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against the conference report. That
point of order be waived only with a
vote of 60 Senators.

In addition, the Conrad-McCain reso-
lution would strengthen current rules
that are designed to prohibit extra-
neous provisions in conference reports.
Extraneous provisions are those that
are either outside the scope of the bills
that the House and Senate sent to con-
ference, or in the jurisdiction of some
other committee.

Provisions that are either outside the
scope of conference or in another com-
mittee’s jurisdiction could be stricken
from the conference report on a point
of order made by any Senator. That
point of order could be waived only
with a vote of 60 Senators. Impor-
tantly, the point of order would not
bring down the entire conference re-
port. Instead, it will only remove the
extraneous matter, leaving the rest of
the conference report intact. This
change—similar to the application of
the Byrd rule on reconciliation bills—
will remove a significant impediment
to challenging attempts to push un-
popular riders through the Senate on
unrelated but otherwise popular legis-
lation.

This common-sense legislation is
long overdue. Our political process has
become too bogged down with bloated
spending bills and special-interest tax
break legislation. Too often, it is not
until after a conference report has
passed that its true cost comes to
light. Massive and unwieldy bills have
become almost routine in the Senate.
This has to stop.

Our resolution would improve the
legislative process while strengthening
fiscal responsibility in a way that is
simple, straightforward, and reason-
able. I urge my colleagues to support
it.
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CONFERENCE REPORTS OUT OF
ORDER.

(a) AVAILABILITY.—It shall not be in order
to consider a report of a committee of con-
ference under paragraph 1 of rule XXVIII of
the Standing Rules of the Senate unless such
report is filed and made available 48 hours
prior to presentation.

(b) CoST ESTIMATE OR TABLE.—It shall not
be in order to consider a report of a com-
mittee of conference under paragraph 1 of
rule XXVIII of the Standing Rules of the
Senate unless an official written cost esti-
mate or table by the Congressional Budget
Office is available at the time of consider-
ation.

(c) JURISDICTION.—It shall not be in order
to consider a report of a committee of con-
ference under paragraph 1 of rule XXVIII of
the Standing Rules of the Senate if the pre-
ponderance of matter in the conference re-
port is not in the jurisdiction of the com-
mittee (or Appropriations subcommittee for
one of the regular appropriation bills) that
had jurisdiction of the Senate passed bill
submitted to conference.

(d) SUPERMAJORITY WAIVER AND APPEAL.—
This section may be waived or suspended in
the Senate only by an affirmative vote of 346
of the Members, duly chosen and sworn. An
affirmative vote of 35 of the Members of the
Senate, duly chosen and sworn, shall be re-
quired in the Senate to sustain an appeal of
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the ruling of the Chair on a point of order
raised under this section.

SEC. 2. EXTRANEOUS PROVISIONS OF CON-
FERENCE REPORTS OUT OF ORDER.

(a) PROVISIONS OUTSIDE SCOPE OF CON-
FERENCE.—It shall not be in order to consider
a report of a committee of conference under
paragraph 1 of rule XXVIII of the Standing
Rules of the Senate if it contains extraneous
material outside the scope of conference
under rule XXVIII of the Standing Rules of
the Senate.

(b) PROVISIONS OUTSIDE JURISDICTION.—It
shall not be in order to consider a report of
a committee of conference under paragraph 1
of rule XXVIII of the Standing Rules of the
Senate if it contains extraneous material in
the jurisdiction of a committee other than a
committee from whom conferees were ap-
pointed.

(c) FOrRM OF POINT OF ORDER.—It shall be in
order for a Senator to raise a single point of
order that several provisions of a bill, resolu-
tion, amendment, motion, or conference re-
port violate this section. The Presiding Offi-
cer may sustain the point of order as to some
or all of the provisions against which the
Senator raised the point of order. If the Pre-
siding Officer so sustains the point of order
as to some of the provisions against which
the Senator raised the point of order, then
only those provisions against which the Pre-
siding Officer sustains the point of order
shall be deemed stricken pursuant to this
section. Before the Presiding Officer rules on
such a point of order, any Senator may move
to waive such a point of order as it applies to
some or all of the provisions against which
the point of order was raised. Such a motion
to waive is amendable in accordance with
the rules and precedents of the Senate. After
the Presiding Officer rules on such a point of
order, any Senator may appeal the ruling of
the Presiding Officer on such a point of order
as it applies to some or all of the provisions
on which the Presiding Officer ruled.

(d) POINT OF ORDER SUSTAINED.—When the
Senate is considering a conference report,
upon a point of order being made by any Sen-
ator against extraneous material described
in subsection (a) or (b), and such point of
order being sustained, such material shall be
deemed stricken as provided in subsection (c)
and the Senate shall proceed, without inter-
vening action or motion, to consider the
question of whether the Senate shall recede
from its amendment and concur with a fur-
ther amendment, or concur in the House
amendment with a further amendment, as
the case may be, which further amendment
shall consist of only that portion of the con-
ference report or House amendment, as the
case may be, not so stricken.

(e) NO FURTHER AMENDMENT.—In any case
in which such point of order is sustained
against a conference report (or Senate
amendment derived from such conference re-
port by operation of this subsection), no fur-
ther amendment shall be in order.

(f) SUPERMAJORITY WAIVER AND APPEAL.—
This section may be waived or suspended in
the Senate only by an affirmative vote of 35
of the Members, duly chosen and sworn. An
affirmative vote of 3 of the Members of the
Senate, duly chosen and sworn, shall be re-
quired in the Senate to sustain an appeal of
the ruling of the Chair on a point of order
raised under this section.
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SENATE RESOLUTION 210—EX-
PRESSING SYMPATHY FOR THE
PEOPLE OF EGYPT IN THE
AFTERMATH OF THE DEADLY
TERRORIST ATTACKS ON SHARM
EL-SHEIK, EGYPT ON JULY 23,
2005.

Mr. FRIST (for himself and Mr. REID)
submitted the following resolution;
which was considered and agreed to:

S. RES. 210

Whereas on July 23, 2005, terrorists struck
the Red Sea resort city of Sharm el-Sheik,
Egypt, detonating explosives in a crowded
hotel that killed dozens of the people of
Egypt and foreign tourists from around the
world, including a citizen of the United
States, and injured approximately 200 others;

Whereas the terrorist attacks on Sharm el-
Sheik, Egypt were senseless, barbaric, and
cowardly acts carried out against innocent
civilians;

Whereas Egypt is a friend and ally of the
United States and in the past has endured
terrorism against its innocent civilians;

Whereas the people of the United States
stand in solidarity with the people of Egypt
in fighting terrorism;

Whereas President George W. Bush imme-
diately condemned the terrorist attacks on
Sharm el-Sheik, Egypt and extended to the
people of Egypt his personal condolences and
the support of the United States; and

Whereas Secretary of State Condoleezza
Rice denounced the terrorist attacks on
Sharm el-Sheik, Egypt and stated, ‘‘we con-
tinue, all of us in the civilized world, to face
great challenges in terrorism, and we con-
tinue to be united in the view that terrorism
must be confronted and that they will not
succeed in destroying our way of life’’: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) expresses deep sympathies and condo-
lences to the people of Egypt and the victims
and the families of the victims for the hei-
nous terrorist attacks that occurred in
Sharm el-Sheik, Egypt on July 23, 2005;

(2) condemns the barbaric and unwarranted
terrorist attacks that killed and injured in-
nocent people in Sharm el-Sheik, Egypt;

(3) expresses strong and continued soli-
darity with the people of Egypt and pledges
to remain shoulder-to-shoulder with the peo-
ple of Egypt to bring the terrorists respon-
sible for the brutal attacks on Sharm el-
Sheik, Egypt to justice; and

(4) calls upon the international community
to renew and strengthen efforts to—

(A) defeat terrorists by dismantling ter-
rorist networks and exposing the violent and
nihilistic ideology of terrorism;

(B) increase international cooperation to
advance personal and religious freedom, eth-
nic and racial tolerance, political liberty and
pluralism, and economic prosperity; and

(C) combat the social injustice, oppression,
poverty, and extremism that breeds sym-
pathy for terrorism.

—————

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 1439. Mr. BINGAMAN (for himself and
Mr. DOMENICI) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
1042, to authorize appropriations for fiscal
year 2006 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military construc-
tion, and for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe personnel
strengths for such fiscal year for the Armed
Forces, and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1440. Mr. BINGAMAN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
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to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1441. Mr. BAYH submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1442. Mr. KENNEDY (for himself and
Mr. CHAMBLISS) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
1042, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1443. Mrs. CLINTON submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1444. Mrs. CLINTON (for herself and Mr.
KENNEDY) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by her to the bill S. 1042,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1445. Mr. SARBANES (for himself and
Ms. MIKULSKI) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
1042, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1446. Mr. CORZINE submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1447. Mr. HARKIN (for himself and Mr.
DORGAN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 1042,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1448. Mr. BIDEN (for himself, Mr. CAR-
PER, and Mr. BINGAMAN) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1449. Mr. KERRY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1450. Mr. OBAMA (for himself and Mr.
SALAZAR) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 1042,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1451. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1452. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1453. Mr. OBAMA submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1454. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1455. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1456. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1457. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1458. Mr. NELSON, of Florida sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 1042, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1459. Mr. NELSON, of Florida sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 1042, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1460. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1461. Mr. JOHNSON submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.
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SA 1462. Mr. LAUTENBERG (for himself,
Mrs. MURRAY, Mr OBAMA, Mr. CORZINE, and
Mrs. FEINSTEIN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
1042, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1463. Mr. HARKIN (for himself and Mr.
GRASSLEY) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
1042, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1464. Mr. LOTT submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1465. Mr. LOTT (for himself, Mr. COCH-
RAN, and Mr. NELSON, of Florida) submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1466. Mr. LOTT (for himself and Mr.
COCHRAN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 1042,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1467. Mr. SHELBY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1468. Mr. THOMAS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1469. Mr. THOMAS (for himself and Mr.
ENzI) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill S. 1042, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1470. Mr. BENNETT submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1471. Mr. VITTER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1472. Mr. SPECTER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1473. Mr. CRAIG submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1474. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1475. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1476. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra.

SA 1477. Mrs. HUTCHISON submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1042, supra.

SA 1478. Mrs. HUTCHISON (for herself and
Ms. MIKULSKI) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill S.
1042, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1479. Mrs. HUTCHISON submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1480. Mrs. HUTCHISON submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1481. Mr. GRASSLEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1482. Mr. OBAMA (for himself, Mr.
BYRD, and Mr. DURBIN) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.
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SA 1483. Mr. REED submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1484. Mr. REID submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1485. Mr. REID submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1486. Mr. REID (for himself and Mr.
OBAMA) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 1042,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1487. Mr. REID submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1483. Mr. REID submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1489. Ms. COLLINS (for Mr. THUNE) pro-
posed an amendment to the bill S. 1042,
supra.

SA 1490. Ms. COLLINS (for Mr. THUNE) pro-
posed an amendment to the bill S. 1042,
supra.

SA 1491. Ms. COLLINS (for Mr. THUNE (for
himself, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Ms. COLLINS, Mr.
LAUTENBERG, Mr. SUNUNU, Ms. SNOWE, Mr.
JOHNSON, Mr. DODD, Mr. CORZINE, Mr. BINGA-
MAN, and Mr. DOMENICI)) proposed an amend-
ment to the bill S. 1042, supra

SA 1492. Mr. REED (for Mr. LEVIN (for him-
self and Mr. REED)) proposed an amendment
to the bill S. 1042, supra.

SA 1493. Mr. LEVIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1494. Mr. LEVIN (for himself, Mr. KEN-
NEDY, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, and Mr. REED) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 1042, supra.

SA 1495. Mr. LEVIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1496. Mr. LEVIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra.

SA 1497. Mr. LEVIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra.

SA 1498. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1499. Mr. KERRY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1500. Mr. KERRY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1501. Mr. KERRY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1502. Mr. KERRY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1503. Mr. KERRY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1504. Mr. KERRY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1505. Mr. GRAHAM (for himself, Mr.
WARNER, and Mr. McCCAIN) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra.
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SA 1506. Mr. ALLARD (for himself and Mr.
SALAZAR) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 1042,
supra.

SA 1507. Mr. SANTORUM submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1508. Mr. SANTORUM submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1509. Mr. HATCH (for himself, Mr.
INHOFE, Mr. BENNETT, and Mr. CHAMBLISS)
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 1042, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1510. Mr. HATCH (for himself and Mr.
CHAMBLISS) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
1042, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1511. Mr. BROWNBACK submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1512. Mr. SARBANES submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1513. Mr. BYRD (for himself, Mr. BIDEN,
Mr. ROCKEFELLER, Mr. LIEBERMAN, Mrs.
CLINTON, Mr. OBAMA, and Mr. SCHUMER) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 1042, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1514. Mrs. FEINSTEIN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1515, Mr. DAYTON submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1516. Mr. HATCH (for himself, Mr.
INHOFE, Mr. BENNETT, and Mr. CHAMBLISS)
proposed an amendment to the bill S. 1042,
supra.

SA 1517. Mr. BAYH submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1518. Mr. BAYH submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1519. Mrs. BOXER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1520. Mr. OBAMA submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1521. Mr. COLEMAN (for himself and
Mr. LEVIN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
1042, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1522. Mrs. DOLE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1523. Mrs. DOLE (for herself, Mr. DUR-
BIN, and Mr. NELSON, of Florida) submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed by
her to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1524. Mrs. DOLE (for herself, Mr. LAU-
TENBERG, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. DEWINE, Ms.
LANDRIEU, Mr. CHAFEE, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr.
CHAMBLISS, and Mr. DURBIN) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1525. Mrs. CLINTON submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.
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SA 1526. Mrs. DOLE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1527. Mrs. BOXER (for herself and Ms.
SNOWE) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by her to the bill S. 1042,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1528. Mr. KERRY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1529. Mr. VOINOVICH submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1530. Mr. MARTINEZ (for himself and
Mr. NELSON, of Florida) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1531. Mr. LIEBERMAN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1532. Mr. DORGAN (for himself and Ms.
SNOWE) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 1042,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1533. Mr. MARTINEZ (for himself and
Mr. NELSON, of Florida) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1534. Mr. DEWINE (for himself, Mr.
BIDEN, and Mr. LIEBERMAN) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 15635. Ms. SNOWE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1536. Ms. SNOWE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1537. Ms. SNOWE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 15638. Ms. SNOWE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1539. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1540. Ms. SNOWE (for herself and Mr.
KERRY) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by her to the bill S. 1042,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 15641. Ms. SNOWE (for herself and Mr.
KERRY) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by her to the bill S. 1042,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1542. Ms. SNOWE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 15643. Mr. DOMENICI (for himself and
Mr. GRAHAM) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
1042, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1544. Mr. DOMENICI (for himself and
Mr. BINGAMAN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
1042, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1545. Mr. DOMENICI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1546. Mr. DOMENICI (for himself, Mrs.
HUTCHISON, and Mr. BINGAMAN) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
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to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1547. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1548. Mr. CONRAD submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1549. Mr. JEFFORDS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1550. Mr. FEINGOLD submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1551. Mr. BAYH submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1552. Mrs. LINCOLN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1553. Mr. CONRAD (for himself, Mr.
BAaucuUs, Mr. BURNS, Mr. THOMAS, and Mr.
ENzI) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill S. 1042, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1554. Mr. CONRAD submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1555. Mr. McCAIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1556. Mr. MCcCAIN (for himself, Mr.
WARNER, Mr. GRAHAM, and Ms. COLLINS) pro-
posed an amendment to the bill S. 1042,
supra.

SA 1557. Mr. MCCAIN (for himself, Mr.
WARNER, Mr. GRAHAM, Ms. COLLINS, and Mr.
LEVIN) proposed an amendment to the bill S.
1042, supra.

SA 1558. Mr. WARNER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1559. Mr. WARNER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1560. Mr. WARNER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1561. Mr. DOMENICI submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1562. Mr. WARNER (for himself and Mr.
LEAHY) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the bill S. 1042, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1563. Mr. WARNER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1564. Mr. WARNER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1565. Mr. WARNER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1566. Mr. WARNER proposed an amend-
ment to the bill S. 1042, supra.

SA 1567. Mr. WARNER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1568. Mr. BYRD submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.



S8836

SA 1569. Mr. NELSON, of Nebraska (for
himself and Mr. WYDEN) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1570. Mr. DURBIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1571. Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Ms. MI-
KULSKI, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. GRAHAM, Ms.
LANDRIEU, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. SARBANES, Mr.
LAUTENBERG, Mr. BINGAMAN, Mr. KERRY, Mr.
SALAZAR, Mr. CORZINE, Mr. CHAFEE, Mrs. LIN-
COLN, Mr. BIDEN, Mr. KENNEDY, Mrs. MUR-
RAY, and Mr. NELSON, of Florida) submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 1042, supra.

SA 1572. Mr. KOHL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1573. Ms. SNOWE (for herself and Ms.
COLLINS) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by her to the bill S. 1042,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1574. Mr. VOINOVICH (for himself and
Mr. DEWINE) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
1042, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1575. Mr. SESSIONS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1576. Mr. SESSIONS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1577. Mr. NELSON, of Nebraska sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 1042, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1578. Mr. DURBIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1579. Mr. CORZINE (for himself, Mr.
KENNEDY, Mr. LAUTENBERG, Mr. DoDD, Mr.
JEFFORDS, and Mr. FEINGOLD) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1042, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

—————
TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 1439. Mr. BINGAMAN (for himself
and Mr. DOMENICI) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 1042, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2006 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe per-
sonnel strengths for such fiscal year
for the Armed Forces, and for other
purposes; which was ordered to lie on
the table; as follows:

At the end of subtitle B of title II, add the
following:

SEC. 213. FIELD PROGRAMMABLE GATE ARRAY.

(a) ADDITIONAL AMOUNT FOR RESEARCH, DE-
VELOPMENT, TEST, AND EVALUATION, AIR
FORCE.—The amount authorized to be appro-
priated by section 201(3) for research, devel-
opment, test, and evaluation for the Air
Force is hereby increased by $3,000,000.

(b) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNT.—Of the
amount authorized to be appropriated by
section 201(3) for research, development, test,
and evaluation for the Air Force, as in-
creased by subsection (a), $3,000,000 may be
available for Space Technology (PE #
0602601F) for research and development on
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the reliability of field programmable gate ar-
rays for space applications, including design
of an assurance strategy, reference architec-
tures, research and development on reli-
ability and radiation hardening, and out-
reach to industry and localities to develop
core competencies.

(c) OFFSET.—The amount authorized to be
appropriated by section 301(4) for operation
and maintenance for the Air Force is hereby
reduced by $3,000,000.

SA 1440. Mr. BINGAMAN submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
by him to the bill S. 1042, to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2006 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe per-
sonnel strengths for such fiscal year
for the Armed Forces, and for other
purposes; which was ordered to lie on
the table; as follows:

On page 48, between lines 5 and 6, insert
the following:

SEC. 244. NATIONAL CRITICAL TECHNOLOGIES
PANEL.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Director of the
Office of Science and Technology Policy
shall establish within that office a National
Critical Technologies Panel (referred to in
this section as the ‘“‘panel’’). The panel shall
prepare the biennial national critical tech-
nologies report required by subsection (c).

(b) MEMBERSHIP.—

(1) COMPOSITION AND APPOINTMENT.—The
panel shall consist of 13 members appointed
from among persons who are experts in
science and engineering as follows:

(A) DIRECTOR.—The Director of the Office
of Science and Technology Policy shall ap-
point 5 members, of whom—

(i) 2 shall be Federal Government officials;
and

(ii) 3 shall be appointed from persons in
private industry and higher education.

(B) CONGRESSIONAL APPOINTMENTS.—The
leadership of the Senate and the House of
Representatives shall appoint 4 members, of
whom—

(i) 1 shall be appointed by the Majority
Leader of the Senate;

(ii) 1 shall be appointed by the Minority
Leader of the Senate;

(iii) 1 shall be appointed by the Speaker of
the House of Representatives; and

(iv) 1 shall be appointed by the Minority
Leader of the House of Representatives.

(C) AGENCY APPOINTMENTS.—Of the remain-
ing 4 members of the panel—

(i) 1 shall be appointed by the Secretary of
Defense, who shall be an official of the De-
partment of Defense;

(ii) 1 shall be appointed by the Secretary of
Energy, who shall be an official of the De-
partment of Energy;

(iii) 1 shall be appointed by the Secretary
of Commerce, who shall be an official of the
Department of Commerce; and

(iv) 1 shall be appointed by the Adminis-
trator of the National Aeronautics and Space
Administration, who shall be an official of
the National Aeronautics and Space Admin-
istration.

(2) TERM OF OFFICE; VACANCIES.—

(A) TERM.—

(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
clause (ii), members shall serve for the dura-
tion of the panel.

(ii) PRIVATE PERSONS.—Members appointed
under paragraph (1)(A)@i) shall serve for a
term of 2 years.

(B) VACANCIES.—Any vacancy in the mem-
bership of the panel shall be filled in the
same manner as the original appointment.
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(3) CHAIRMAN.—The Director of the Office
of Science and Technology Policy shall des-
ignate 1 of the members appointed under
paragraph (1)(A)(i) as chairman of the panel.

(c) BIENNIAL NATIONAL CRITICAL TECH-
NOLOGIES REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The panel shall submit to
the President and Congress a biennial report
on national critical technologies.

(2) TECHNOLOGIES CONSIDERED NATIONAL
CRITICAL TECHNOLOGIES.—For purposes of this
subsection, a product technology or process
technology may be considered to be a na-
tional critical technology if the panel deter-
mines it to be a technology that it is essen-
tial for the United States to develop to fur-
ther the long-term national security or eco-
nomic prosperity of the United States.

(3) CONTENTS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Each report under para-
graph (1) shall identify those product tech-
nologies and process technologies that the
panel considers to be national critical tech-
nologies. The number of the such tech-
nologies identified in any such report may
not exceed 30, but shall include the most eco-
nomically important emerging civilian tech-
nologies during the 10-year period following
such report, together with the estimated
current and future size of domestic and
international markets for products derived
from these technologies.

(B) TECHNOLOGIES IDENTIFIED.—Each report
under paragraph (1) shall include, with re-
spect to each technology identified in the re-
port—

(i) the reasons the panel selected that tech-
nology;

(ii) the state of the development of that
technology in the United States and in other
countries; and

(iii) an estimate of the current and antici-
pated level of research and development ef-
fort in the United States, including antici-
pated milestones or specific accomplish-
ments, by—

(I) the Federal Government;

(IT) State and local governments;

(IIT) private industry; and

(IV) colleges and universities.

(C) TYPES OF RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT
NEEDED.—Each report under paragraph (1)
shall—

(i) identify the types of research and devel-
opment needed to close any significant gaps
or deficiencies in the technology base of the
United States, as compared with the tech-
nology bases of major trading partners; and

(ii) list the technologies and markets tar-
geted by major trading partners for develop-
ment or capture.

(4) TIMING.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The panel shall submit a
report to the President not later than Octo-
ber 1 of each even-numbered year.

(B) SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.—Not later
than 30 days after the date on which a report
is submitted to the President under subpara-
graph (A), the President shall transmit the
report, together with any comments that the
President considers appropriate, to Congress.

(d) ADMINISTRATION AND FUNDING OF
PANEL.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Office
of Science and Technology Policy shall pro-
vide administrative support for the panel.

(2) PANEL EXPENSES.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Funds for necessary ex-
penses of the panel shall be provided for fis-
cal years after fiscal year 2006 from funds ap-
propriated for that Office.

(B) FISCAL YEAR 2006.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall reimburse the Director of the Of-
fice of Science and Technology Policy for the
reasonable expenses, not to exceed $1,000,000,
incurred by the panel during fiscal year 2006.

(e) EXPIRATION.—The panel shall terminate
on December 31, 2010.
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