration of official language
“English shall be the official language of
the Government of the United States.
“§162. Official Government activities in
English
“The Government of the United States
shall conduct its official business in English,
including publications, income tax forms,
and informational materials.
“§163. Preserving and enhancing the role of
the official language
“The Government of the United States
shall preserve and enhance the role of
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