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road mobile sources, and any other category 
of sources that the Administrator may iden-
tify; and 

‘‘(ii) reductions in such emissions will im-
prove air quality in the petitioning State’s 
nonattainment area or areas at least as cost-
effectively as reductions in emissions from 
each other principal category of sources of 
sulfur dioxide or nitrogen oxides to the max-
imum extent that a methodology is reason-
ably available to make such a determina-
tion.

In making the determination under clause 
(ii), the Administrator shall use the best 
available peer-reviewed models and method-
ology that consider the proximity of the 
source or sources to the petitioning State or 
political subdivision and incorporate other 
sources characteristics. 

‘‘(C) The Administrator shall develop an 
appropriate peer reviewed methodology for 
making determinations under subparagraph 
(B) by December 31, 2006. 

‘‘(D) The Administrator shall not make 
any findings with respect to an affected unit 
under this section prior to December 1, 2011. 
For any petition submitted prior to January 
1, 2010, the Administrator shall make a find-
ing or deny the petition by the December 31, 
2011. 

‘‘(E) The Administrator, by rulemaking, 
shall extend the compliance and implemen-
tation deadlines in subsection (c) to the ex-
tent necessary to assure that no affected 
unit shall be subject to any such deadline 
prior to January 1, 2014.’’ 

(b) TITLE III.—Section 307(d)(1)(G) of title 
III of the Clean Air Act is amended to read 
as follows: 

‘‘(G) the promulgation or revision of any 
regulation under title IV,’’. 

(c) NOISE POLLUTION.—Title N of the Clean 
Air Act (relating to noise pollution) (42 
U.S.C. 7641 et seq.) is redesignated as title 
VII and amended by renumbering sections 
401 through 403 as sections 701 through 703, 
respectively and conforming all cross-ref-
erences thereto accordingly. 

(d) SECTION 406.—Title IV of the Clean Air 
Act Amendments of 1990 (relating to acid 
deposition control) is amended by repealing 
section 406 (industrial Sulfur dioxide emis-
sions). 

(e) MONITORING.—Section 821 (a) of title 
VIII of the Clean Air Act Amendments of 
1990 (miscellaneous provisions) is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘(a) MONITORING.—The Administrator shall 
promulgate regulations within 18 months 
after November 15, 1990, to require that all 
affected sources subject to subpart 1 of part 
B of title IV of the Clean Air Act as of De-
cember 31, 2009, shall also monitor carbon di-
oxide emissions according to the same time-
table as in section 405(b). The required moni-
toring may be no more stringent than that 
required by any two of the four most popu-
lous countries for units comparable to the 
affected units in the United States. The reg-
ulations shall require that such data be re-
ported to the Administrator. The provisions 
of section 405(e) of title IV of the Clean Air 
Act shall apply for purposes of this section 
in the same manner and to the same extent 
as such provision applies to the monitoring 
and data referred to in section 405. The Ad-
ministrator shall implement this subsection 
under 40 CFR Part 75 (2002), amended as ap-
propriate by the Administrator.’’

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 80—URGING JAPAN TO 
HONOR ITS COMMITMENTS 
UNDER THE 1986 MARKET-ORI-
ENTED SECTOR-SELECTIVE 
(MOSS) AGREEMENT ON MED-
ICAL EQUIPMENT AND PHARMA-
CEUTICALS, AND FOR OTHER 
PURPOSES 
Mr. COLEMAN (for himself and Mr. 

BAYH) submitted the following concur-
rent resolution; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations: 

S. CON. RES. 80

Whereas the revolution in medical tech-
nology has improved our ability to respond 
to emerging threats and prevent, identify, 
treat, and cure a broad range of diseases and 
disabilities, and has the proven potential to 
bring even more valuable advances in the fu-
ture; 

Whereas medical technology has driven 
dramatic productivity gains for the benefit 
of patients, providers, employers, and our 
economy; 

Whereas investment from the United 
States medical technology industry produces 
the majority of the $175,000,000,000 global 
business in development of medical devices, 
diagnostic products, and medical informa-
tion systems, allowing patients to lead 
longer, healthier, and more productive lives; 

Whereas the United States medical tech-
nology industry supports almost 1,000,000 
Americans in high-value jobs located in 
every State, and the industry is a net con-
tributor to the United States balance of 
trade, with a trade surplus of $3,300,000,000; 

Whereas Japan is one of the most impor-
tant trading partners of the United States; 

Whereas United States products account 
for roughly 1⁄2 of the global market, but gar-
ner only a 1⁄3 share of Japan’s market; 

Whereas Japan has made little progress in 
implementing its commitments to cut prod-
uct review times, improve their reimburse-
ment system, and consult bilaterally on pol-
icy changes under the Market-Oriented Sec-
tor-Selective (MOSS) Agreement on Medical 
Equipment and Pharmaceuticals, signed on 
January 9, 1986, between the United States 
and Japan; 

Whereas, although regulatory reviews in 
Japan remain among the lengthiest in the 
world and Japan needs to accelerate patient 
access to safe and beneficial medical tech-
nologies, proposals currently under consider-
ation in Japan would, in many cases, actu-
ally increase regulatory burdens on manu-
facturers and delay access without enhanc-
ing patient safety; 

Whereas the general cost of doing business 
in Japan is among the highest in the world 
and is driven significantly higher by certain 
factors in the medical technology sector, and 
inefficiencies in Japanese distribution net-
works and hospital payment systems and 
unique regulatory burdens drive up the cost 
of bringing innovations to Japanese con-
sumers and impede patient access to life-sav-
ing and life-enhancing medical technologies; 

Whereas artificial government price caps 
such as the foreign average price policy 
adopted by the Government of Japan in 2002 
restrict patient access and fail to recognize 
the value of innovation; 

Whereas less than 1⁄10 of 1 percent of the 
tens of thousands of medical technologies in-
troduced in Japan in the last 10 years re-
ceived new product pricing; 

Whereas the Government of Japan has 
adopted artificial price caps that are tar-

geted toward technologies predominately 
marketed by United States companies and is 
considering altering pricing rules to enable 
further cuts to these products; and 

Whereas these discriminatory pricing poli-
cies will allow the Japanese government to 
take advantage of United States research 
and development: Now, therefore, be it

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

(1) urges Japan to honor its commitments 
under the Market-Oriented Sector-Selective 
(MOSS) Agreement on Medical Equipment 
and Pharmaceuticals, signed on January 9, 
1986, between the United States and Japan 
(hereafter in this resolution referred to as 
the ‘‘MOSS Agreement’’), by—

(A) reducing regulatory barriers to the ap-
proval and adoption of new medical tech-
nologies; and 

(B) establishing reasonable agency per-
formance goals for premarket approvals and 
an appropriate, risk-based postmarket sys-
tem consistent with globally accepted prac-
tices; 

(2) urges Japan to honor its commitments 
under the MOSS Agreement to improve the 
reimbursement environment for medical 
technologies by actively promoting pricing 
policies that encourage innovation for the 
benefit of Japanese patients and the Japa-
nese economy; and 

(3) urges Japan to honor its commitments 
under the MOSS Agreement by—

(A) implementing fair and open processes 
and rules that do not disproportionately 
harm United States medical technology 
products; and 

(B) providing opportunities for consulta-
tion with trading partners.

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED & 
PROPOSED 

SA 2143. Mr. VOINOVICH submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 150, to make permanent the 
moratorium on taxes on Internet access and 
multiple and discriminatory taxes on elec-
tronic commerce imposed by the Internet 
Tax Freedom Act; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2144. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 2799, making appropriations 
for the Departments of Commerce, Justice, 
and State, the Judiciary, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2004, and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 2145. Mr. BAUCUS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2799, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2146. Mr. KYL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 2799, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2147. Mr. CRAIG (for himself and Mr. 
HAGEL) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2799, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 
SA 2143. Mr. VOINOVICH submitted 

an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill S. 150, to make per-
manent the moratorium on taxes on 
Internet access and multiple and dis-
criminatory taxes on electronic com-
merce imposed by the Internet Tax 
Freedom Act; which was ordered to lie 
on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
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