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[Rollcall Vote No. 320 Leg.] 

YEAS—96

Akaka

Allard

Allen

Baucus

Bennett

Biden

Bingaman

Bond

Boxer

Breaux

Brownback

Bunning

Burns

Byrd

Campbell

Cantwell

Carnahan

Carper

Chafee

Cleland

Clinton

Cochran

Collins

Conrad

Corzine

Craig

Crapo

Daschle

Dayton

DeWine

Dodd

Domenici

Dorgan

Durbin

Edwards

Ensign

Enzi

Feingold

Feinstein

Fitzgerald

Frist

Graham (FL) 

Gramm (TX) 

Grassley

Gregg

Harkin

Hatch

Helms

Hollings

Hutchinson (AR) 

Hutchison (TX) 

Inhofe

Inouye

Jeffords

Johnson

Kennedy

Kerry

Kohl

Kyl

Landrieu

Leahy

Levin

Lieberman

Lincoln

Lott

Lugar

McConnell

Mikulski

Miller

Murkowski

Murray

Nelson (FL) 

Nelson (NE) 

Nickles

Reed (RI) 

Reid (NV) 

Roberts

Rockefeller

Santorum

Sarbanes

Schumer

Shelby

Smith (NH) 

Smith (OR) 

Snowe

Specter

Stabenow

Stevens

Thomas

Thompson

Thurmond

Torricelli

Voinovich

Warner

Wellstone

Wyden

NAYS—2

Bayh McCain 

NOT VOTING—2 

Hagel Sessions 

The conference report was agreed to. 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I 

move to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. INOUYE. I move to lay that mo-

tion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 

agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-

jority leader is recognized. 

Mr. DASCHLE. For the information 

of all Senators, the next vote will be 

the final vote for the evening. We will 

have more to say about the schedule 

for the balance of the week after the 

vote.

f 

TREASURY AND GENERAL GOV-

ERNMENT APPROPRIATIONS 

ACT—CONFERENCE REPORT—Con-

tinued

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the question now 

occurs on agreeing to the conference 

report to accompany H.R. 2590, the 

Treasury-Postal appropriations bill. 

The yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk called 

the roll. 

Mr. NICKLES. I announce that the 

Senator from Alabama (Mr. SESSIONS)

and the Senator from Nebraska (Mr. 

HAGEL) are necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 

any other Senators in the Chamber de-

siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 83, 

nays 15, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 321 Leg.] 

YEAS—83

Akaka

Allen

Bennett

Biden

Bingaman

Bond

Boxer

Breaux

Burns

Byrd

Campbell

Cantwell

Carnahan

Carper

Chafee

Cleland

Clinton

Cochran

Conrad

Corzine

Craig

Crapo

Daschle

Dayton

DeWine

Dodd

Domenici

Dorgan

Durbin

Enzi

Feinstein

Fitzgerald

Frist

Graham

Gramm

Grassley

Gregg

Harkin

Hatch

Hollings

Hutchison

Inhofe

Inouye

Jeffords

Johnson

Kennedy

Kerry

Kohl

Kyl

Landrieu

Leahy

Levin

Lieberman

Lincoln

Lott

Lugar

McCain

McConnell

Mikulski

Miller

Murkowski

Murray

Nelson (FL) 

Nelson (NE) 

Nickles

Reed

Reid

Rockefeller

Santorum

Sarbanes

Schumer

Shelby

Specter

Stabenow

Stevens

Thomas

Thompson

Thurmond

Torricelli

Voinovich

Warner

Wellstone

Wyden

NAYS—15

Allard

Baucus

Bayh

Brownback

Bunning

Collins

Edwards

Ensign

Feingold

Helms

Hutchinson

Roberts

Smith (NH) 

Smith (OR) 

Snowe

NOT VOTING—2 

Hagel Sessions 

The conference report was agreed to. 

Mr. HARKIN. I move to reconsider 

the vote and move to lay that motion 

on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 

agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Iowa. 

f 

DEPARTMENTS OF LABOR, 

HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES, 

AND EDUCATION, AND RELATED 

AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS 

ACT, 2002—Continued 

AMENDMENT NO. 2072, AS MODIFIED

Mr. HARKIN. Madam President, I 

ask unanimous consent that amend-

ment No. 2072, previously agreed to, be 

modified with the technical corrections 

I now send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment (No. 2072), as modi-

fied, is as follows: 
On page 54, between lines 15 and 16, insert 

the following: 

SEC. 224. It is the sense of the Senate that 

the Secretary of Health and Human Services 

should establish a program to improve the 

blood lead screening rates of States for chil-

dren under the age of 3 enrolled in the med-

icaid program under which, using State-spe-

cific blood lead screening data, the Secretary 

would annually pay a State an amount to be 

determined.

(1) For each 2-year-old child enrolled in the 

medicaid program in the State who has re-

ceived the minimum required (for that age) 

screening blood lead level tests (capillary or 

venous samples) to determine the presence of 

elevated blood lead levels, as established by 

the Centers for Disease Control and Preven-

tion.

(2) For each such child who has received 

such minimum required tests. 

SAFE MOTHERHOOD

Mr. KENNEDY. Madam President, I 

thank the Chairman for his ongoing 

leadership on women’s health and 

would like him to join me in congratu-

lating the Centers for Disease Control 

and Prevention for its ground-breaking 

National Summit on Safe Motherhood. 

The summit succeeded in expanding 

our understanding of safe motherhood 

as a critical woman’s health issue and 

identified the troubling lack of re-

search and data on pregnancy-related 

issues that impact the short and long- 

term health of women. 
Mr. HARKIN. I am pleased to join the 

Senator in recognizing the summit. I, 

too, am increasingly concerned that 

despite major advances in public 

health and obstetrics, a safe and 

healthy pregnancy is still not the expe-

rience for all women. More than 2,000 

women each day have a major medical 

complication during pregnancy, such 

as severe bleeding, ectopic pregnancy, 

postpartum depression or infection. 

Some groups, including African Amer-

ican, Hispanic, and older women, have 

a significantly increased risk of illness 

or death. For example, African-Amer-

ican women are four more times likely 

to die from pregnancy-related com-

plications as white women; Hispanic, 

Asian and American Indian women are 

twice as likely to die from pregnancy- 

related complications as their non-His-

panic, non-Asian, and non-American 

Indian counterparts; and women aged 

35–39 are 2 to 3 times as likely to expe-

rience a pregnancy-related death com-

pared to women aged 20–24. 
Mr. KENNEDY. As the chairman 

knows, if we are to eliminate these ra-

cial and ethnic disparities, we must 

gain a greater understanding of what 

causes pregnancy-related illness and 

death. I find it very troubling that 

even though more women in the United 

States are getting prenatal care now 

than ever before, the number of mater-

nal deaths and preterm deliveries has 

not declined in the past 25 years. 
Mr. HARKIN. The lack of progress in 

reducing maternal morbidity and mor-

tality is unacceptable. This committee 

strongly supports the goals identified 

at the summit, including expanding the 

CDC’s safe motherhood initiatives. We 

must look at the public health impor-

tance of pregnancy to women’s health 

in the 21st century, the magnitude and 

impact of short-term and long-term 

pregnancy-related complications, and 

national strategies to close the gaps in 

research, data collection and quality 

care. CDC has taken an important lead 

in this area. 
In addition, I look forward to work-

ing with the Senator and the General 

Accounting Office to document the ex-

isting state of research and knowledge 

about the impact of pregnancy on 

women’s health so that we can have a 
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blueprint for closing the gaps in wom-

en’s health. 

HEALTHY START PROGRAM

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 

I commend the chairman and Senator 

SPECTER for drafting the fiscal year 

2002 Labor, Health and Human Serv-

ices, Education Appropriations bill. As-

sembling this legislation, with impor-

tant priorities such as the National In-

stitutes of Health, the Centers for Dis-

ease Control and Prevention, and the 

Department of Education, is a 

daunting task and one for which you 

should be commended. 
As the chairman knows, the Healthy 

Start initiative was started in 1991 to 

reduce the rate of infant mortality in 

expectant mothers. The legislation we 

are now considering provides nearly $90 

million for Healthy Start. While this is 

a generous allocation, it has come to 

my attention that at this funding 

level, several Healthy Start programs 

which have been approved by the De-

partment will no longer receive their 

Federal funding. I know of one such 

program that stands to lose funding, 

Voices of Appalachia (VOA) Healthy 

Start. VOA in Whitley County, KY has 

done a remarkable job of reducing the 

infant mortality rate and continues to 

provide invaluable services to the fami-

lies of Southeastern Kentucky. 
I understand that the House of Rep-

resentatives has appropriated $102 mil-

lion for the Healthy Start Program. 

Keeping in mind that resources are 

scarce, I would inquire of the chairman 

whether he would be willing to agree in 

conference to the level appropriated by 

the House. 
Mr. HARKIN. As the Senator men-

tioned, this is a very tightly drafted 

bill and there are many important 

areas in which the Senate bill provides 

greater resources than the House. Like 

you, I realize the importance of the 

Healthy Start Program, and while I 

cannot make any promises, I will work 

with Senator SPECTER and the House to 

provide sufficient resources for this 

worthwhile program. 
Mr. SPECTER. I echo the comments 

of Chairman HARKIN. Programs such as 

VOA deserve the full support of Con-

gress, and I am committed to working 

with Chairman HARKIN to provide ade-

quate funding for Healthy Start pro-

grams.

HISPANIC SERVING INSTITUTIONS GRANTS

PROGRAM

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Madam President, 

my colleague, Senator BINGAMAN, and I 

would like to clarify with our col-

league, the distinguished chairman of 

the Labor, HHS, and Education Appro-

priations Subcommittee, his intent 

with respect to fiscal year 2002 funding 

of the Title V Hispanic-serving Institu-

tions Grants program. 
As the chairman is well aware, this 

program provides critical funding to 

generally smaller, community-oriented 

four- and two-year institutions of high-

er education that serve at least 25 per-

cent Hispanic students. These approxi-

mately 200 institutions are an increas-

ingly important avenue to success for 

this important and growing segment of 

our nation, and the HSI program is in-

tegral to the ability of these institu-

tions to open the doors of higher edu-

cation to Hispanics. 
Mr. BINGAMAN. Will the Senator 

yield?
Mrs. HUTCHISON. I am happy to 

yield to my distinguished colleague 

from New Mexico. 
Mr. BINGAMAN. I thank my col-

league and fellow chair of the Senate 

Hispanic-serving Institutions Coalition 

for her leadership on this important 

issue. As she knows, Hispanics, and 

particularly Hispanic youth, are the 

fastest growing group of Americans. 

Yet despite the fact that Hispanic 

Americans represent 13 percent of the 

population aged 18 to 24, they comprise 

only 5.5 percent of the students en-

rolled in four-year institutions of high-

er education. Moreover the number of 

Hispanics who never complete high 

schools stands at an alarming 30 per-

cent. As a nation we simply cannot af-

ford to have such a large and growing 

segment of our population go unpre-

pared to face the economic challenges 

of the next century. 
Key to greater Hispanic American 

enrollment in both higher and sec-

ondary education are Hispanic-serving 

institutions. Despite the fact that they 

represent only three percent of all col-

leges and universities nationwide, HSIs 

educate over 600,000, or 42 percent, of 

the Hispanics enrolled in postsec-

ondary education today. However, 

many HSIs remain critically under-

funded and lack the resources and in-

frastructure necessary to meet the 

growing demands of the communities 

they serve. 
Mrs. HUTCHISON. If the senator will 

yield, I want to thank him for his com-

ments and his resolute support of this 

program and of a variety of other edu-

cation programs and issues of impor-

tance to Hispanics. I also want to 

thank the distinguished chairman of 

the subcommittee, Senator HARKIN, as 

well as the ranking member, Senator 

SPECTER, for working with Senator 

BINGAMAN and myself to achieve sig-

nificant increases in this program in 

recent years. I have seen first hand 

how much of an impact HSI grants can 

have to a small, struggling junior or 

community college. It can very often 

make the difference between being able 

to offer a degree or degree program for 

the institution’s students. 
Madam President, I thank and com-

mend the chairman of the sub-

committee for his and for Senator 

SPECTER’s always exceptional efforts at 

crafting a bill that makes the difficult 

choices we must make each year, while 

managing to maintain significant in-

creases in overall funding levels for 

key areas of national need, including 

education and health funding. How-

ever, I understand the Senate com-

mittee-reported bill now on the floor 

contains a funding level that rep-

resents a slight increase over the 2001 

fiscal year appropriation amount for 

the Title V HSI program, but one that 

is below the House committee-reported 

funding level of $81.5 million. I further 

understand it is the chairman’s intent 

to recede to this higher House funding 

level during conference proceedings 

with the House. Is that correct? 
Mr. HARKIN. The senator is correct. 

I certainly understand and share her 

and Senator BINGAMAN’s commitment 

to the important Hispanic-serving in-

stitutions program. These colleges and 

universities are very important to the 

academic and economic success of His-

panics in our nation, and I do intend to 

seek the higher House funding level in 

conference in order to further expand 

the ability of these institutions to 

serve their students and their commu-

nities.
Mr. SPECTER. I too, share the chair-

man’s commitment to the higher fund-

ing level for the Title V program. Con-

sidering the need demonstrated by His-

panic-serving institutions, their collec-

tive contribution to their communities 

and to the nation, as well as the effec-

tive use to which they put these funds, 

I believe the funding increase is nec-

essary and appropriate. 
Mrs. HUTCHISON. I thank the chair-

man and ranking member for that com-

mitment, as well as my colleague from 

New Mexico, and I yield the floor. 
Mr. BINGAMAN. I, too, thank the 

chairman, ranking member, and Sen-

ator HUTCHISON, and I look forward to 

continuing to work with all of them 

and others, including the members of 

our bipartisan Senate Hispanic-serving 

Institution Coalition, to continue to 

grow the ability of this program to 

serve communities across our country. 

I yield the floor. 

TRIO PROGRAMS

Mrs. LINCOLN. Madam President, I 

rise today along with my colleague 

from Maine, Senator COLLINS, to ex-

press support for the TRIO Programs 

that are funded in the Labor-HHS-Edu-

cation appropriations bill. Before I dis-

cuss the specifics of these important 

programs and the legislation before the 

Senate today, I would like to commend 

Senator HARKIN for his lifelong com-

mitment to making quality education 

available to every student through 

TRIO and other federal programs. I am 

grateful for his leadership in this 

arena. I look forward to working with 

him in the months and years ahead to 

continue the progress that is rep-

resented in the bill we are debating 

today.
I also thank Senator SPECTER for his 

bipartisan approach over many years 

as both chairman and ranking member 

on this subcommittee. The willingness 
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he has demonstrated to work with 
Members of both parties to meet our 
Nation’s most pressing needs in edu-
cation and health care funding is im-
pressive and demonstrates a level of 
understanding and foresight we should 
all strive to achieve. 

I know there are many vital initia-
tives funded in this bill and I want to 
briefly highlight one that is particu-
larly important to my state of Arkan-
sas. As many of my colleagues know, 
the TRIO Programs were authorized 
under Title IV of the Higher Education 
Act of 1965 to support our Nation’s 
commitment to providing educational 
opportunities for all Americans. The 
TRIO programs are designed to help 
low-income, first-generation college 
students prepare for, enter, and grad-
uate from college. While student finan-
cial aid programs help students over-
come financial barriers to higher edu-
cation, TRIO Programs help students 
overcome class, social and cultural 
barriers. Considering Arkansas has one 
of the lowest percentages of citizens 
with a 4-year college degree, the 52 
TRIO programs currently serving par-
ticipants in my State provide a critical 
source of encouragement and support 
to thousands of students who might 
otherwise never receive their college 
degree.

To demonstrate our support for these 
programs, Senator COLLINS and I are 
leading a campaign in the Senate that 
would expand the population served 
under these programs from 6 percent to 
10 percent of eligible students over the 
next 5 years. As an important step to-
ward this goal, we circulated a letter 
earlier this year that gained the sup-
port of 35 Senators to increase funding 
for TRIO by $190 million each year over 
the next 5 years. 

Even though the Senate bill did not 
meet the level of funding we requested 
in our letter, I understand that the 
chairman and ranking member re-
ceived more than 1,000 requests for 
funding from Senators this year. So I 
know I speak for all TRIO participants 
in my State in expressing appreciation 
for the healthy $75 million increase 
over last year’s level that is provided 
for in the Senate bill. This additional 
funding is an important step in the 
right direction and will expand access 
to TRIO services to thousands of stu-
dents in my State and throughout the 
Nation.

As appropriators work to iron out 
differences between the House and Sen-
ate versions of this bill in conference, I 
want to work with the chairman and 
ranking member to fight for the higher 
level of funding included in the Senate 
bill. Also, I want to encourage the ap-
propriations committee to provide an 
even larger increase for TRIO should 
additional funding be made available in 
the budget and appropriations process 
this year. 

In closing, I thank Senator COLLINS

for joining me in this effort. It has 

been a pleasure working with her and I 

look forward to joining forces with my 

colleague from Maine in the future on 

this and many other important initia-

tives.
Ms. COLLINS. Madam President, I 

would like to begin by thanking Sen-

ator LINCOLN for her kind words and for 

her commitment to TRIO. Just as in 

Arkansas, many of the students in 

Maine grow up in families that have 

not had experience with higher edu-

cation. The TRIO programs are vital in 

raising the aspirations of these stu-

dents. Senator LINCOLN has consist-

ently fought to raise the aspirations of 

high school students, inspiring kids to 

strive for their full potential. It has 

been my pleasure to work with her, and 

I look forward to continued coopera-

tion on behalf of TRIO. 
I would also thank Senators SPECTER

and HARKIN for their commitment to 

education funding. Under their leader-

ship, the committee has produced a 

Labor-HHS-Education bill that pro-

vides a $6.3 billion increase in edu-

cation spending for next year, includ-

ing substantial investments in Reading 

First, Title I, Pell Grants, and rural 

education. The investments outlined in 

this bill will build upon the progress of 

the last few years and help us ensure 

that all students have an opportunity 

to achieve. 
Although the bill does not provide 

the amount we had hoped for to fund 

TRIO, it does appropriate a consider-

able increase of $75 million, which will 

be very helpful. 
The five TRIO Programs—Edu-

cational Opportunity Centers, the Ron-

ald E. McNair Post-baccalaureate 

Achievement Program, Student Sup-

port Services, Talent Search and Up-

ward Bound—work with young people 

and adults, from the sixth grade 

through college graduation. Over 1,200 

colleges, universities and agencies offer 

almost 2,500 TRIO Programs, serving 

over 740,000 students throughout the 

United States, Puerto Rico, and the 

Pacific Islands. These programs have 

enjoyed broad-based support on both 

sides of the aisle and in local commu-

nities for over 30 years. 
Father James Nadeau, a native of my 

hometown in Aroostook County, is a 

graduate of the Bowdoin College Up-

ward Bound program. His story tells 

why the TRIO programs are so impor-

tant. His parents did not have the op-

portunity to pursue an education be-

yond the eighth grade. Father Jim’s 

participation in Upward Bound 

changed his life and opened up a world 

of opportunity to him. 
Beginning in 1977, Father Jim spent 

three summers enrolled in Upward 

Bound and then attended Dartmouth 

College and studied in France and 

Scotland. Subsequently, he studied for 

5 years at the Gregorian University in 

Rome and received two graduate de-

grees in theology. His ministry has 

spanned from Mother Teresa in Cal-

cutta to school children in Portland, 

Maine and continues to affect lives all 

over the world. He is an excellent role 

model for the youth of Maine and re-

mains a terrific example of the success 

of the TRIO programs. There are many 

similar stories of TRIO graduates in all 

professions and walks of life. These are 

stories of successful, educated individ-

uals who were introduced by a TRIO 

program to the endless possibilities 

that become attainable through edu-

cation.
Nationally, the current funding level 

for TRIO only allows approximately 6 

percent of the eligible population to be 

served. Many students in my own state 

would not go to college without these 

important federal programs. In Maine, 

15 TRIO programs serve 5,509 young 

people and adults and I have been very 

impressed by the impact these pro-

grams have on aspirations. Many 

Maine students have told me that the 

TRIO programs gave them the con-

fidence and encouragement they need-

ed to succeed in higher education. 
As we complete the appropriations 

process, I would ask that we place a 

continued emphasis on the important 

federal responsibility to expand access 

to postsecondary education. It is crit-

ical that we reach our target of serving 

at least 10 percent of the eligible popu-

lation over the next 5 years. I urge the 

chairman and ranking member to con-

tinue their support of TRIO by pro-

tecting the proposed appropriation in 

conference committee. I also ask that 

TRIO receive an increased appropria-

tion, should discretionary funds be-

come available. For example, if IDEA 

is funded with mandatory funds during 

the ESEA reauthorization process, I 

hope that TRIO will be one of the pro-

grams that benefits. On a related note, 

I should point out that Chairman HAR-

KIN has been a leader in the effort to 

secure mandatory funding for IDEA 

and I commend his commitment to 

that crucial issue. 
In closing, the TRIO programs pro-

mote opportunity to education and the 

possibility of upward mobility in this 

Nation, and they must be strength-

ened.
Mr. HARKIN. I thank my colleagues 

for their kind words of support. As they 

know, I have fought to increase fund-

ing for education programs, including 

TRIO, in the past and I will continue to 

do so in the future. I am well aware of 

the broad bipartisan support TRIO has 

in the Senate and I can assure my col-

leagues that I will fight to retain the 

level of funding for TRIO that we in-

cluded in the Senate bill. Also, should 

additional funding be made available in 

fiscal year 2002 for education programs, 

I will work with my fellow appropri-

ators to provide additional resources 

for TRIO this year. 
Mr. SPECTER. I too thank my col-

leagues for their comments. I certainly 
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join the chairman in expressing sup-
port for the TRIO programs and will 
work in conference to maintain the 
level of funding contained in the Sen-
ate bill. 

SUBSTANCE ABUSE TREATMENT FOR THE

HOMELESS

Ms. COLLINS. Madam President, 
Senator REED and I would like to en-
gage the distinguished Chairman and 
Ranking Member of the Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Labor, Health and 
Human Services, and Education in a 
colloquy on the important issue of sub-
stance abuse treatment for the home-
less. Our goal, which I know the chair-
man and ranking member share, is to 
ensure that homeless individuals have 
access to substance abuse treatment. 
While their most apparent need is de-
cent shelter, homeless men and women 
often require treatment for the under-
lying problem that has kept them on 
the street, which in many cases is drug 
and alcohol abuse. Compounding the 
problem is the reality that homeless 
people often have difficulty accessing 
mainstream treatment services. What 
is needed are treatment programs spe-
cifically tailored to our homeless popu-
lation.

Mr. HARKIN. The Senator from 
Maine is correct. Programs that link 
treatment to other health, housing, so-
cial and maintenance services often 
provide the best opportunity for the 
homeless to adhere to treatment pro-
grams, and ultimately achieve sta-
bility in their lives. 

Ms. COLLINS. I thank the Senator. 
Last year, Senator REED and I offered 
an amendment set aside of $10 million 
in Substance Abuse and Mental Health 
Services Administration (SAMHSA), 
funds to provide grants to assist com-
munities in providing treatment serv-
ices that will serve the needs of their 
homeless populations. With the help of 
the distinguished Senators from Penn-
sylvania and Iowa, who have done so 
much through the years to help the 
homeless, our amendment was adopted. 
This year, we are seeking to ensure 
that $16 million in SAMHSA funds are 
set aside to serve the needs of homeless 
individuals. We respect the chairman’s 
wishes that SAMHSA earmarks not be 
made specifically in bill language, and, 
accordingly, we will not offer my 
amendment on the floor. We would ask, 
however, whether the chairman and 
ranking member will advocate for the 
$16 million set-aside in the conference 
report to this bill. 

Mr. REED. I share my distinguished 
colleagues’ interest in assuring that 
this issue is addressed. Targeted treat-
ment services for homeless populations 
has been successful in providing the as-
sistance and support many homeless 
need to return to secure and stable 
lives. I commend the chairman and 
ranking member for their continued 
support for substance abuse and mental 
health treatment services for the 
homeless.

Mr. HARKIN. The Senators from 
Maine and Rhode Island may be as-
sured that I will seek conference lan-

guage to ensure that $16 million in 

SAMHSA funds are earmarked for sub-

stance abuse treatment for the home-

less, and I congratulate them for their 

leadership on this important issue 
Mr. SPECTER. I, too, would like to 

assure our good friends from Maine and 

Rhode Island that I will work in con-

ference to support their request. I ad-

mire the Senators’ efforts on behalf of 

the homeless and share their compas-

sion for this group in need. 

INDIAN EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING

Mr. HARKIN. Madam President, the 

distinguished Senator from Hawaii, Mr. 

INOUYE, has submitted language to the 

committee regarding compliance by 

the Department of Health and Human 

Services with the provisions of the In-

dian Employment, Training and Re-

lated Services Demonstration Act, 

Public Law 102–477. On behalf of my 

colleague Senator SPECTER and myself, 

I would ask Senator INOUYE to clarify 

the intent of this language. 
Mr. INOUYE. I am informed that 

HHS has recently released funds to the 

tribes operating their Native Employ-

ment Works, NEW, and Temporary As-

sistance for Needy Families, TANF, 

programs outside the long-standing 

interagency fund transfer mechanism 

used in the Public Law 102–477 dem-

onstration. HHS has told the tribes 

that they must comply with all HHS 

requirements for these programs, with-

out any reference to the applicability 

of the provisions of Public Law 102–477. 

The language is intended to ensure 

that HHS respect all the provisions of 

Public Law 102–477, including the provi-

sions with respect to the single plan-

ning, single budgeting and single re-

porting requirements, which apply to 

all funds under the programs covered 

by that law. The language is also in-

tended to make certain that HHS en-

gages in a dialogue with the affected 

tribes and the Bureau of Indian Affairs, 

as lead agency for 477, and resolves any 

concerns which it has within the 

framework of inter-Departmental-trib-

al partnership which is central to the 

Public Law 102–477 demonstration ini-

tiative.
I would also note that there is an ex-

isting inter-departmental memo-

randum of understanding between the 

Departments of Interior, HHS and 

Labor which provides for a mechanism 

to continue the existing practice of 

transferring funds from HHS and Labor 

to Interior for obligation to the tribes 

in agreements specifically crafted for 

the Public Law 102–477 demonstration. 
Mr. STEVENS. If I may add to the 

remarks of my colleague from Hawaii, 

the Alaska Native organizations in my 

State have been disproportionately af-

fected by the unilateral actions re-

cently taken by HHS in releasing NEW 

and TANF funds outside the estab-

lished Public Law 102–477 process. Alas-
ka Native groups have made important 
strides in improving and streamlining 
their employment and related services 
through the Public Law 102–477 dem-
onstration. These organizations face 
the suspension of services to thousands 
of Alaska Native people because of the 
actions taken by HHS, placing NEW 
and TANF money outside the standard 
477 process. To avoid any further dam-
age to the services to Native people, 
particularly those most vulnerable who 
are in the public assistance system, 
HHS must immediately comply with 
the requirements in Public Law 102–477 
and inform the tribes that these re-
quirements, including the single re-
porting requirement, will be honored 

by the Department. 
Mr. HARKIN. On behalf of myself and 

Senator SPECTER, I thank the Senators 

from Hawaii and Alaska for this clari-

fication. The committee will do every-

thing it can to ensure that HHS par-

ticipates in the innovative inter-De-

partmental-tribal partnership, con-

sistent with all the provisions of Public 

Law 102–477. 

HISPANIC PROGRAMS

Mr. BINGAMAN. Madam President, I 

take this opportunity to thank Chair-

man HARKIN and Senator SPECTER for

including in the managers’ package an 

amendment that I sponsored with Sen-

ators DASCHLE, KENNEDY, KERRY, and 

MURRAY related to education programs 

particularly important to Hispanics in 

my State and to the Hispanic commu-

nity nationally. This amendment will 

increase funding for Bilingual edu-

cation programs by $100 million, pro-

vide an additional $3 million for the 

High School Equivalency Program, $5 

million for the College Assistance Mi-

grant Program, $58 million for 

GEARUP, $5 million for dropout pre-

vention, $4 million for Hispanic Serv-

ing Institutions, and $25 million for the 

Migrant Education Program. 
Hispanics are the fastest growing mi-

nority group in the United States and 

they are projected to contribute two- 

thirds to the growth in the size of the 

high-school-age population over the 

next decade. Unfortunately, Hispanic 

students as a group lag far behind their 

peers on many academic indictors. For 

example, in 1998 thirty percent of all 

Latino 16–24 year olds were dropouts— 

1.5 million, more than double the drop-

out rate for Black (14 percent) and 

more than three times the rate for 

Whites (8 percent). Overall, Hispanic 

students consistently perform below 

the national average in the National 

Assessment of Educational Progress— 

NAEP. The latest NAEP results—2000 

show that the percentage of 4th graders 

scoring above the proficient level na-

tionwide was 16 percent for Hispanics 

and 40 percent for non-Hispanic whites 

in reading and 10 percent for Hispanics 

and 34 percent for whites in math. Dis-

parities begin as early as kindergarten 
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and remain through age 17. By age 

nine, Hispanic students lag behind 

their non-Hispanic peers in reading, 

mathematics and science proficiency. 

The increased funding included in this 

amendment will have a tremendous im-

pact on addressing these serious gaps. 
I appreciate the efforts made by our 

chairman, Senator HARKIN, on this bill 

overall. Due to his efforts and the ef-

forts of his ranking member, Senator 

SPECTER, the bill includes significant 

increases for many education programs 

crucial to the Hispanic students and to 

all children. I want to thank both Sen-

ators for helping us to provide addi-

tional funds for these programs. 
Mr. HARKIN. I appreciate the Sen-

ator’s efforts on this amendment. I 

strongly support these programs and 

agree we must make sure Hispanic stu-

dents have the opportunity to succeed. 

That’s why Senator SPECTER and I 

were pleased to include substantial in-

creases for these programs. Unfortu-

nately, because we chose to honor our 

commitment to stay on track to double 

the funding for NIH, and because we 

preserved funding for renovation which 

is also important to schools serving 

Hispanic students, we had less to spend 

on education than our House counter-

parts.
I am pleased that, by adopting this 

amendment, we will be able to increase 

HEP by $3 million—a 15 percent in-

crease, CAMP by $5 million—a 50 per-

cent increase, the HSI program by mil-

lion for HSIs, $405 million for Migrant 

Education, and $600 million for Bilin-

gual Education. Our amendment also 

includes $285 million for GEARUP and 

$805 million for TRIO; both programs 

prepare disadvantaged students to pur-

sue and attend postsecondary edu-

cation.
Mr. SPECTER. I join my colleagues 

in supporting this amendment. Senator 

HARKIN and I have always tried to work 

together to make sure federal re-

sources are directed toward helping 

children who otherwise might not have 

access to a high quality education. 

This amendment clearly furthers that 

objective and I am pleased to accept it 

as part of the managers’ package. 
Mr. DASCHLE. I would like to join 

the Senator from New Mexico in 

thanking the chairman and ranking 

member for their help on this amend-

ment, and for their hard work on this 

bill. I know they do their best to ac-

commodate the myriad requests they 

have received to fund many very 

worthwhile programs, and to try to ad-

dress the many crucial challenges fac-

ing our public education system. I do 

agree with my colleagues that we must 

make sure that our schools do a much 

better job in serving our growing popu-

lation of Hispanic children. As the Sen-

ator from New Mexico has pointed out, 

too many have not had access to the 

strong schools and well-trained teach-

ers who can help them succeed aca-

demically for the sake of their own fu-

tures and for the benefit of our nation 

as a whole. I would strongly urge the 

chairman and ranking member to do 

their best to provide further increases 

for these important programs, particu-

larly for bilingual education, migrant 

education, and GEARUP, during the 

conference on this bill. 
Mr. BINGAMAN. If my colleagues 

will allow me to discuss this a little 

further, Senator KENNEDY and I would 

like to ask a few more questions. It is 

my understanding that, at the request 

of Senator HUTCHISON, the Senators 

have agreed to work with their col-

leagues in the House during conference 

negotiations to further increase fund-

ing for Hispanic Serving Institutions to 

$81.5 million? 
Mr. HARKIN. Yes, the House bill al-

locates $81.5 million for that program 

and we hope to recede to the House 

during conference negotiations. 
Mr. BINGAMAN. I greatly appreciate 

this commitment. These are almost 20 

HSIs in my home state and these 

schools desperately need additional 

funds to assist in the provision of a 

high quality education to the fastest- 

growing minority population. I yield to 

my colleague Senator KENNEDY who

has shown tremendous leadership on 

issues related to education generally 

and has led the fight for improved serv-

ices for disadvantaged students in our 

country. I thank him for his support. 
Mr. KENNEDY. I commend Senator 

BINGAMAN and Senator DASCHLE for

their leadership on this amendment. I 

also commend Senator Harkin and Sen-

ator Specter for their assistance on the 

amendment and for their impressive 

work on the entire bill. 
All of the programs supported by this 

amendment deserve significant in-

creases. The Senate bill will include an 

impressive 34 percent increase for Bi-

lingual Education programs, which le-

verage state and local funds for in-

structional program improvement, and 

help school districts implement cur-

ricula that help children with limited 

English proficiency learn English and 

succeed academically. There are more 

than 4 million LEP students attending 

our nation’s schools and the number is 

increasing. Although the number of 

such students has grown dramatically 

in the last two decades, funding for fed-

eral bilingual education has not been 

increased accordingly. In fact, the Con-

gressional Research Service found that 

funding for bilingual education after 

adjusting for inflation declined by 39 

percent from fiscal year 1980 to fiscal 

year 1998. 
I understand that our Chair, Senate 

HARKIN, has agreed to work with Sen-

ate SPECTER and the other members of 

the conference on this bill to provide 

further increases for this program dur-

ing the conference negotiations. We 

hope to secure at least $700 million for 

the program, and more if at all pos-

sible. Does the Senator share that 

goal?

Mr. HARKIN. Yes, that is our goal. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Also, as our col-

leagues know, the Senate bill reauthor-

izing the Elementary and Secondary 

Education Act provided that bilingual 

funds would be allocated under the cur-

rent competitive program structure 

until the appropriation reaches $700 

million. Even the authorized trigger of 

$700 million is not sufficient, however, 

to provide adequate level of support 

and services for all students with lim-

ited English proficiency. Over the past 

decade, the enrollment of these chil-

dren in the nation’s schools has grown 

at a dramatic rate—by 104 percent 

since 1989. More than half of all school 

teachers have LEP students in their 

classroom, and yet only one-third of 

these teachers have received sufficient 

training to serve these students. 

For these reasons, the Senate passed 

the Lincoln-Kennedy amendment to 

the Senate version of H.R. 1, placing 

Title III on a path toward full funding 

over 7 years by authorizing $2.8 billion 

to adequately serve all students. We 

should work to increase funding for bi-

lingual education to at least $700 mil-

lion for 2002 to provide 1.1 million lim-

ited English proficient students with 

good instruction, quality programs, 

and well-qualified teachers. A min-

imum of $700 million is a needed start 

toward ensuring that schools can pro-

vide high quality instruction for these 

students, and the support that teachers 

need to do well to meet this goal. 

Under the funding level included in 

the Senate bill, we intend the funds to 

be allocated under the current com-

petitive program structure, as provided 

for in the Senate version of H.R. 1. 

Mr. HARKIN. Let me assure the dis-

tinguished chairman of the HELP Com-

mittee that it is our intend to follow 

the direction of the authorizing com-

mittee on this point. As I have indi-

cated, it is certainly my hope and in-

tention to provide sufficient funds so 

that, if they are distributed under a 

formula, schools would be able to pro-

vide meaningful services to these chil-

dren. I would like to clarify that, under 

the funds provided by this amendment, 

if we were ultimately unable to exceed 

this level of funding, my intention 

would be to distribute the funds on a 

competitive basis. We would support 

distributing the funds at this level as 

follows: $150 million for the Emergency 

Immigrant Education program, $16 for 

Foreign Language Assistance, $300 for 

the instructional services for limited 

English proficient students subpart 1, 

$21 million for support services subpart 

2, and $129 million for professional de-

velopment subpart 3. 
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Mr. BINGAMAN. I thank the chair-

man. A substantial increase for bilin-
gual education is particularly impor-
tant for my home State and your will-
ingness to continue to work on increas-
ing funds for this program is appre-
ciated. In New Mexico, there are al-
most 70,000 LEP students—over 20 per-
cent of our total student population 
the national average is 7.8 percent and 
only California has a larger percentage 
of LEP students—24 percent. I should 
note that this program also is essential 
to our Native American population. 
For many Native Americans, English is 
a second language. These students need 
educational programs that help pre-
serve their native language while help-
ing them to gain greater proficiency in 
English and to achieve in core aca-
demic subjects. 

I also am pleased that we will be able 
to triple funding for the dropout pre-
vention program that I sponsored in 
the Elementary and Secondary Edu-
cation Act. In my home State, the an-
nual Hispanic dropout rate was more 
than twice that of non-Hispanic whites 
in 1999. This program will provide funds 
to implement proven, research-based 
dropout prevention strategies and will 
help provide greater national coordina-
tion in our dropout prevention efforts. 

I again express my thanks to Sen-
ators HARKIN and SPECTER for their 
support on this amendment and for 
their tremendous efforts on this bill. I 
am also grateful to the Majority Lead-
er, Senator DASCHLE, and to Senator 
KENNEDY for their support with respect 
to this amendment. 

EDUCATION

Mrs. CLINTON. Madam President, I 
rise today both to applaud the chair 
and minority ranking member of the 
Labor-HHS-Education Appropriations 
Committee for supporting needed in-
vestments in school construction—$925 
million for States to make emergency 
renovations and repairs—and to raise 
my concerns about the two amend-
ments currently being debated. 

I applaud the Senators from New 
Hampshire and Louisiana for focusing 
the education debate on targeting title 
I funds to the highest poverty states 
and school districts. I, however, cannot 
support my colleagues’ amendments. 

Senator GREGG’s amendment is a 
false choice. It takes needed money 
away from school construction, adds 
these funds to the new funds allocated 
to title I and ensures that they are dis-
tributed through the targeted formula. 
I agree that new title I funds should be 
distributed to states and school dis-
tricts through the title I targeted for-
mula, which provides more funding to 
those States and school districts with 
the highest child poverty rates and 
highest number of poor school-age chil-
dren. But, we cannot support targeting 
at the expense of repairing our schools 
in the most urgent need of renovation. 

You may have heard me tell the 
story of a fourth grade teacher at the 

82-year-old Mechanicville Elementary 

School, just north of Albany, who was 

struck in the head by concrete from 

the ceiling as she was teaching because 

the school was in such disrepair. In 

New York, children are attending 

schools in New York City built 100 

years ago, and many students in Up-

state New York are attending schools 

that were built 50 or 60 years ago. As 

Senator HARKIN so simply, yet so 

aptly, phrased it in this debate in oppo-

sition to Senator GREGG’s amendment: 

‘‘It is unfair to put poor kids in poor 

schools.’’
It is imperative that as a body we 

place a national priority on making 

the most urgent repairs to our school 

and that we target as much of the edu-

cation funding as possible to our high-

est-need school districts. We cannot 

choose one over the other. We must do 

both.
Senator LANDRIEU’s effort amend-

ment focuses on the second issue: How 

we can best target title I funds to our 

highest poverty schools? I applaud her 

for her effort to try to both send more 

money to States through the targeted 

formula and to reward States for their 

effort and equity of targeting funding 

within States. I cannot support Sen-

ator LANDRIEU, however, as it would re-

sult in New York State receiving $17 

million less than what is currently in 

the chairman’s mark. 
I would like to take a moment to ex-

plain to this body the situation that 

New York schools and school children 

face in the wake of the September 11th 

terrorist attacks and a suffering econ-

omy. It has been estimated that as a 

result of the economic situation in New 

York the State will face a $10 billion 

shortfall in State revenues over the 

next 18 months. In addition, Comp-

troller Carl McCall has identified $940 

million in potential State and local 

government costs due to the current 

confluence of negative events. Local 

governments outside of New York City 

could experience reductions in tax rev-

enues of up to $300 million. Already, 

the comptroller lists 36 units of local 

government that are experiencing 

some level of fiscal distress. It is ex-

pected that the uncertainty of State 

assistance and the declining economy 

will only add to the current distress of 

these communities and will add more 

communities to this list. 
This shortfall and the weakening 

economy are already adversely impact-

ing our largest schools districts. In a 

recent survey conducted by the New 

York State School Boards Association, 

31 percent of school districts indicated 

that they will be forced to borrow and 

incur additional costs if more aid is not 

forthcoming and 70 percent of school 

districts revealed that they had tapped 

reserve funds that they will need to re-

plenish. In Buffalo, the schools have a 

$28.3 million shortfall, which could 

mean 400–500 teachers and other school 

personnel cut at a time when the dis-
trict is already struggling to find cer-
tified teachers to teach students. In 
New York City, the school board is 
short $400 million; they are already 
cutting afterschool programs and guid-
ance counselors at a time when stu-
dents in the city most need extra at-
tention and assistance. In Rochester, 
they are short $21.7 million; in Yon-
kers, they are short $57 million; and, in 
Syracuse, they are short $8 million. 
And I could go on and on. 

This adverse impact on our schools is 
happening at a time when we are de-
bating an education bill that would put 
new Federal mandates on schools—and, 
I would argue, needed accountability. 
But how can we ask our schools to 
incur new costs to implement testing 
for all students in grades 3 through 8? 
How can we expect our schools to hire 
only certified teachers when they are 
laying off teachers left and right and 
raising class sizes because they don’t 
have resources to support new teach-
ers?

This appropriations bill begins to 
make a difference. It invests in emer-
gency school repairs and renovations 
for our schools that are most urgently 
in need of repair; it significantly in-
crease funding for teacher quality and 
teacher recruitment; and it invests an 
additional $1 billion in special edu-
cation. But it is just not enough. 

I believe that there are three things 
that we need to do. 

We need to fully fund IDEA. This 
body passed the Harkin-Hagel amend-
ment on ESEA, which would move spe-
cial education funding to the manda-
tory side and would increase special 
education funding by $2.5 billion each 
year for the next 10 years. Why will 
this make a difference in towns across 
New York, in the Buffalos and New 
York Cities, but also in the smaller cit-
ies and towns from Oswego, to Utica, 
to Massena to Roosevelt? Due to the 
failure of the Federal Government to 
live up to its promise of funding 40 per-
cent of special education funding and 
the decrease in State shares of special 
education over time, the burden on 
local communities has increased from 
39 to 45 percent of the share of special 
education funding. 

If we fully fund IDEA, New York’s 
share of special education funding 
would rise from $430.2 million, which 
we received in fiscal year 2001, to $595.4 
million in fiscal year 2002—a $165.2 mil-
lion increase in the first year. This in-
crease would begin to make good on 
the Federal Government’s commitment 
to fully fund IDEA and, most impor-
tantly, it would help our communities 
by freeing up local funds for other nec-
essary education investments. 

I will fight my heart out to ensure 

that this amendment is part of the 

final education bill that Congress will 

consider in the weeks ahead. 
We need to better target title I fund-

ing. To date, the Congress has never 
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appropriated funds through the title I 

targeted formula. This formula pro-

vides needed money for States with the 

highest percentage of children in pov-

erty and the highest number of poor 

school age children. New York is a 

State that would benefit tremendously 

from distributing new title I funds 

through this formula. In fact, if we dis-

tributed all title I funds above the fis-

cal year 2001 level through the targeted 

formula, New York would receive ap-

proximately 39 percent more in title I 

funding than it received last year. I 

will be fighting hard in the education 

conference to ensure that we do more 

to distribute funds through the tar-

geted formula to help those states with 

the highest percentage and highest 

number of poor school age children. 
And I believe that we need to provide 

a bail-out for schools across the coun-

try that are suffering as a result of the 

September 11 terrorist attacks and eco-

nomic downturn. We cannot turn a 

blind eye to our schools and allow 

them to take the hit of a downturned 

economy that has resulted from the 

terrorist attacks of September 11th. I 

will be working with my colleagues to 

develop an education assistance pack-

age as part of the economic stimulus 

bill that this body will soon consider. 
Mr. HARKIN. Madam President, I 

suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent the order for the 

quorum call be rescinded. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

DODD). Without objection, it is so or-

dered.
Mr. REID. Mr. President, the Sen-

ators from Arizona and California are 

in the Chamber. It is my understanding 

they wish to introduce some legisla-

tion.
Mrs. FEINSTEIN. That is correct. 
Mr. REID. The Senator from Iowa 

has not completed his work on the bill. 

He is waiting for some things to hap-

pen in the next few minutes. 
Can the Senators indicate how much 

time they want to take? 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN. I say to Senator 

REID, thank you very much. We could 

probably do it within 5 to 10 minutes. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent Senators KYL and FEIN-

STEIN allowed to speak for up to 6 min-

utes each. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
The Senator from California. 
(The remarks of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. 

KYL, and Ms. SNOWE pertaining to the 

introduction of S. 1627 are printed in 

today’s RECORD under ‘‘Statements on 

Introduced Bills and Joint Resolu-

tions.’’)
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Iowa. 

AMENDMENTS NOS. 2076 THROUGH 2087, EN BLOC

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I have a 

list of managers’ amendments that has 

been approved by both sides and which 

I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. HARKIN] pro-

poses amendments numbered 2076 through 

2087, en bloc. 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that reading of the 

amendments be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendments are as follows: 

AMENDMENT NO. 2076

(Purpose: Provide current year funding for 

the National Skills Standards Board) 

On page 2, line 19 after ‘‘of such Act;’’ in-

sert ‘‘of which $3,500,000 is available for obli-

gation October 1, 2001 until expended for car-

rying out the National Skills Standards Act 

of 1994;’’. 

On page 2, beginning on line 24, strike out 

‘‘, and $3,500,000 shall be for carrying out the 

National Skills Standards Act of 1994’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2077

(Purpose: Administrative expenses 

reduction)

On page 93, after line 12, insert the fol-

lowing:

SEC. 521. Amounts made available under 

this Act for the administrative and related 

expenses for departmental management for 

the Department of Labor, the Department of 

Health and Human Services, and the Depart-

ment of Education, shall be reduced on a pro 

rata basis by $98,500,000: Provided, That this 

provision shall not apply to the Food and 

Drug Administration and the Indian Health 

Service: Provided further, That not later 

than 15 days after the enactment of this Act, 

the Director of the Office of Management 

and Budget shall report to the Senate Com-

mittee on Appropriations the accounts sub-

ject to the pro rata reductions and the 

amount to be reduced in each account. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2078

(Purpose: Provide for increased funding for 

automatic external defibrillators in rural 

communities, offset by administrative cost 

reductions)

On page 22, line 18 after ‘‘Awareness Act,’’ 

strike $5,488,843,000’’ and insert in its place 

‘‘$5,496,343,000’’.

On page 24, line 8 before the period insert 

the following ‘‘: Provided further, That of the 

amount provided for Rural Health Outreach 

Grants, $12,500,000 shall be available to im-

prove access to automatic external 

defibrillators in rural communities’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2079

(Purpose: To provide additional funding to 

carry out the Ecstasy Anti-Proliferation 

Act of 2000) 

On page 34, line 13, strike ‘‘$3,073,456,000’’ 

and insert ‘‘$3,088,456,000: Provided, That

$10,000,000 shall be made available to carry 

out subtitle C of title XXXVI of the Chil-

dren’s Health Act of 2000 (and the amend-

ments made by such subtitle)’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2080

(Purpose: To increase the appropriation for 

the Promoting Safe and Stable Families 

program)

On page 43, line 23, after the period, add the 

following:
‘‘In addition, for such purposes, $70,000,000 

to carry out such section.’’ 

AMENDMENT NO. 2081

(Purpose: To increase the appropriation for 

the Close Up Fellowship Program) 

On page 57, line 24, before the period, add 

the following: ‘‘: Provided further, That

$2,500,000 shall be available to carry out part 

E of title II, including administrative ex-

penses associated with such part.’’ 

AMENDMENT NO. 2082

(Purpose: To make funding available under 

title V of the Public Health Service Act for 

mental health providers serving public 

safety workers affected by the terrorist at-

tacks of September 11, 2001) 

On page 34, line 13, before the period insert: 

‘‘: Provided further, That $5,000,000 shall be 

available for mental health providers serving 

public safety workers affected by disasters of 

national significance’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2083

(Purpose: To provide funding for cancer pre-

vention and screening programs under the 

Radiation Exposure Compensation Act 

Amendments of 2000) 

On page 54, between lines 15 and 16, insert 

the following: 
SEC. 225. For the Health Resources and 

Services Administration, $5,000,000 for grants 

for education, prevention, and early detec-

tion of radiogenic cancers and diseases under 

section 417C of the Public Health Service Act 

(42 U.S.C. 285a-9) (as amended by the Radi-

ation Exposure Compensation Act Amend-

ments of 2000), of which $1,000,000 shall be 

available to enter into a contract with the 

National Research Council under which the 

Council shall— 

(1) review the most recent scientific infor-

mation related to radiation exposure and as-

sociated cancers or other diseases; 

(2) make recommendations to— 

(A) reduce the length of radiation exposure 

requirements for any compensable illnesses 

under the Radiation Exposure Compensation 

Act (42 U.S.C. 2210 note); and 

(B) include additional illnesses, geographic 

areas, or classes of individuals with the 

scope of compensation of such Act; and 

(3) not later than June 30, 2003, prepare and 

submit to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 

Pensions, and Committee on the Judiciary of 

the Senate and the Committee on Appropria-

tions, Committee on Energy and Commerce, 

and Committee on the Judiciary of the 

House of Representatives, a report describing 

the findings made by the Council under para-

graphs (1) and (2). 

AMENDMENT NO. 2084

(Purpose: To provide funding for Hispanic 

education programs) 

On page 40, line 16, strike ‘‘5.9’’ and insert 

‘‘5.7’’.
On page 54, between lines 15 and 16, insert 

the following: 
SEC. 522. Effective upon the date of enact-

ment of this Act, $200,000,000 of the amount 

appropriated under section 403(a)(4)(F) of the 

Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 603(a)(4)(F)) is 

rescinded.
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On page 54, line 25, strike ‘‘$11,879,900,000, 

of which $4,104,200,000’’ and insert 

‘‘$11,912,900,000, of which $4,129,200,000’’. 
On page 56, line 25, strike ‘‘$8,717,014,000’’ 

and insert ‘‘$8,723,014,000’’. 
On page 57, line 18, strike ‘‘$10,000,000’’ and 

insert ‘‘$15,000,000’’. 
On page 58, line 11, strike ‘‘$516,000,000’’ and 

insert ‘‘$616,000,000’’. 
On page 64, line 16, strike ‘‘$1,764,223,000’’ 

and insert ‘‘$1,826,223,000’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2085

(Purpose: To express the sense of the Senate 

concerning research on, and services for in-

dividuals with, post-abortion depression 

and psychosis) 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing:
SEC. 226. It is the sense of the Senate 

that—

(1) the Secretary of Health and Human 

Services, acting through the Director of NIH 

and the Director of the National Institute of 

Mental Health (in this section referred to as 

the ‘‘Institute’’), should expand and intensify 

research and related activities of the Insti-

tute with respect to post-abortion depression 

and post-abortion psychosis (in this section 

referred to as ‘‘post-abortion conditions’’); 

(2) the Director of the Institute should co-

ordinate the activities of the Director under 

paragraph (1) with similar activities con-

ducted by the other national research insti-

tutes and agencies of the National Institutes 

of Health to the extent that such Institutes 

and agencies have responsibilities that are 

related to post-abortion conditions; 

(3) in carrying out paragraph (1)— 

(A) the Director of the Institute should 

conduct or support research to expand the 

understanding of the causes of, and to find a 

cure for, post-abortion conditions; and 

(B) activities under such paragraph should 

include conducting and supporting the fol-

lowing:

(i) basic research concerning the etiology 

and causes of the conditions; 

(ii) epidemiological studies to address the 

frequency and natural history of the condi-

tions and the differences among racial and 

ethnic groups with respect to the conditions; 

(iii) the development of improved diag-

nostic techniques; 

(iv) clinical research for the development 

and evaluation of new treatments, including 

new biological agents; and 

(v) information and education programs for 

health care professionals and the public; and 

(4)(A) the Director of the Institute should 

conduct a national longitudinal study to de-

termine the incidence and prevalence of 

cases of post-abortion conditions, and the 

symptoms, severity, and duration of such 

cases, toward the goal of more fully identi-

fying the characteristics of such cases and 

developing diagnostic techniques; and 

(B) beginning not later than 3 years after 

the date of the enactment of this Act, and 

periodically thereafter for the duration of 

the study under subparagraph (A), the Direc-

tor of the Institute should prepare and sub-

mit to the Congress reports on the findings 

of the study. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2086

(Purpose: To amend the Public Health Serv-

ice Act to provide a short title for a chil-

dren’s traumatic stress program) 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing:
SEC. 227. Section 582 of the Public Health 

Service Act (42 U.S.C. 290hh–(f) is amended 

by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(g) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be 

cited as the ‘Donald J. Cohen National Child 

Traumatic Stress Initiative’.’’. 

Amendment No. 2087 

(Purpose: To modify the calculation 

of State expenditures for eligible 

States under title IV of the Higher 

Education Act of 1965) 
On page 73, between lines 4 and 5, insert 

the following: 

SEC. 307. The requirement of section 

415C(b)(8) of the Higher Education Act of 1965 

(20 U.S.C. 1070c–2(b)(8)) shall not apply to a 

State program during fiscal year 2001 and the 

State expenditures under the State program 

for fiscal year 2001 shall be disregarded in 

calculating the maintenance of effort re-

quirement under that section for each of the 

fiscal years 2002 through 2004, if the State 

demonstrates, to the satisfaction of the Sec-

retary of Education, that it— 

(1) allocated all of the funds that the State 

appropriated in fiscal year 2001 for need- 

based scholarship, grant, and work study as-

sistance to the programs described in sub-

part 4 of part A of title IV of the Higher Edu-

cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1070c et seq.); 

and

(2) did not participate in the program de-

scribed in section 415E of the Higher Edu-

cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1070c–3a) in fis-

cal year 2001. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, the amendments are consid-

ered en bloc and agreed to. 
The amendments (Nos. 2076 through 

2087) were agreed to en bloc. 
Mr. HARKIN. I suggest the absence of 

a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the order for the 

quorum call be rescinded. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAR-

KIN). Without objection, it is so or-

dered.

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the Senate now go 

into a period for morning business, 

with Senators permitted to speak 

therein for a period not to exceed 5 

minutes.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

THE STIMULUS PACKAGE 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, yester-

day and the day before, there were 

some statements made in Washington 

that I would like to reflect on for a mo-

ment.
Yesterday, the President of the 

United States came before a group—I 

am not sure of the name of the group— 

and said to them at one point, in re-

flection on the economic stimulus 

package, that it was time for ‘‘Con-

gress to get to work. 
I understand the President is prod-

ding us to do our best and to work 

hard, and we should. But I would say to 

the President and to any who follow 

this that Congress has been working, 

and working hard, with this President 

since September 11, and before. Since 

September 11, we have been diligent 

every time the President has asked us 

for important legislation, whether it 

was the money he needed to execute 

this war against terrorism or the new 

authority he needed to execute that 

war or aviation security. The Senate 

passed that bill almost 3 weeks ago 

now by a vote of 100–0. 

That was antiterrorism legislation 

which the President needed so that our 

law enforcement can ferret out the 

sources of terrorism in the United 

States. We moved to that quickly and 

sent it to the his desk. The Senate and 

the House have responded and have 

been working with the President in a 

bipartisan fashion. 

I found his remarks about the eco-

nomic stimulus package a little puz-

zling because we have been doing our 

business. It is true that we have not re-

ported out an economic stimulus bill in 

the Senate yet. My guess is we will do 

that as soon as next week. 

The House of Representatives has 

presented a bill called an economic 

stimulus package. 

What did the Secretary of the Treas-

ury, a member of President Bush’s Cab-

inet, say about the House economic 

stimulus bill? In the words of Treasury 

Secretary Paul O’Neill, he called it 

‘‘show business.’’ 

Across the United States, in publica-

tions as conservative as the Wall 

Street Journal and others of a more 

moderate and liberal bent, the House 

effort at an economic stimulus has 

been roundly criticized. 

All of us understand that the Amer-

ican economy is in a sorry state. The 

report back just recently suggests that 

in the third quarter of this year the 

U.S. economy contracted by .4 percent. 

After we have enjoyed in the last sev-

eral years 2 and 3-percent growth, it is 

troubling to see that we are moving 

backward. Many believe that the ac-

tual contraction of the economy and 

movement toward recession will con-

tinue in the fourth quarter. It is al-

most inevitable when you consider all 

of the layoffs, the overcapacity of our 

economy, and the current state of our 

economic indicators. 

That is why it was equally troubling 

when the same Treasury Secretary, 

Paul O’Neill, came before the cameras 

yesterday here in Washington and 

made a pronouncement. He said if Con-

gress could pass an economic stimulus 

package, we might be able to avoid a 

recession.

I think Harry Truman made it very 

clear when he was President. He put 

the sign on his desk that said in many 

respects the buck stops at the White 
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