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“(IV) complying with fire code require-
ments;

(V) providing personal protective equip-
ment;

‘(VI) installing safety devices (such as
alarms and scrubbers);

‘(VII) purchasing and maintaining insur-
ance coverage;

‘(VIII) conducting appropriate emergency
response and contingency planning;

“(IX) conducting employee background
checks; and

“(X) potential liability for personal injury
and damage to property; and

‘“‘(iv) the efficacy of each technology in
treating or neutralizing biological or chem-
ical agents that could be introduced into a
drinking water supply by a terrorist or act of
terrorism.

“(C) USE oF
NOLOGIES.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), not
later than 90 days after the date of submis-
sion of the options feasibility assessment re-
quired under this paragraph, the owner or
operator of a high-consequence water facil-
ity, in consultation with the Administrator,
the Secretary, the United States Chemical
Safety and Hazard Investigation Board, local
officials, and other interested parties, shall
determine which inherently safer tech-
nologies are to be used by the high-con-
sequence water facility.

‘“(ii) CONSIDERATIONS.—In making the de-
termination under clause (i), an owner or op-
erator—

“(I) may consider transition costs esti-
mated in the options feasibility assessment
of the owner or operator (except that those
transition costs shall not be the sole basis
for the determination of the owner or oper-
ator);

‘“(IT) shall consider long-term security en-
hancement of the high-consequence water fa-
cility;

‘“(IIT) shall consider comparable water fa-
cilities that have transitioned to inherently
safer technologies; and

‘“(IV) shall consider the overall security
impact of the determination, including on
the production, processing, and transpor-
tation of substances of concern at other fa-
cilities.

‘‘(c) ENFORCEMENT.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with the
tiers and priority system established under
subsection (b)(2)(B), subject to paragraph (2),
the Administrator—

‘‘(A) shall prioritize the use of inherently
safer technologies at high-consequence fa-
cilities listed under subsection (b)(1);

‘“(B) subject to the availability of grant
funds under this section, not later than 90
days after the date on which the Adminis-
trator receives an options feasibility assess-
ment from an owner or operator of a high-
consequence water facility under subsection
(b)(3)(A), shall issue an order requiring the
high-consequence water facility to eliminate
the use of 1 or more substances of concern
and adopt 1 or more inherently safer tech-
nologies; and

‘“(C) may seek enforcement of an order
issued under paragraph (2) in the appropriate
United States district court.

‘(2) DE MINIMIS USE.—Nothing in this sec-
tion prohibits the de minimis use of a sub-
stance of concern as a residual disinfectant.

“(d) GRANTS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with the
tiers and priority system established under
subsection (b)(2)(B), the Administrator shall
provide grants to high-consequence facilities
(including high-consequence facilities sub-
ject to an order issued under subsection
(e)(1)(C) and water facilities described in
paragraph (6)) for use in paying capital ex-
penditures directly required to complete the
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transition of the high-consequence water fa-
cility to the use of 1 or more inherently safer
technologies.

‘“(2)  APPLICATION.—A  high-consequence
water facility that seeks to receive a grant
under this subsection shall submit to the Ad-
ministrator an application by such date, in
such form, and containing such information
as the Administrator shall require, including
information relating to the transfer to inher-
ently safer technologies, and the proposed
date of such a transfer, described in sub-
section (b)(3)(B).

‘(3) DEADLINE FOR TRANSITION.—An owner
or operator of a high-consequence water fa-
cility that is subject to an order under sub-
section (c)(1)(C) and that receives a grant
under this subsection shall begin the transi-
tion to inherently safer technologies de-
scribed in paragraph (1) not later than 90
days after the date of issuance of the order
under subsection (¢)(1)(C).

‘“(4) FACILITY UPGRADES.—An owner or op-
erator of a high-consequence water facility—

‘“(A) may complete the transition to inher-
ently safer technologies described in para-
graph (1) within the scope of a greater facil-
ity upgrade; but

‘(B) shall use amounts from a grant re-
ceived under this subsection only for the
capital expenditures directly relating to the
transition to inherently safer technologies.

‘“(5) OPERATIONAL COSTS.—An owner or op-
erator of a high-consequence water facility
that receives a grant under this subsection
may not use funds from the grant to pay or
offset any ongoing operational cost of the
high-consequence water facility.

‘(6) OTHER REQUIREMENTS.—As a condition
of receiving a grant under this subsection,
the owner or operator of a high-consequence
water facility shall—

‘“(A) upon receipt of a grant, track all cost
savings resulting from the transition to in-
herently safer technologies, including those
savings identified in subsection (b)(4)(B)(iii);
and

“(B) for each fiscal year for which grant
funds are received, return an amount to the
Administrator equal to 50 percent of the sav-
ings achieved by the high-consequence water
facility (but not to exceed the amount of
grant funds received for the fiscal year) for
use by the Administrator in facilitating the
future transition of other high-consequence
water facilities to the use of inherently safer
technologies.

“(7) INTERIM TRANSITIONS.—A water facility
that transitioned to the use of 1 or more in-
herently safer technologies after September
11, 2001, but before the date of enactment of
this section, and that qualifies as a high-con-
sequence facility under subsection (b)(2), in
accordance with any previous report sub-
mitted by the water facility under section
112(r) of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7412(r))
and as determined by the Administrator,
shall be eligible to receive a grant under this
subsection.

‘‘(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $125,000,000 for each of
fiscal years 2007 through 2011.”".

—————

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 483—EX-
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE
SENATE REGARDING THE IMPOR-
TANCE OF ORAL HEALTH, AND
FOR OTHER PURPOSES
Mr. COCHRAN submitted the fol-

lowing resolution; which was referred

to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions:
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Whereas the Surgeon General has deter-
mined that oral health is integral to general
health;

Whereas the Surgeon General has identi-
fied numerous oral-systemic disease connec-
tions, including possible associations be-
tween chronic oral infections and diabetes,
heart and lung diseases, stroke, low-birth-
weight, and premature births;

Whereas the burden of dental and oral
health diseases restricts activities of an indi-
vidual at school, at work, and at home, and
often significantly diminishes the quality of
life of an individual;

Whereas oral health diseases, including
dental caries and periodontal disease, are
largely preventable;

Whereas the effective treatment and pre-
vention of those diseases are substantially
aided by access to highly trained dental pri-
mary care professionals;

Whereas the Academy of General Dentistry
was officially incorporated in 1952, with the
mission to serve as the premier resource for
general dentists who are committed to im-
proving patient care through lifelong learn-
ing and continuing education;

Whereas the Academy of General Dentistry
has grown to represent over 33,000 general
dentists who provide primary care, oral
health care services;

Whereas the Academy of General Dentistry
encourages excellence in continuing edu-
cation and professionalism through its
earned professional designation programs
known as ‘‘Mastership’”, ‘Fellowship and
Lifelong Learning’’, and ‘‘Service Recogni-
tion’’; and

Whereas the Academy of General Dentistry
has signed a memorandum of understanding
with the Department of Health and Human
Services to help improve the oral health sta-
tus of the citizens of the United States and
achieve the objectives of the Healthy People
2010 initiative of the Department: Now,
therefore, be it

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

(1) access to oral health care services and
the prevention of oral health care disease is
integral to achieving and maintaining good
health; and

(2) the Academy of General Dentistry and
the members of that organization are recog-
nized for—

(A) promoting—

(i) excellence in continuing dental edu-
cation; and

(ii) high standards of training and profes-
sionalism in the field of primary dental care;
and

(B) helping to address the treatment and
prevention of oral health disease.

———

SENATE RESOLUTION 484—EX-
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE
SENATE CONDEMNING THE MILI-
TARY JUNTA IN BURMA FOR ITS
RECENT CAMPAIGN OF TERROR
AGAINST ETHNIC MINORITIES
AND CALLING ON THE UNITED
NATIONS SECURITY COUNCIL TO
ADOPT IMMEDIATELY A BINDING
NON-PUNITIVE RESOLUTION ON
BURMA

Mr. McCONNELL (for himself, Mr.
BROWNBACK, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr.
LEAHY, Mr. LAUTENBERG, Mr. FRIST,
Mr. OBAMA, Mr. McCAIN, Mr.

LIEBERMAN, and Mr. REID) submitted
the following resolution, which was
considered and agreed to:
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Whereas the regime in Burma, the State
Peace and Development Council (SPDC), re-
portedly threatened to abolish the pro-de-
mocracy National League for Democracy;

Whereas recent reports indicate that the
SPDC escalated its brutal campaign against
ethnic groups in November 2005;

Whereas reports indicate that the military
operation has resulted in approximately
13,000 new internally displaced persons in
Burma;

Whereas reports estimate that approxi-
mately 540,000 people are now internally dis-
placed within Burma, the most serious inter-
nal displacement crisis in Asia;

Whereas the Thailand Burma Border Con-
sortium reports that the military junta in
Burma has destroyed, relocated, or forced
the abandonment of approximately 2,800 vil-
lages in eastern Burma over the past 10
years;

Whereas refugees continue to pour across
Burma’s borders;

Whereas those forced to flee their homes in
Burma are increasingly vulnerable, and the
humanitarian situation grows more dire as
the rainy season approaches;

Whereas the United Nations Security
Council was briefed on the human rights sit-
uation in Burma for the first time ever in
December 2005;

Whereas United Nations Secretary-General
Kofi Annan and Under-Secretary-General for
Political Affairs Ibrahim Gambari acknowl-
edged the seriousness of the problems in
Burma, and the Secretary-General’s office
suggested the first-ever course of action on
Burma at the United Nations Security Coun-
cil at the December 2005 briefing;

Whereas numerous efforts outside the
United Nations Security Council to secure
reform in Burma, including 28 consecutive
non-binding resolutions of the United Na-
tions General Assembly and United Nations
Commission on Human Rights, have failed to
bring about change;

Whereas there is ample precedent in the
United Nations Security Council for action
on Burma; and

Whereas Daw Aung San Suu Kyi remains
the world’s only incarcerated Nobel Peace
Prize recipient:

Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Sen-
ate—

(1) to condemn the military junta in
Burma for its recent campaign of terror
against ethnic minorities; and

(2) to call on the United States and other
democracies to continue to work with the
Association of South East Asian Nations to
promote democracy, human rights and jus-
tice in Burma; and

(3) to call on the United States to lead an
effort at the United Nations Security Coun-
cil to pass immediately a binding, non-puni-
tive resolution calling for the immediate and
unconditional release of Daw Aung San Suu
Kyi and all other prisoners of conscience in
Burma, condemning these atrocities, and
supporting democracy, human rights and
justice in Burma.
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SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 95—EXPRESSING THE
SENSE OF CONGRESS WITH RE-
GARD TO THE IMPORTANCE OF
WOMEN’S HEALTH WEEK, WHICH
PROMOTES AWARENESS OF DIS-
EASES THAT AFFECT WOMEN
AND WHICH ENCOURAGES
WOMEN TO TAKE PREVENTIVE
MEASURES TO ENSURE GOOD
HEALTH

Mr. FEINGOLD (for himself and Ms.
SNOWE) submitted the following con-
current resolution; which was referred
to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions:

S. CON. RES. 95

Whereas women of all backgrounds have
the power to greatly reduce their risk of
common diseases through preventive meas-
ures such as a healthy lifestyle and frequent
medical screenings;

Whereas significant disparities exist in the
prevalence of disease among women of dif-
ferent backgrounds, including women with
disabilities, African American women, Asian/
Pacific Islander women, Latinas, and Amer-
ican Indian/Alaska Native women;

Whereas since healthy habits should begin
at a young age, and preventive care saves
Federal dollars designated to health care, it
is important to raise awareness among
women and girls of key female health issues;

Whereas National Women’s Health Week
begins on Mother’s Day annually and cele-
brates the efforts of national and community
organizations working with partners and vol-
unteers to improve awareness of key wom-
en’s health issues; and

Whereas in 2006, the week of May 14
through May 20, is dedicated as the National
Women’s Health Week:

Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That Congress—

(1) recognizes the importance of preventing
diseases that commonly affect women;

(2) calls on the people of the United States
to use Women’s Health Week as an oppor-
tunity to learn about health issues that face
women;

(3) calls on the women of the United States
to observe National Women’s Check-Up Day
on Monday, May 15, 2006, by receiving pre-
ventive screenings from their health care
providers; and

(4) recognizes the importance of federally
funded programs that provide research and
collect data on common diseases in women
and highlight racial disparities in the rates
of these diseases.

———

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 4066. Mr. KENNEDY (for himself, Mr.
McCAIN, and Mr. GRAHAM) proposed an
amendment to the bill S. 2611, to provide for
comprehensive immigration reform and for
other purposes.

SA 4067. Mr. SALAZAR submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4068. Mr. KYL 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 4069. Mr. REED 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 4070. Mr. DURBIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
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bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 4071. Mr. BOND (for himself and Mr.
GREGG) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 2611,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 4072. Mrs. CLINTON (for herself, Mr.
OBAMA, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. SALAZAR, and Mr.
SCHUMER) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by her to the bill S. 2611,
supra.

SA 4073. Mr. SALAZAR (for himself, Mr.
DURBIN, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. BINGAMAN, and
Mr. REID) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 2611,
supra.

SA 4074. Mr. OBAMA (for himself, Mr.
REID, and Mr. HARKIN) 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 4075. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself and
Mr. GRASSLEY) 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 4076. Mr. ENSIGN (for himself, Mr.
GRAHAM, and Mr. CRAIG) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2611, supra.

SA 4077. Mr. BIDEN 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 4078. Mr. BIDEN 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 4079. Mr. OBAMA (for himself, Mr. DUR-
BIN, Mr. REID, Mr. HARKIN, and Mr. SALAZAR)
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 2611, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 4080. 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 4081. Mr. DURBIN 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 4082. Mr. DURBIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 2611, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

————

CORRECTED TEXT OF AMENDMENT
SUBMITTED ON MAY 17, 2006

SA 4052. Mr. KYL 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 345, strike line 10 and all that fol-
lows through page 395, line 23, and insert the
following:

Subtitle A—Mandatory Departure and
Reentry in Legal Status
MANDATORY DEPARTURE AND RE-
ENTRY IN LEGAL STATUS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title II (8 U.S.C. 1151 et
seq.) is amended by inserting after section
218C, as added by section 405, the following:
“SEC. 218D. MANDATORY DEPARTURE AND RE-

ENTRY.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Home-
land Security may grant Deferred Manda-
tory Departure status to aliens who are in
the United States illegally to allow such
aliens time to depart the United States and
to seek admission as a nonimmigrant or im-
migrant alien.

“‘(b) REQUIREMENTS.—

SEC. 601.
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