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We have also asked the FDA to issue
guidance to help manufacturers inter-
pret what a serious adverse event
might be.

Another concern was making certain
we appropriately defined the role of re-
tailers, who are selling a range of prod-
ucts, some supplements, some OTCs,
some not. We determined that retailers
would not be considered reporting par-
ties. If, however, a retailer contracts
with manufacturers to distribute ‘‘pri-
vate label”’ products, he or she may au-
thorize the manufacturer or packer to
submit reports, as long as the retailer
directs to the manufacturer all reports
it receives.

We also wanted to allow the FDA the
flexibility to manage this program. At
its request, we made the program self-
implementing. We also included a pro-
vision to allow the Secretary, after no-
tice and comment from interested par-
ties, to establish an exemption to the
reporting requirements if there would
be no adverse effect on public health.

Finally, there are provisions in the
bill to impose penalties for not report-
ing, not providing on the product label
an address or phone number for report-
ing, and for providing a false report.

The law will go into effect 1 year
after the date of enactment.

Before I close, I want to address some
of the concerns that representatives of
the dietary supplement industry have
voiced with this legislation.

First, some have suggested there is
no need for this legislation from a pub-
lic policy or a consumer safety perspec-
tive. I disagree.

Many have unfairly criticized the in-
dustry over media reports that supple-
ments are unsafe because there is no
premarket approval. While I can never
support any system that requires pre-
market approval for supplements, I
have become convinced that having a
system in place to identify problems
quickly can only enhance the authori-
ties we gave the FDA with DSHEA.

It is also good policy. As the industry
matures, we need to separate out the
good actors from the bad. This is one
way to show that this industry is a re-
spectable, mainstream industry. Other
major industries—e.g. pharma-
ceuticals, devices—are subject to man-
datory AER reporting. Supplements
are only handled through the vol-
untary reporting system.

And, I disagree with those who avow
there is no consumer safety benefit.
Let’s take an easy case—where there is
a bad batch of a product. Enabling the
FDA to know quickly there is a prob-
lem can help industry and the public.

Other critics note that the FDA fails
to pursue egregious violations of
DSHEA. They question why this pro-
gram will help. As I discussed earlier,
Senator HARKIN and I have been work-
ing to increase FDA’s funding for re-
sponsible enforcement of DSHEA. I re-
cently discussed this with the Commis-
sioner-nominee, Dr. Andrew von
Eschenbach.

One of my constituents who opposes
this effort suggested that the FDA’s
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voluntary system, the CAERS system,
should be able to handle any reports of
problems. Public health experts will
agree that a voluntary system is not as
good a sentinel as a mandatory system.
In addition, those who report under the
voluntary system are more likely to be
physicians. Encouraging consumers to
report to manufacturers through a
phone number or address on the prod-
uct’s label will ensure a more thorough
reporting system.

Yet another concern I have heard is
that this bill has a significant eco-
nomic impact that has not been stud-
ied appropriately. One estimate I have
heard is that it could cost tens of mil-
lions of dollars a year to industry and
consumers.

I have to say that these estimates do
not seem to be supported by other in-
dustry representatives, many of whom
are already instituting reporting sys-
tems of their own. During the drafting
of this bill, we worked very hard to
keep requirements to the minimum
that would be necessary for a complete
and full reporting of serious adverse
events.

In addition, I have heard a suggestion
that a better alternative to this bill
would be a 1-800 number that con-
sumers can use to contact FDA di-
rectly to report complaints. I discussed
this with my colleagues and the FDA
and found little support for this idea.
What this could do is shift onto FDA
the majority of reports about product
problems. In other words, FDA fears
that consumers would start phoning
the agency, rather than the manufac-
turer, to report complaints for things
like broken bottles or tablets, or to an-
swer questions about usage. It is easy
to see how this could end up relieving
manufacturers of some of their con-
sumer-related responsibilities and shift
that onto the FDA.

Let me hasten to add that I under-
stand the motivation behind these con-
cerns. I will keep a close watch on this
new program as it is implemented, and
pledge to reexamine it should problems
with implementation arise.

In closing, I thank my colleagues for
the spirit of collaboration which led to
development of this legislation. In par-
ticular, I thank Senator DURBIN for his
leadership on this issue. While we may
not have always agreed on every provi-
sion, we did forge a bill on which we
can agree.

Senator HARKIN is a steadfast sup-
porter of the dietary supplement indus-
try, and his guidance undoubtedly
made this bill a better product.

Senator ENZI and Senator KENNEDY,
both longtime experts in food and drug
law, have both been most generous in
their time and in moving the process
forward.

I must also note the groups that also
support the bill—the Consumer’s
Union, the Center for Science in the
Public Interest, the Consumer
Healthcare Products Association, the
National Nutritional Foods Associa-
tion, the Council for Responsible Nutri-
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tion, the American Herbal Products
Association, and finally and most im-
portantly, the Utah Natural Products
Association.

That these groups, not often united—
at least on this subject—can rally
around our bill today is a testament to
good policy, good politics, and a sur-
viving bipartisan spirit.

Chairman ENZI has placed this legis-
lation on the HELP Committee agenda
for the June 28 executive session. It is
my hope the committee will give swift
approval to this bipartisan measure
and that the Senate will shortly there-
after do the same.

Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr.
JOHNSON, Mr. DEWINE, Mr.
HAGEL, and Mr. THUNE):

S. 35563. A bill to amend the Clean Air
Act to require all gasoline sold for use
in motor vehicles to contain 10 percent
renewable fuel in the year 2010 and
thereafter, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Environment and
Public Works.

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I rise
to introduce legislation that will take
a bold step in reducing our dependence
on fossil fuel and foreign oil. I am
pleased to be joined by Senator JOHN-
SON and others in introducing the ‘10
by 10 Act.”

The ‘10 by 10 Act” will require that
10 percent of each gallon of motor fuel
sold beginning January 1, 2010, contain
at least 10 percent renewable fuel. The
10 by 10 Act” is a signal that Congress
remains interested and adamant in
seeking energy independence by pro-
moting the development of renewable
fuels in the United States.

As President Bush stated in his State
of the Union Address, America is ad-
dicted to oil. He also declared that we
could displace at least 75 percent of the
oil we import from the Middle East by
2025. T am here to say to America’s ag-
riculture community, that we’re seri-
ous and we’re going to do something
about it.

Because the U.S. imports more than
60 percent of the crude oil we need, we
have become dangerously reliant on
foreign sources of energy. It is a threat
to our national security for the United
States to be dependent upon countries
like Iran and Venezuela for our energy
needs. It is also a threat to our eco-
nomic security to be dependent on for-
eign countries for the energy that
drives our economy. It is up to our
farmers and ranchers to help liberate
our consumers and our economy from
the stranglehold of OPEC and other
foreign countries on our energy needs.

This legislation will demonstrate to
consumers, in a commonsense way,
that each and every gallon of gasoline
will contain at least 10 percent of do-
mestically produced renewable fuel. It
will show that we are serious about re-
ducing our dependence on foreign oil,
and it will show in a tangible way that
we are working to reduce that depend-
ence.
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The ‘10 by 10 Act” is a commitment
to our constituents that we are work-
ing to lower that dependence, and re-
duce our consumption of foreign oil in
every gallon of fuel they pump. With
this legislation, Americans would know
with certainty that 10 percent of each
gallon of motor fuel was home-grown
by farmers and ranchers right here in
America.

It is important for consumers to rec-
ognize that for the vast majority of
cars on the road today, no modifica-
tions are necessary to operate on a 10-
percent renewable fuel blend. No sig-
nificant changes are required to the
fuel distribution network to allow for a
10-percent blend. The only thing stand-
ing in the way of reduced dependence
on foreign oil is a signal from Congress
that we recognize the virtue of home-
grown alternatives to foreign oil.

Today, ethanol, a renewable fuel pro-
duced from corn, is blended in more
than 30 percent of the gasoline sold in
the United States. There are currently
101 biorefineries prducing nearly 5 bil-
lion gallons of ethanol annually. By
the end of 2007, it is projected that we
will have the capacity to produce near-
1y 7 billion gallons annually.

We owe it to the American people to
pursue aggressive policies to free our
country from our foreign oil depend-
ence. I hope my colleagues will join me
in this effort to replace 10 percent of
each gallon of gasoline with home-
grown, environmentally friendly, re-
newable fuel.

I ask unanimous 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. 35563

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 ‘10 by 10

Act”.

SEC. 2. 10 PERCENT RENEWABLE FUEL RE-

QUIRED FOR MOTOR VEHICLES.

Section 211 of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C.
7545) is amended—

(1) by inserting after subsection (o) the fol-
lowing:

“(p) 10 PERCENT RENEWABLE FUEL REQUIRE-
MENT.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—After December 31, 2009,
it shall be unlawful for any person to sell or
offer for sale, supply or offer for supply, dis-
pense, transport, or introduce into com-
merce, for use in any motor vehicle (as de-
fined in section 216) any gasoline containing
less than 10 percent renewable fuel by vol-
ume.

‘(2) FUEL BLENDS.—For the purpose of en-
forcing this subsection, a blend of gasoline
and renewable fuel shall be considered to be
sold or offered for sale, supplied or offered
for supply, dispensed, transported, or intro-
duced into commerce in accordance with this
subsection if the renewable fuel content, ex-
clusive of denaturants and permitted con-
taminants, comprises not less than 9.2 per-
cent by volume and not more than 10 percent
by volume of the blend, as determined by the
Administrator.

‘“(3) MANIFESTS AND LABELING.—BYy regula-
tion effective January 1, 2010, the Adminis-
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trator shall require that each bill of lading
or transportation manifest for all gasoline
containing renewable fuel and all gasoline
not containing renewable fuel indicate the
renewable fuel content of the gasoline.

‘(4) NOTICES ON GASOLINE PUMPS; EXEMP-
TION FOR COLLECTOR VEHICLES.—The Adminis-
trator shall provide, by regulation, for—

““(A) appropriate notices to be displayed on
gasoline pumps—

‘(i) indicating the renewable fuel content
of the gasoline dispensed by the pump; and

‘‘(i1) notifying the public of the prohibition
under this subsection; and

‘“(B) an exemption from the requirements
of this subsection in the case of gasoline for
use in collector motor vehicles, as defined by
the Administrator.”’; and

(2) by redesignating the second subsection
(r) (as added by section 1512 of the Energy
Policy Act of 2005 (Public Law 109-58; 119
Stat. 1088)) as subsection (t) and moving the
subsection so as to appear at the end of the
section.

By Mr. OBAMA (for himself, Mr.
COCHRAN, Mr. LUGAR, and Mr.
CARPER):

S. 3554. A bill to establish an alter-
native diesel standard, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works.

Mr. OBAMA. Mr. President, I am
pleased to be joined by my distin-
guished colleagues, the Senator from
Mississippi, Mr. COCHRAN, the Senator
from Indiana, Mr. LUGAR, and the Sen-
ator from Delaware, Mr. CARPER, in in-
troducing the Alternative Diesel
Standard Act of 2006.

Last summer, Congress passed the
Energy Policy Act, which included a
bold, bipartisan initiative to help wean
our Nation from its petroleum depend-
ency. This initiative, known as the Re-
newable Fuels Standard, established
that it is the policy of the United
States that the 140 billion gallon na-
tional gasoline pool will consist of at
least 7.5 billion gallons of ethanol by
the year 2012.

We have seen tremendous response to
this new policy. Almost 30 new ethanol
plants have been proposed to be con-
structed in my State of Illinois alone,
and many more are proposed nation-
wide. By comparison, over the past 30
years, no new petroleum refineries
have been built in the United States.
The Renewable Fuels Standard is prob-
ably one of the single most important
legislative actions taken by Congress
in recent years to strengthen our do-
mestic energy security, and the legisla-
tion we introduce today takes this pol-
icy one step further by addressing the
40 billion gallon national diesel pool.

Petroleum-based diesel is used in a
wide variety of transportation modes:
transit buses; semitrucks; ships; heavy
duty construction, farming and mining
equipment; military vehicles; loco-
motives; barges; large scale generators;
and in a range of cars and trucks.
While not as large of a market as gaso-
line, petrodiesel is enormously signifi-
cant to our economy, and reducing our
reliance on foreign feedstocks for this
diesel is of equal importance in our ef-
forts to increase energy security.

Our Dbill, the Alternative Diesel
Standard, simply requires that by the
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year 2015, the national diesel pool must
consist of at least 2 billion gallons of
alternative and renewable diesels.

This is but a modest 1 percent of the
national diesel supply—hardly painful
for the petroleum industry. It would
not in any way dent the oil industry’s
record-shattering profits. Instead, it
establishes certainty to those who
know that alternative diesels can pro-
vide a real solution to our dependence
on foreign oil and who are prepared to
invest in alternative diesel production
on a commercial scale.

Right now, there is an estimated 180
million gallons of biodiesel production
capacity in the United States. Fifty-
four companies have reported plans to
construct dedicated biodiesel plants in
the near future, but those plans are de-
pendent upon regional and national de-
mand prospects.

Moreover, entrepreneurs across the
Nation have proven that we can make
diesel from other plant oils, like sun-
flower seeds, or coal, manure, animal
fats, and yes, even from recycled plas-
tics or garbage. This bill sends a signal
to those entrepreneurs that a market
is planned in the future for these do-
mestically produced fuels, attracting
the necessary investment to establish a
national infrastructure of domestic
fuel production capabilities.

If we are serious about reducing our
country’s dependence on imported pe-
troleum and insulating our economy
from future supply disruption shocks—
whether from the volatile Middle East
or natural disasters such as Katrina—
encouraging the construction of more
domestic alternative fuel production
capacity must be part of that strategy.
Several billion gallons of alternative
diesels are possible within the
timelines proposed in our legislation,
making another bold step to create
jobs in rural America and strengthen
our economic security. An Alternative
Diesel Standard is the right course for
the Nation’s future. I hope my col-
leagues will join me in cosponsoring
this legislation, and I ask their support
for swift enactment.

———

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION  519—CON-
GRATULATING THE MIAMI HEAT
FOR WINNING THE NATIONAL
BASKETBALL ASSOCIATION
CHAMPIONSHIP

Mr. MARTINEZ (for himself and Mr.
NELSON of Florida) submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was consid-
ered and agreed to:

S. RES. 519

Whereas on Tuesday, June 20, 2006, the
Miami Heat defeated the Dallas Mavericks
by a score of 95 to 92, in Dallas, Texas;

Whereas that victory marks the first Na-
tional Basketball Association (NBA) Cham-
pionship for the Miami Heat franchise;

Whereas after losing the first 2 games of
the NBA Finals, the Heat came back to win
4 games in a row, which earned the team an
overall record of 69-37 and the right to be
named NBA champions;
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Whereas Pat Riley, over his 11 seasons
with the Heat, has maintained a standard of
excellence within the franchise and has won
his fifth championship as head coach of an
NBA team;

Whereas Dwyane Wade, who averaged 34.7
points in the series, was named the Most
Valuable Player of the NBA Finals following
the Heat victory;

Whereas Shaquille O’Neal fulfilled his 2004
promise to his teammates and the residents
of Miami by delivering the title to the
Miami Heat;

Whereas each member of the Miami Heat
roster, including Derek Anderson, Shandon
Anderson, Earl Barron, Michael Doleac,
Udonis Haslem, Jason Kapono, Alonzo
Mourning, Shaquille O’Neal, Gary Payton,
James Posey, Wayne Simien, Dwyane Wade,
Antoine Walker, Jason Williams, and Dorell
Wright, played a meaningful role in bringing
the NBA Championship to Miami;

Whereas owner Micky Arison has built a
top-flight sports franchise and shown a con-
sistent commitment to bringing a winning
team to Miami; and

Whereas, the Miami Heat and its fans are
hot in the wake of its first NBA champion-
ship: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(a) congratulates the Miami Heat for its
victory in the 2006 National Basketball Asso-
ciation Championship; and

(b) requests the Secretary of the Senate to
transmit for appropriate display an enrolled
copy of this resolution to—

(1) the owner of the Miami Heat, Micky
Arison; and

(2) the general manager and coach of the
Miami Heat, Pat Riley.

———

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 4381. Mr. CHAMBLISS (for himself, Mr.
NELSON, of Nebraska, and Mr. ROBERTS) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 2766, to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2007 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of Defense,
for military construction, and for defense ac-
tivities of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe personnel strengths for such fiscal
year for the Armed Forces, and for other
purposes; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 4382. Mr. ALLARD (for himself and Mr.
SALAZAR) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 2766,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 4383. Mr. ALLARD (for himself and Mrs.
FEINSTEIN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
2766, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 4384. Mr. ALLARD (for himself and Mrs.
FEINSTEIN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
2766, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 4385. Mr. ALLARD (for himself and Mr.
SALAZAR) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 2766,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 4386. Mr. ALLARD (for himself and Mr.
JOHNSON) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 2766,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 4387. Mr. FEINGOLD submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4388. Mr. FEINGOLD submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4389. Mrs. MURRAY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
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to the bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4390. Mr. TALENT submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4391. Mr. GRAHAM submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4392, Mr. ALLARD submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4393. Mr. AKAKA submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 4394. Mr. CONRAD (for himself, Mr.
DORGAN, Ms. LANDRIEU, and Mr. VITTER) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 2766, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 4395. Mr. WARNER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4396. Mr. ALLEN (for himself, Mr.
CRAIG, Mrs. HUTCHISON, Ms. SNOWE, and Mr.
BURNS) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill S. 2766, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 4397. Mr. WARNER (for himself and Mr.
LEVIN) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill S. 2766, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 4398. Mr. KENNEDY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4399. Ms. CANTWELL submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4400. Mr. DODD submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 4401. Mr. SALAZAR submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4402. Mr. SALAZAR (for himself and
Mr. JEFFORDS) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
2766, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 4403. Mr. KENNEDY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4404. Mr. KENNEDY (for himself, Mr.
ROCKEFELLER, and Mr. REID) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4405. Mr. FEINGOLD submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4406. Ms. STABENOW submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4407. Mr. DORGAN (for himself and Mr.
CONRAD) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 2766,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 4408. Mr. FEINGOLD submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4409. Mr. OBAMA (for himself, Mr.
BoOND, Mrs. BOXER, and Mr. CARPER) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 2766, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 4410. Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself, Mrs.
BOXER, and Mr. BINGAMAN) submitted an
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amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4411. Mrs. LINCOLN (for herself and Mr.
PRYOR) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by her to the bill S. 2766, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 4412. Mr. HATCH (for himself, Mr.
BINGAMAN, and Mr . BIDEN) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4413. Mr. BURNS (for himself, Mr. AL-
LARD, Mr. THOMAS, Mr. ENZI, and Mr.
CONRAD) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 2766,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 4414. Mr. COCHRAN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4415. Mr. STEVENS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4416. Mr. CHAFEE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 4417. Mr. FEINGOLD (for himself, Mr.
REED, Mr. KENNEDY, and Mr. OBAMA) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 2766, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 4418. Mr. OBAMA submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 4419. Mrs. DOLE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the
bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 4420. Mr. WARNER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4421. Mr. WARNER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4422, Mr. SPECTER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4423. Mr. BIDEN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 4424. Mr. BIDEN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 4425. Mr. McCAIN (for himself and Mr.
WARNER) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 2766,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 4426. Mr. GRAHAM submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4427. Mr. WARNER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4428. Mr. WARNER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4429. Mr. CHAFEE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 4430. Mr. LAUTENBERG submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 2766, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 4431. Mr. BROWNBACK submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
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