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attitudes. Those young people who say
their parents talk with them a lot
about drugs show a 37 percent lower
drug use than those students who say
their parents never talk to them about
drugs. Despite this statistic, less than
31 percent of the students say their
parents talk with them often or a lot
about the problems of drugs.

So we have one-third of the parents
shirking their respomnsibility; and in
shirking their responsibility, they are
losing an opportunity to make a dif-
ference in whether or not their young
people will experiment with drugs. Be-
cause we have that other survey that
shows 42 percent of the young people in
America do not use drugs because they
have been influenced by their parents
not to use drugs.

The last survey I want to refer to is
a National Household Survey on drug
abuse. It was released 2 months ago. It
gives a very clear picture that we still
have much work ahead of us when it
comes to educating our kids about
drugs.

The survey stated that almost 10 per-
cent of our young people, ages 12 to 17,
reported current use of illicit drugs. An
estimated 8 percent of youths in the
same age category reported current use
of marijuana fairly regularly.

Unfortunately, this was not a signifi-
cant change from last year. According
to the survey, young people reported
great risk of using cigarettes, mari-
juana, cocaine, and alcohol; and that
percentage was unchanged from the
previous year.

The disturbing fact is 56 percent of
the kids, ages 12 to 17, reported that
marijuana was very easy to get. And 14
percent of these young people reported
being approached by someone selling
drugs within 30 days of their interview
for the survey.

Although these statistics seem
daunting, we have made some progress
in keeping drugs out of children’s
hands. The National Household Sur-
vey—the last one I referred to—stated
that the number of youths using
inhalants has decreased significantly
from 2 percent in 1997 to 1 percent last
year.

The PRIDE survey reported that
monthly use of any illegal and illicit
drugs fell from 17 percent last year to
16 percent this year. Even more impor-
tant is the fact that 60 percent of the
students say they do not expect to use
drugs in the future. And this is a 9-per-
cent increase from the 51 percent last
year.

There may be some hope shown in
those statistics, then, that finally a
message about ‘‘just don’t do it,”
“‘drugs are bad,”” may be making some
progress.

But we all know the war on drugs is
tough and it is not one that will be won
easily, but it is not one from which we
in public life or within our families can
walk away. Although these numbers
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and statistics remain exceedingly high,
our efforts can make a difference and
are not futile. I believe creating a drug-
free environment for our youth is an
accessible goal that we must work to
reach.

Surveys such as these play an impor-
tant role in measuring our progress
and determining the work that lies
ahead of us. It is clear that the public
is aware of the problem and expects
Congress and the administration to do
their part in finding ways to make
counterdrug programs work.

In a national poll on national drug
policy, produced last month by the
Mellman Group, the public supports ef-
fective drug control programs. As you
can see from chart No. 1—if you would
look at chart No. 1—the public particu-
larly supports strong interdiction pro-
grams and consistent interdiction ef-
forts. The survey shows 92 percent of
the people questioned view illegal
drugs as a serious problem in this
country.

I will now refer to chart No. 2. The
majority of individuals think drug use
in this country is increasing. Few see
it declining, in other words. So it
seems obvious to me—and I hope to all
of you—that the American people are
aware of the problem and are eager for
a more assertive national drug policy
from Congress and from the adminis-
tration.

When Americans are more concerned
about the availability of drugs than
they are about crime, we clearly need
to take action. We cannot afford to let
drugs devastate our country any fur-
ther; we cannot afford to let drugs dev-
astate any more young people. We have
to be proactive in our efforts if we
want to change these disturbing num-
bers that have come out in the CASA
survey, the National Household Sur-
vey, and the PRIDE survey.

We do not need a miracle for our
young people. We need a strong family
life and positive role models to guide
our youth in the right direction.

Education of the dangers of drugs
starts at home. But it needs to be car-
ried over into all of society. Parents
need help in sustaining a clear and con-
sistent ‘‘no use’’ message.

In closing, I refer to an effort I am
making in my State called Face It To-
gether, an organization that tries to
bring together all elements of our soci-
ety.

There are two elements of our soci-
ety—at least in my State—that I do
not think have done enough to be sup-
portive of families because the front
line in the war against drugs is the
home. We cannot, in the home, push it
off on the school, off onto law enforce-
ment, off onto substance abuse profes-
sions. That front line is the home.

But two institutions of society, in
my State, I think, can do a better job.
Maybe it is true of the other 49 States
as well. Although it is more encom-

October 18, 1999

passing than just involving industry
and business on the one hand, and the
churches on the other hand in sup-
porting families, that is where I want
to concentrate my effort. Because most
businesses and industries in my State
have substance abuse programs, as a
matter of necessity, for the health and
well-being of their workers and to
maintain the productivity of their
workforce, we want those businesses
that have a drug education and drug
awareness program in the workplace to
get their workers—men and women
alike—to carry that message home and
use it in the families, in the home, to
support the effort which ought to be in
that family already, of telling their
children of the dangers of drugs.

The other place where I do not think
we have used enough of our resources is
in the churches of our State, for mes-
sages from the pulpit, and to use the
institution of the church to dissemi-
nate educational information to, again,
be supportive of the family—mom and
dad—to keep that message strong back
home. This is something we all need to
work on.

I yield the floor.

—————

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

The Senator from Colorado.

Mr. ALLARD. Mr. President, may I
inquire as to how our time is being
controlled? Do we have time limits?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. We are
to return to the pending business, with
no time limitations.

Mr. ALLARD. I thank the Chair.

BIPARTISAN CAMPAIGN REFORM
ACT OF 1999—Resumed

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will now
return to consideration of S. 1593,
which the clerk will report.

The legislative assistant read as fol-
lows:

A Dbill (8. 1593) to amend the Federal Elec-
tion Campaign Act of 1971 to provide bipar-
tisan campaign reform.

Pending:

Daschle amendment No. 2298, in the nature
of a substitute.

Reid amendment No. 2299 (to amendment
No. 2298), of a perfecting nature.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Colorado.

Mr. ALLARD. Mr. President, before
making my comments on the campaign
finance reform measure before us, I
thank the Senator from Kentucky for
his splendid work on this issue. This
has been an issue on which he has spent
a good deal of time. An issue this com-
plicated is very demanding. As so fre-
quently is the custom of the Senator
from Kentucky, he has put his heart
and soul into this issue. Many of us ap-
preciate his dedicated effort in trying
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