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His father summed it up best, when 

he said: ‘‘I just can’t be more proud of 
him.’’ 

My wife Fran and I continue to keep 
the family and friends of Lance Cor-
poral Jonathan Etterling in our 
thoughts and prayers. 

f 

EFFECTIVE PHYSICIAN ASSIST-
ANCE FOR DRUG TREATMENT 
ACT 

Mr. DEWINE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of S. 4115, which was introduced 
earlier today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 4115) to amend the Controlled 

Substances Act to increase the effectiveness 
of physician assistance for drug treatment. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. DEWINE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be 
read the third time and passed, the mo-
tion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table, and that any statements relating 
to the bill be printed in the RECORD. 

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

The bill (S. 4115) was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed, as follows: 

S. 4115 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Effective 
Physician Assistance for Drug Treatment 
Act’’. 
SEC. 2. CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES ACT AMEND-

MENTS. 

Section 303(g)(2) of the Controlled Sub-
stances Act (21 U.S.C. 823(g)(2)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (B)(iii), by striking 
‘‘except that the’’ and inserting the fol-
lowing: ‘‘unless, not sooner than 1 year after 
the date on which the practitioner submitted 
the initial notification, the practitioner sub-
mits a second notification to the Secretary 
of the need and intent of the practitioner to 
treat up to 100 patients. A second notifica-
tion under this clause shall contain the cer-
tifications required by clauses (i) and (ii) of 
this subparagraph. The’’; and 

(2) in subparagraph (J)— 
(A) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘thereafter’’ 

and all that follows through the period and 
inserting ‘‘thereafter.’’; 

(B) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘Drug Addic-
tion Treatment Act of 2000’’ and inserting 
‘‘Effective Physician Assistance for Drug 
Treatment Act’’; and 

(C) in clause (iii), by striking ‘‘this para-
graph should not remain in effect, this para-
graph ceases to be in effect’’ and inserting 
‘‘subparagraph (B)(iii) should be applied by 
limiting the total number of patients a prac-
titioner may treat to 30, then the provisions 
in such subparagraph (B)(iii) permitting 
more than 30 patients shall not apply, effec-
tive’’. 

PREVENTING THE MISUSE OF THE 
RED CRESCENT EMBLEM 

Mr. DEWINE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of H.R. 6338, which was received 
from the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. 6338) to amend title 18, United 

States Code, to prevent and repress the mis-
use of the Red Crescent distinctive emblem 
and the Third Protocol (Red Crystal) distinc-
tive emblem. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. DEWINE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be 
read the third time and passed, the mo-
tion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table, and that any statements relating 
to the bill be printed in the RECORD. 

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

The bill (H.R. 6338) was ordered to a 
third reading, was read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. DEWINE. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
DEMINT). The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

f 

HONORING SENATORIAL SERVICE 

PAUL SARBANES 
Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, with the 

close of the 109th Congress, the Senate 
will lose to retirement one of our most 
seasoned and respected Members—Sen-
ator PAUL SARBANES of Maryland. 
Across five terms in this body and be-
fore that three terms in the House of 
Representatives, where I was privileged 
to serve with him also, PAUL SARBANES 
has made his mark as a serious and 
diligent legislator, a classic workhorse 
Senator rather than a showhorse Sen-
ator. The Baltimore Sun has called him 
the silver fox Senator who ‘‘works 
quietly but with shrewd skillfulness.’’ 

I have always respected and admired 
Senator SARBANES, both as a stalwart 
Democrat and also always a proud, un-
abashed progressive. 

As a young man, he graduated from 
Princeton and went on to Oxford as a 
Rhodes Scholar and then Harvard Law 
School. But he never forgot his experi-
ences growing up among the families of 
Maryland’s Eastern Shore. He never 
forgot his roots as the son of a Greek 
immigrant who worked long hours to 
build a successful restaurant business. 

In the Senate, PAUL SARBANES has 
been outspoken in his support for pub-
lic schools, expanded access to higher 
education, to job training, and the 

other essential rungs on the ladder of 
economic opportunity in America. 

He has fought to protect Social Secu-
rity, to clean up corruption in the busi-
ness world. In the wake of the Enron 
and WorldCom scandals, Senator SAR-
BANES took the lead in crafting legisla-
tion to prevent the recurrence of the 
rampant accounting fraud that was de-
stroying confidence in corporate Amer-
ica. 

In the early years of this past decade, 
in classic Sarbanes style—methodi-
cally, thoughtfully, and minimum of 
partisanship—he held 10 hearings on 
the issue in 2002, listening to all points 
of view. The result is known univer-
sally as the Sarbanes-Oxley law which 
cleaned up the accounting industry and 
mandated new disclosure and conflict- 
of-interest reporting requirements on 
U.S. corporations. 

There are many reasons why PAUL 
SARBANES is the longest serving Sen-
ator in Maryland history. Throughout 
his career in this body, he has fought 
hard on issues of special importance to 
Maryland, including legislation to pro-
tect the Chesapeake Bay. But he has 
never lost touch with his roots among 
working people and the immigrant 
community. 

He has always been a model public 
servant, a person of enormous intel-
lect, intelligence, integrity, and indus-
try. For 30 years in the Senate, PAUL 
SARBANES has faithfully served the 
people of Maryland and the people of 
the United States, and there is no 
doubt he will pursue new avenues of 
public service in retirement. 

I will miss his friendship, I will miss 
his wise counsel in the Senate, but I 
wish PAUL and also his wonderful wife 
Christine all the best in the years 
ahead. 

MARK DAYTON 

Mr. President, I would like to follow 
that up by expressing my respect and 
admiration for a longtime friend of 
mine, my neighbor to the north, so to 
speak, who is also retiring this year; 
that is, our Senator from Minnesota, 
MARK DAYTON. 

Senator DAYTON is a public servant 
in the purest sense of that term. He did 
not come to the Senate 6 years ago in 
search of status or celebrity or power 
for power’s sake. He has never sought 
the spotlight. He came here for one 
reason: to serve the people of Min-
nesota and of the United States. He has 
done so in a diligent, consistent, and 
selfless manner. 

I especially appreciate the way Sen-
ator DAYTON has followed in the pro-
gressive tradition of Minnesota’s great 
Senators, Hubert Humphrey, Gene 
McCarthy, Chris Mondale, and Paul 
Wellstone. On issue after issue, he has 
fought for working people and their 
families, for seniors, and for the least 
fortunate among us. To take just one 
case in point, no Senator has been 
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more persistent and eloquent in fight-
ing to allow seniors to purchase pre-
scription drugs in Canada where phar-
maceuticals are oftentimes less expen-
sive. He has donated his entire Senate 
salary to the Minnesota Senior Federa-
tion to help finance trips on the ‘‘Pre-
scription Express’’ to purchase cheaper 
drugs in Canada, and he has gone to bat 
for seniors when they were harassed by 
border agents upon their return. 

To his everlasting credit, Senator 
DAYTON voted against a resolution ef-
fectively authorizing the war in Iraq. 
He spoke out passionately against the 
dangers of launching that war. He has 
used his seat on the Armed Services 
Committee to take the administration 
to task for its multiple mistakes and 
failures in conducting that war. There 
has been a singular absence of effective 
oversight of this war on the part of this 
Congress, but as an individual Senator, 
MARK DAYTON has done his best to fill 
that vacuum. On the Armed Services 
Committee, he has been courageous 
and outspoken, and we will remember 
him for that. 

Throughout his adult life, MARK DAY-
TON has been devoted to serving others 
and looking out for those in the shad-
ows of life. After graduating from Yale, 
he could have gone on in the family re-
tail business. He could have coasted on 
his family’s wealth, but he chose a very 
different course. He chose to work as a 
teacher for 3 years in a pretty tough 
public school on Manhattan’s Lower 
East Side. Later he went to work as a 
counselor for runaway young people, as 
chief financial officer of a social serv-
ice agency in Boston, and then as a 
staffer to Senator Walter Mondale. 
After returning home to Minnesota, he 
also served as the commissioner of the 
Minnesota Department of Energy and 
Economic Development. He was elected 
State auditor in 1990. 

I think the first time I met MARK 
DAYTON, I was a Congressman in Iowa 
and he was running for the Senate in 
Minnesota, and that was 1982. I went up 
to campaign for him. I had been in-
volved in agriculture and agricultural 
endeavors, and so I went up to meet 
with them and met this young guy run-
ning for the Senate. He was unsuccess-
ful that year—I hope not due to the 
fact that I went to campaign for him. 
He was unsuccessful that year, but he 
never gave up. He never gave up trying 
to find new avenues to serving the peo-
ple of Minnesota. 

As I said, that culminated in him 
serving as the commissioner of the De-
partment of Energy and Economic De-
velopment for a number of years under 
Governor Perpich and then being elect-
ed in his own right as the State auditor 
in 1990. Under his leadership as State 
auditor of Minnesota, he did a lot to 
make sure that State government was 
running efficiently and effectively and 
transparently and making sure the 
auditor’s office kept a check on all the 

different agencies in Minnesota to 
make sure they were expending the 
taxpayers’ dollars wisely and legally 
and transparently. 

So I was delighted when, even though 
in 1982 he didn’t make it to the Senate, 
he then made it in the year 2000. In the 
last 6 years, again, as I said, MARK 
DAYTON has devoted himself selflessly 
to helping people less fortunate in our 
society. His common theme has been 
amplified powerfully: his passion for 
public service and his commitment to 
looking out for others. So I have no 
doubt that MARK will pursue other ave-
nues of public service in the years 
ahead. 

I will miss his friendship here on the 
Senate floor, but our friendship will 
continue. I know that in whatever ca-
pacity he can find, he will do what he 
can to make Minnesota and our coun-
try a better, fairer, and more just place 
for all its citizens. I certainly wish my 
good friend MARK DAYTON the best in 
the years ahead. 

f 

HEAD START PROGRAM 
REAUTHORIZATION 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I now 
turn to a topic not as good as what I 
just talked about. In the final hours of 
the Congress, as we have here today— 
maybe going into tomorrow—I am al-
ways amazed at how those who are well 
off in our society, those who are doing 
quite well, how they always get taken 
care of in the final hours when the Con-
gress closes down. Tax extenders—why, 
there is stuff for everybody in there, 
for the people who are doing well. A 
continuing resolution will come 
through, basically taking care of all 
the running of Government. We have a 
few other cats and dogs coming 
through here. It is always at this time 
that I am amazed at how often it is 
that people who are at the bottom rung 
of our ladder economically speaking 
fall through the cracks and no one 
cares. Hey, we have business to do 
here. We have to get the tax extenders 
through. We have to get out of here 
and go home. 

Because of the failure of the Appro-
priations Committee in the House, be-
cause of their failure to do a small ex-
tension, which I will explain in a sec-
ond, because of their failure, beginning 
in January, 54,000 kids will not be able 
to go to Head Start Programs in this 
country. Fifty-four thousand kids have 
been in Head Start Programs in De-
cember and November, but in January, 
January 3—they probably won’t be 
going to Head Start. Now, again, they 
will only be out for a couple of months 
because once we get back in here and 
we do another extension, either a CR— 
a continuing resolution—or an omnibus 
bill, we will take care of it. The au-
thorizers aren’t opposed to it; I have 
checked with them. The appropriators 
aren’t opposed to it. But it wasn’t put 

in the bill. They filed the rule in the 
House, and they can’t change it, they 
say, now. 

Let me describe what I am talking 
about, why 54,000 kids—poor kids— 
won’t get Head Start beginning in Jan-
uary. What happened was on January 
18, 2001, a rule was promulgated from 
the Department of Health and Human 
Services. A rule was promulgated 
which said that by January 18, 2006— 
last January 18—it required that all 
Head Start children be transported 
only on buses that are or very closely 
match school buses. Well, I have point-
ed out continually since that time that 
this is very onerous for a lot of kids 
who are now transported on para-
transit buses. These are transportation 
vehicles which are not school buses, 
but they are paratransit vehicles which 
usually take the elderly to places or 
they take people with disabilities to 
work or to shop or whatever. They are 
paratransit vehicles. They are usually 
smaller vehicles, but they are not a 
‘‘schoolbus.’’ But they are effectively 
used, and have been for many years, to 
transport kids to Head Start Programs. 
Of course, the children are transported 
in child safety seats that are placed on 
the paratransit buses. 

Well, they estimate there are about 
54,000 kids in America today who get 
transported to and from Head Start 
using paratransit. The rule which said 
they had to go on schoolbuses was sup-
posed to go into effect last January 18. 
Well, it didn’t. Why? Because a lot of 
us here bipartisanly said: Wait a 
minute, this is not right. This is not 
right. We need to fix this. 

Well, how do you fix it? You fix it 
with Head Start reauthorization. The 
last Head Start reauthorization was in 
1998. We thought there was going to be 
a Head Start reauthorization this year. 
We thought, finally, this year we are 
going to get a Head Start reauthoriza-
tion bill and we will take care of this 
mess created by this rule of the De-
partment of Health and Human Serv-
ices. So we extended this deadline from 
January 18; we extended it until June. 

Well, they still hadn’t passed a Head 
Start reauthorization, so on the 
Katrina supplemental we extended it 
until December 31 of this year. So what 
we did was we extended a moratorium, 
an abeyance of that rule until Decem-
ber 31 of this year so that kids—Head 
Start kids had been riding paratransit 
buses to and from Head Start since— 
well, for years but since January 18 of 
this year when that rule was supposed 
to go into effect, the rule that said 
they can’t ride them anymore, which, 
again, is nonsense—nonsense. It is 
much cheaper, it is just as effective, 
and there are a number of other rea-
sons why riding these paratransit buses 
are fine for these kids. So we put it off. 
We held this rule in abeyance until De-
cember 31; that is, this December 31. 
Once again, we didn’t get a Head Start 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 10:20 May 18, 2017 Jkt 049102 PO 00000 Frm 00059 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\FDSYS\BOUNDRECORD\REC FILES\S08DE6.REC S08DE6ej
oy

ne
r 

on
 D

S
K

30
M

W
08

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D


		Superintendent of Documents
	2020-03-05T21:21:28-0500
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




