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Whereas children may become poisoned by 

lead in water, soil, or consumable products; 
Whereas most children are poisoned in 

their homes through exposure to lead par-
ticles when lead-based paint deteriorates or 
is disturbed during home renovation and re-
painting; and 

Whereas lead poisoning crosses all barriers 
of race, income, and geography: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) designates the week of October 24, 1999, 

through October 30, 1999, and the week of Oc-
tober 22, 2000, through October 28, 2000, as 
‘‘National Childhood Lead Poisoning Preven-
tion Week’’; and 

(2) requests that the President issue a 
proclamation calling upon the people of the 
United States to observe such day with ap-
propriate programs and activities. 

f 

ORDERS FOR TOMORROW 
Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it ad-
journ until the hour of 9:30 a.m. on 
Wednesday, October 20. I further ask 
consent that on Wednesday, imme-
diately following the prayer, the Jour-
nal of proceedings be approved to date, 
the morning hour be deemed expired, 
the time for the two leaders be re-
served for their use later in the day, 
and the Senate then resume debate on 
the motion to proceed to S. 1692, the 
partial-birth abortion bill as under the 
previous order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

PROGRAM 
Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, for the 

information of all Senators, the Senate 
will resume consideration of the mo-
tion to proceed to the partial-birth 
abortion bill tomorrow morning. By 
previous order, a vote on the motion 
will occur after 20 minutes of debate. 
Therefore, Senators can expect the 
first vote at 9:50 a.m. If the motion is 
adopted, it is anticipated the Senate 
will continue debate on the bill 
throughout the day. It is the hope of 
the majority leader an agreement can 
be reached with regard to amendments 
so that the bill can be completed prior 
to the close of business on Thursday. 
The Senate may also consider any ap-
propriations conference reports avail-
able for action. 

f 

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, if 

there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate stand in adjourn-
ment under the previous order, fol-
lowing the remarks of Senator ED-
WARDS and my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM 
Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I voted 

in favor of cloture on the amendment 

denominated the Daschle amendment, 
which was the Shays-Meehan bill, be-
cause I believe comprehensive cam-
paign finance reform is highly desir-
able. The bill, as embodied in the 
Daschle amendment, would eliminate 
soft money for all issue advertising. I 
believe that is sound. 

I voted to oppose cloture to the Reid 
amendment, which would curtail soft 
money for issue advertising for only six 
committees: The Republican National 
Committee, the Democratic National 
Committee, the Republican Senatorial 
Campaign Committee, the Democratic 
Senatorial Campaign Committee, the 
Republican House Campaign Com-
mittee, and the Democratic House 
Campaign Committee. 

It is my view that if soft money is to 
be prohibited on issue advertising, then 
soft money should be prohibited across 
the board. To approve the lesser provi-
sions of the Reid amendment, which 
would affect only six political cam-
paign committees, would be unfair, be-
cause other organizations could use 
soft money for issue advertising. 

That is the distinction on my vote on 
the Daschle amendment where I voted 
for cloture contrasted with the Reid 
amendment where I opposed cloture. 

Furthermore, I believe the com-
prehensive reform embodied in the 
Shays-Meehan bill is what ought to be 
adopted. The bill has another very im-
portant provision; and that is the pro-
vision relating to the changing of the 
definition of ‘‘express advocacy’’ and 
‘‘issue advocacy.’’ At the present time, 
issue advocacy would incorporate an 
advertisement, which could detail the 
ways one candidate is bad, and his op-
ponent is good. But as long as the ad 
did not say, ‘‘Vote for the opponent; 
vote against the candidate,’’ it is con-
sidered issue advertising. That is to-
tally unrealistic. Shays-Meehan would 
make an important change on that pro-
vision. 

I would add one caveat as to con-
stitutionality. All of this is subject to 
some very stringent tests under the 
Buckley decision. I believe before we 
are going to get comprehensive cam-
paign reform, we need to overrule the 
decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States in Buckley v. Valeo. 

Senator HOLLINGS and I have pro-
posed constitutional amendments now 
for more than a decade. I would not 
consider amending the language of the 
first amendment, but I disagree when a 
Supreme Court decision, made by a di-
vided Court—says that money is equiv-
alent to speech for the individual per-
son but not for contributors. I ran in 
1976 in a contested primary against my 
good friend, the late Senator John 
Heinz. In the middle of that campaign, 
the Supreme Court of the United 
States decided that an individual can 
spend millions, where my opponent 
spent a considerable amount of 
money—but as my brother he was lim-

ited to a $1,000 contribution. His speech 
as an individual contributor, was lim-
ited in the context, where my brother 
could have financed a campaign. Ulti-
mately, we are going to have to change 
the Buckley decision. 

To repeat, I would not change the 
language of the first amendment. But, 
I think other legal judgments, perhaps 
mine included, would be as good as the 
Supreme Court Justices who decided 
Buckley v. Valeo. 

But I do believe that if there is to be 
a curtailment of soft money, it ought 
to be done as Shays-Meehan did it in 
the Daschle amendment; not with the 
Reid amendment, which would limit 
only six political committees and leave 
others in a position to finance soft 
money campaigns, which would be an 
uneven playing field and unfair. 

Mr. EDWARDS addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from North Carolina. 
Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. President, our 

political process is diseased. The virus 
causing that disease is money. The 
worst virus of all is what is known as 
soft money. The people of America, in-
cluding folks I grew up with in a small 
town in North Carolina, no longer be-
lieve their vote matters. As a result, 
they do not go to the polls; they do not 
participate. They have completely dis-
engaged with their Government and 
the political process. 

We have to do something in the Sen-
ate to bring those people back, to make 
the people all over this country believe 
again that this is their Government. 
We have to make people believe again 
that their Government up in Wash-
ington is not some foreign thing that 
has nothing to do with them and noth-
ing to do with their lives, but, in fact, 
they have ownership of this Govern-
ment; this is their Government. It 
doesn’t belong to the Senators who 
participate in this body; it belongs to 
the people, every single one of them. 
We must make them believe again that 
when they go to the polls and vote, 
their vote counts every bit as much as 
anybody else’s vote and that their 
voice in the process is as loud and clear 
as anybody else’s. 

The reality is, people have dis-
engaged for a two major reasons. One is 
the influx of big money. I don’t think 
it is an accident that during the wid-
ening of the soft money loophole and 
the boom of big soft money contribu-
tions over the last several years that 
allows people to write checks for 
$100,000, $200,000, $500,000, completely 
unregulated, unmonitored—that during 
this same period of time voter turnout 
has steadily declined. 

The simple reason for that is, aver-
age Americans, average North Caro-
linians, believe their voice is being 
drowned out by big money. These peo-
ple, who have good sense, their gut 
tells them that when somebody else 
writes a check for $100,000—first of all, 
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