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age group. Of course, we may never 

know for sure what’s happening with 

some of these drugs. Because, unless we 

find a way to produce a study in this 

age group, we will never know for sure 

how this drug works for the youngest 

children.
My legislation contains a provision 

that—in limited circumstances—would 

provide drug companies with a second 

patent extension to serve as an incen-

tive to study drugs in the youngest 

groups of children. I believe this could 

serve as the incentive to make sure 

these younger children share fully in 

the positive results of this legislation. 
However, understanding the various 

concerns about possible abuse of a sec-

ond incentive, increased prices, and 

high profits, my second incentive is 

carefully limited. 
First, the patent extension that 

serves as the incentive to perform stud-

ies in neonates and other young chil-

dren is three months rather than six. 

While neonates and infants are ex-

tremely important age groups, it is an 

inescapable fact that there simply 

aren’t as many of these young children 

running around as there are kids in 

general. Given this, and the legitimate 

concerns about marginally raising drug 

prices by keeping generic drugs off the 

market longer, I believe that limiting 

the neonatal incentive to three months 

is reasonable. 
Second, unlike the existing pediatric 

incentives, my proposed second incen-

tive period would not be available to 

drugs going through the FDA approval 

process. If a drug company is doing pe-

diatric studies prior to a drug’s ap-

proval, it should be able to plan a se-

quential set of studies as part of the 

first set of pediatric tests. 
Finally, the possibility of a second 

incentive period is restricted to drugs 

that fit one of two categories. First, 

drugs which cannot initially be studied 

in neonates or other young children be-

cause it is necessary to pursue sequen-

tial studies for scientific, medical, or 

ethical reasons. Second, drugs for 

which new uses have been discovered 

and for which drug studies in young 

children were not originally expected 

to be useful could qualify for a second 

incentive period. 
Given these limits, my expectation is 

that the majority of drugs would not 

qualify for a second patent extension if 

my legislation were to pass. A signifi-

cant enough amount to make a dif-

ference in young children’s lives, yes. 

Enough to produce a tidal wave of addi-

tional patent extensions, no. 
The FDA, from their January report, 

actually recommended that Congress 

consider the general idea I am talking 

about: ‘‘When there is a need to pro-

ceed in a sequential manner for the de-

velopment of pediatric information, 

FDA should have the option of issuing 

a second Written Request for the con-

duct of studies in the relevant younger 

age group(s). For this option to be 

meaningful, the second Written Re-

quest, after receiving the studies to an 

initial Written Request and pediatric 

exclusivity awarded, would be linked 

with a meaningful incentive to spon-

sors.’’

Before 1997, we had a serious lack of 

information for children generally, so 

we provided an incentive to study 

drugs in children. We now have a lack 

of information for the youngest chil-

dren, why not approve a second patent 

extension period to provide a new in-

centive for this age group? To me, this 

simply makes sense. 

Separately, my bill also contains 

some provisions to improve the govern-

ment, institutional, and human infra-

structure needed to support pediatric 

drug testing. This includes a Dodd- 

DeWine provision to create a new Of-

fice of Pediatric Therapeutics within 

the Food and Drug Administration to 

monitor and facilitate the new pedi-

atric drug testing. Furthermore, my 

bill will direct the National Institutes 

of Health to use programs that support 

young pediatric researchers to ensure 

there is an adequate supply of pediatric 

pharmacology experts to support the 

revolution in pediatric drug research. 

Finally, this bill modifies some spe-

cific language in the Dodd-DeWine leg-

islation to ensure that the $200 million 

fund designed to study drugs that have 

lost all patent life, and thus are not 

helped by the patent extension incen-

tives—truly focuses on the highest-pri-

ority drugs. 

Even with limited information, we 

have good medicine for children right 

now. But with more studies and infor-

mation, we can, and must, produce bet-

ter medicine for children. 
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STATEMENTS ON SUBMITTED 

RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 145—RECOG-

NIZING THE 4,500,000 IMMIGRANTS 

HELPED BY THE HEBREW IMMI-

GRANT AID SOCIETY 

Mr. KENNEDY (for himself and Mr. 

BROWNBACK) submitted the following 

resolution; which was referred to the 

Committee on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 145 

Whereas the United States has always been 

a country of immigrants and was built on 

the hard work and dedication of generations 

of those immigrants who have gathered on 

our shores; 

Whereas, over the past 120 years, more 

than 4,500,000 migrants of all faiths have im-

migrated to the United States, Israel, and 

other safe havens around the world through 

the aid of the Hebrew Immigrant Aid Society 

(referred to in this resolution as ‘HIAS’), the 

oldest international migration and refugee 

resettlement agency in the United States; 

Whereas, since the 1970s, more than 400,000 

refugees from more than 50 countries who 

have fled areas of conflict and instability, 

danger and persecution, have resettled in the 

United States with the high quality assist-

ance of HIAS; 

Whereas outstanding individuals such as 

former Secretary of State Henry Kissinger, 

artist Marc Chagall, Olympic gold-medalist 

Lenny Krayzelberg, poet and Nobel Laureate 

Joseph Brodsky, and author and res-

taurateur George Lang have been assisted by 

HIAS;

Whereas these immigrants and refugees 

have been provided with information, coun-

seling, legal assistance, and other services, 

including outreach programs for the Rus-

sian-speaking immigrant community, with 

the assistance of HIAS; and 

Whereas on September 9, 2001, HIAS will 

celebrate the 120th anniversary of its found-

ing: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) recognizes the contributions of the 

4,500,000 immigrants and refugees served by 

HIAS to the United States and democracies 

throughout the world in the arts, sciences, 

government, and in other areas; and 

(2) requests that the President issue a 

proclamation—

(A) recognizing September 9, 2001, as the 

120th anniversary of the founding of the He-

brew Immigrant Aid Society; and 

(B) calling on the people of the United 

States to conduct appropriate ceremonies, 

activities, and programs to demonstrate ap-

preciation for the contributions made by the 

millions of immigrants and refugees served 

by HIAS. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 146—DESIG-

NATING AUGUST 4, 2001, AS 

‘‘LOUIS ARMSTRONG DAY’’ 

Mr. HATCH (for himself, Mr. SCHU-

MER, Mr. LIEBERMAN, and Mr. BREAUX)

submitted the following resolution; 

which was referred to the Committee 

on the Judiciary. 
Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, as we 

prepare to go into our August recess, I 

suggest we go out on a good note: I am 

today introducing a resolution desig-

nating this Saturday, August 4, 2001 as 

‘‘Louis Armstrong Day.’’ 
Louis Armstrong always said he was 

born on the Fourth of July, 1900. 

Friends and fans alike accepted this 

without question. It was, after all, a 

perfect birthday for an American musi-

cal legend; it was a perfect day for a 

man who created a music that was, in 

my opinion, thoroughly American. 
But then, years after that great 

jazzman’s death in New York City in 

1971, a researcher discovered Louis 

Armstrong’s baptismal certificate, the 

standard notice of birth in New Orle-

ans, that showed that Louis Armstrong 

actually was born on August 4, 1901. 

That means, that this Saturday is the 

centennial of the birth of one of Amer-

ica’s greatest artistic icons. 
All across the country this week and 

this summer there have been Louis 

Armstrong celebrations. Generations of 

Americans, of all races and back-

grounds and from all walks of life, have 

loved and continue to love the music of 

Louis Armstrong, and I am happy to 

consider myself one of his millions of 

fans. Louis Armstrong’s art is deep 
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from the roots of America’s musical 

traditions, at the same time as being 

one of the most innovative styles in 

the history of music. In my opinion, 

his music is transcendent, brilliant 

and, above all, joyful. 
Music encompasses many mysteries, 

and, like art in general, one of those 

mysteries is how joy can be created in 

circumstances that are less than joy-

ful. Louis Armstrong was born very 

poor, in New Orleans in 1901. The man 

who would be honored by presidents 

and kings around the world scrounged 

in garbage cans for food when he was a 

youth. He was an African-American 

whose life spanned the 20th century, 

with all of its degradations, discrimi-

nations and poverty that so many Afri-

can-Americans suffered. It is always in-

excusable that such circumstances 

could exist and do still exist in Amer-

ican society. It is nothing short of in-

spirational when human dignity sur-

vives these circumstances and tran-

scends them. That was the life of Louis 

Armstrong.
It was an American life. I would like 

to quote the social and music critic 

Stanley Crouch, who wrote earlier this 

month in the New York Daily News: 

As an improviser who worked in the collec-

tive context of the jazz band, Armstrong rep-

resented the freedom of the individual to 

make decisions that enhance the collective 

effort, which is the democratic ideal. 
Our country is built on the belief that we 

can be free and empathetic enough for both 

the individual and the mass to make deci-

sions that improve our circumstances. Just 

as the improvising jazz musician can dra-

matically reinterpret a song he or she once 

recorded another way, we Americans revisit 

issues and remake our policies when we 

think we can improve on our previous inter-

pretations.
So when Armstrong revolutionized Amer-

ican music in the 1920s, he was giving our po-

litical system a sound that transcended poli-

tics, color, sex, region, religion and class. In-

strumentalists, singers, composers and danc-

ers all understood that there was something 

in what Armstrong did with the music that 

could apply to them. Like the Wright Broth-

ers, he opened up the sky, and anybody who 

developed the skill to fly was welcome to 

take the risk of leaving the safety of the 

ground.
The propulsion Armstrong used to lift the 

music became known as swing. It was a par-

ticularly American lilt in the rhythm. That 

lilt had no precedent in all world music. It 

was a new way of phrasing the endless poten-

tial for individual interpretation. One could 

call it the sound of the pursuit of happiness. 

That is why it was so charismatic and why it 

influenced so many, in and out of jazz—from 

Duke Ellington to Bing Crosby to Charlie 

Parker to Elvis Presley to Wynton Marsalis. 

Mr. President, Stanley Crouch says it 

better than I ever could: ‘‘One could 

call it the sound of the pursuit of hap-

piness.’’
In recent years, some have viewed 

Louis Armstrong from a fairly sim-

plistic perspective. Some suggested he 

was too acquiescent to racism, a 

charge many of his fans find unwar-

ranted. He was famous for criticizing 

President Eisenhower for his delays in 
desegregating the schools of Little 
Rock, Arkansas, in the 1950s. Hundreds 
of hours of audiotaped recordings of 
conversations of Louis Armstrong have 
recently been opened at the Louis Arm-
strong Archives at Queens College in 
Flushing, New York, and researchers 
who have heard them indicate that 
Louis Armstrong was indignant and en-
raged at the shame of racism in this 
country.

Others suggest that his music was 
also simplistic, referring to songs ti-
tled ‘‘Jeepers, Creepers,’’ ‘‘Gone 
Fishin’,’’ ‘‘When You’re Smiling,’’ 
‘‘That Lucky Old Sun,’’ ‘‘Rockin’ 
Chair,’’ did not have the sophistication 
of serious music. Those critics, just 
aren’t listening, in my opinion. They 
don’t hear a trumpet sound that was 
honed over decades and has not been 
replicated. They don’t hear a voice 
tempered by years of performance and 
musically tuned and timed to perfec-
tion.

I am certainly not a serious music 
critic. I’ll just quote Louis Armstrong, 
when he was asked what kind of music 
he listened to: ‘‘There are two kinds of 
music,’’ he said. ‘‘Good music and bad 
music—I listen to the good music!’’ I 
agree with Louis Armstrong! 

As most of my colleagues know, I 
also grew up in modest circumstances. 
But in addition to love, support and 
faith my parents gave me, which could 
not have a price put on them, they 
gave me something else intangible: A 
love of music. When we were young, my 
parents scraped together money for 
piano lessons for my siblings and me, 
and later even for violin lessons. As 
you can see, I became a Senator! 

My parents also sacrificed to save 
what was then a phenomenal sum: 
$18.75 for a student season pass in the 
cheap seats for the Pittsburgh Sym-
phony Orchestra. I went to every con-
cert I could, and it was there that I 
first learned of the uplifting experience 
of music, an appreciation I am grateful 
to have had all of my life. 

Louis Armstrong’s music uplifted 
people. Is it no coincidence that his 
music was adored on the other side of 
the Iron Curtain? That millions around 
the world, on all continents, would 
flock to hear him on his tours? No, 
that is no coincidence. That is the 
power of music in general, and the ge-
nius of Louis Armstrong in particular. 

Louis Armstrong’s music remains 
loved today by millions around the 
world, and I think virtually every jazz 
performer has credited Louis Arm-
strong for some level of inspiration. 
One of America’s greatest contem-
porary jazz trumpeters, Mr. Wynton 
Marsalis, was quoted in last Sunday’s 
Deseret News saying that Louis Arm-

strong ‘‘is the one who taught all of us 

how to play. He taught the whole world 

about jazz.’’ 
My resolution today, which I am 

pleased to have co-sponsored by Sen-

ators SCHUMER, BREAUX and

LIEBERMAN, recognizes the brilliance of 

this great American’s artistic con-

tribution. This Saturday, on the occa-

sion of the centennial of his birth, I 

hope we all have a moment to pause in 

joy and gratitude for the uplifting ex-

perience of Louis Armstrong’s music. I 

know that, for me, when I think of the 

life and work of Louis Armstrong, I say 

to myself: What a Wonderful World. 

S. RES. 146 

Whereas Louis Armstrong’s artistic con-

tribution as an instrumentalist, vocalist, ar-

ranger, and bandleader is one of the most 

significant contributions in 20th century 

American music; 

Whereas Louis Armstrong’s thousands of 

performances and hundreds of recordings cre-

ated a permanent body of musical work de-

fining American music in the 20th century, 

from which musicians continue to draw in-

spiration;

Whereas Louis Armstrong and his 

bandmates served as international ambas-

sadors of goodwill for the United States, en-

tertaining and uplifting millions of people of 

all races around the world; 

Whereas Louis Armstrong is one of the 

most well-known, respected, and beloved Af-

rican-Americans of the 20th century; 

Whereas Louis Armstrong was born to a 

poor family in New Orleans on August 4, 1901 

and died in New York City on July 6, 1971 

having been feted by kings and presidents 

throughout the world as one of our Nation’s 

greatest musicians; and 

Whereas August 4, 2001 is the centennial of 

Louis Armstrong’s birth: Now, therefore, be 

it

Resolved, That the Senate— 

(1) designates August 4, 2001, as ‘‘Louis 

Armstrong Day’’; and 

(2) requests that the President issue a 

proclamation calling upon the people of the 

United States to observe the day with appro-

priate ceremonies and activities. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 

PROPOSED

SA 1213. Mrs. MURRAY (for herself and Mr. 

SHELBY) proposed an amendment to the bill 

H.R. 2299, making appropriations for the De-

partment of Transportation and related 

agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-

tember 30, 2002, and for other purposes. 

SA 1214. Ms. MIKULSKI (for herself and 

Mr. BOND) proposed an amendment to the 

bill H.R. 2620, making appropriations for the 

Departments of Veterans Affairs and Hous-

ing and Urban Development, and for sundry 

independent agencies, boards, commissions, 

corporations, and offices for the fiscal year 

ending September 30, 2002, and for other pur-

poses.

SA 1215. Mr. REID (for himself and Mr. EN-

SIGN) submitted an amendment intended to 

be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2620, 

supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 1216. Mr. REID submitted an amend-

ment intended to be proposed by him to the 

bill H.R. 2620, supra; which was ordered to lie 

on the table. 

SA 1217. Ms. MIKULSKI (for herself and 

Mr. BOND) proposed an amendment to 

amendment SA 1214 proposed by Ms. MIKUL-

SKI to the bill (H.R. 2620) supra. 

SA 1218. Mr. WELLSTONE proposed an 

amendment to amendment SA 1214 proposed 

by Ms. MIKULSKI to the bill (H.R. 2620) supra. 
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