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any other industry in my State. I be-
lieve the public institutions and pri-
vate businesses that lay the foundation
for rural communities thrive only
when we have a strong base of inde-
pendent family farmers and ranchers in
South Dakota.

Finally, agricultural producers are
the day-to-day stewards of our land.
Environmental and conservation bene-
fits like clean water and air, rich soil,
and diverse wildlife habitat are enjoyed
by the public largely due to the care
and management of family farmers and
ranchers.

So, why aren’t we truly celebrating
National Agriculture Day?

Because current economic conditions
are poised to squeeze many of South
Dakota’s 32,600 farmers and ranchers
right out of business—conditions set to
reverberate across the entire country.
Absent farm aid and long-term farm
policy fixes that provide true economic
security to family farmers and ranch-
ers, the environmental benefits and
food security enjoyed by so many in
this country may not survive on a sus-
tained basis.

I believe Congress must take two fun-
damental steps to remedy this situa-
tion: modify the farm bill now and
strengthen our laws so the market-
place is truly competitive and fair for
all.

Since 1997, U.S. farmers have experi-
enced a price crisis of enormous pro-
portions, exacerbated by a series of
weather-related disasters in many re-
gions of the Nation. Surplus crop pro-
duction, both here and abroad, weak
global demand, marKketplace concentra-
tion, and an inadequate farm income
safety net are prime reasons for this
price crisis.

Moreover, given the input-intensive
nature of production agriculture, many
farmers and ranchers are paying more
each year for critical inputs like fuel
and fertilizer. Corn and wheat farmers
in South Dakota may be forced to pay
up to twice per acre for fertilizer this
year, and still not cover enough acres
to boost yields to profit-producing lev-
els. This situates farmers in a price-
cost squeeze making it nearly impos-
sible to earn income that covers total
expenses.

As a result of an inadequate farm
bill, Congress has enacted multi-billion
dollar disaster programs in the last 3
years—a record $28 billion in fiscal
year 2000. USDA economists predict
2001 may be the worst year ever. With-
out supplemental income or emergency
aid, USDA estimates that net farm in-
come in 2001 could approach its lowest
level since 1984. Clearly, the 1996 farm
bill fails to provide a meaningful, fis-
cally-responsible, safety-net for farm-
ers when prices are poor on an annual
and sustained basis.

I am concerned that the administra-
tion’s budget blueprint apparently does
not grasp the economic obstacles fac-
ing the Nation’s farmers, ranchers, and
rural communities, as illustrated by
the fact that the budget includes zero
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funding for emergency aid or a farm
bill rewrite. This seems ironic, since
every major farm group has sent my-
self and others on the Senate Budget
Committee a letter agreeing that
roughly $10 billion per year will be
needed to modify the farm bill for fu-
ture years, and that around $9 billion is
needed in fiscal year 2001 to offset in-
come losses due to low prices and failed
farm safety-net policies.

Already, these farm groups and some
Members of Congress are suggesting
that we will simply assemble a fourth
consecutive aid package for farmers in
2001. I will support this imperative aid
when the time comes, but suggest
American farmers and taxpayers de-
serve better. These ad hoc emergency
bills, totaling billions of dollars each
year, are a poor excuse for a long term
policy fix. I believe Congress can and
should amend current farm policy im-
mediately to provide a more predict-
able, secure safety-net for farmers now.

One farm bill alternative I have in-
troduced is S. 130, the Flexible Fallow
farm bill amendment. Rep. DOUG BE-
REUTER (R-NE) has introduced an iden-
tical bill in the House. Under my Flex
Fallow bill—an idea developed by two
South Dakota agricultural producers—
farmers voluntarily devoting part of
their total cropland acreage to a con-
servation use receive greater price sup-
port on their remaining crop produc-
tion. My proposal embodies the plant-
ing flexibility so popular under ‘‘Free-
dom to Farm,” yet strengthens the un-
derlying farm income safety net. In
fact, my Flex Fallow bill has been en-
dorsed by Iowa State agricultural econ-
omist Neil Harl, who believes the pro-
posal works in a market-oriented fash-
ion and said Flex Fallow ‘‘is the miss-
ing link to the 1996 Farm Bill.”

Furthermore, I believe agricultural
producers want to derive income from
the marketplace, and in order to assure
that can happen, Congress must restore
fair competition to crop and livestock
markets. The forces of marketplace
concentration are squeezing inde-
pendent farmers and ranchers out of
profit opportunities.

The livestock market is one case in
point. Meatpacker ownership and cap-
tive supply arrangements tend to tran-
spire outside the cash market. As a re-
sult, the process of bidding in an open
fashion for the purpose of buying
slaughter livestock—which is central
to competition—is fading away. As
such, livestock producers—who depend
upon competitive bidding to gain a fair
price—are forced to either enter into
contractual, ownership, or marketing
arrangements with a packer or find
themselves left out of market opportu-
nities.

I have authored a bipartisan bill, S.
142, with Senators GRASSLEY, THOMAS,
and DASCHLE to forbid meatpackers
from engaging in these anticompetitive
buying practices. While my legislation
is just one of many steps that should
be taken to bolster our laws to protect
true market competition, I believe
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Congress should move to address this
issue in earnest.

Former President Eisenhower once
said, ‘‘farming looks mighty easy when
your plow is a pencil and you’re a thou-
sand miles away from a farm.’’ Because
we live in a country where the food is
safe and affordable, and the environ-
ment is not taken for granted, perhaps
some have forgotten President Eisen-
hower’s simple yet honest-to-goodness
words.

So today, let us not overlook the
critical role farmers and ranchers play
in weaving the economic, social, and
environmental fabric of this country.
Instead, I join all Americans to salute
farmers and ranchers on National Agri-
culture Day. And I invite all Ameri-
cans to support efforts to ensure a
brighter future for the families who
put food on our tables every day.

———

CONDEMNATION OF THE
TALIBAN'S WAR ON GLOBAL
CULTURE

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I rise
today to condemn an act of mindless
destruction by a regime known for its
intolerance. I am referring to the re-
ported destruction of the two ancient
statues of Buddha carried out by the
Taliban government in Afghanistan
and the Taliban’s call for complete
elimination of all artifacts in the re-
gion.

The Bamiyan Buddha statues were
priceless artifacts. They stood for cen-
turies as guardians of the silk route
that connected the ancient Greek and
Roman Empires to Asia. Once one of
the most cosmopolitan regions in the
world, Afghanistan is now one of the
most intolerant and repressive nations
due to the actions of the ruling Taliban
faction. The destruction of these 1,500-
year-old statues was ordered and car-
ried out for fear that they would be
used for idol worship. Destroying those
creations because of an irrational fear
motivated by intolerance of other cul-
tures and religions should be con-
demned by thoughtful people every-
where.

The country of Afghanistan and the
global community has lost two of its
greatest treasures, and the world is
poorer for it. We cannot tolerate the
willful destruction of international
treasures that are a part of the world’s
heritage.

People of all faiths and nationalities,
including Muslim communities around
the world, have condemned this action.
It is imperative that the United States
Senate join the people and govern-
ments around the world in condemning
these senseless acts of destruction, and
call on the Taliban regime to imme-
diately cease the destruction of other
Pre-Islamic relics.

PRESCRIPTION DRUG SOLUTION
MUST BE A PRIORITY
Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, few
issues have caught the public’s atten-
tion more than prescription drugs, and
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few are more deserving of Congress’ at-
tention.

We live at a time when we can clear-
ly discern remarkable benefits from all
manner of drugs. It is nothing short of
miraculous when we consider the rel-
ative ease and success of today’s treat-
ment of common disorders, as com-
pared with that of only two or three
generations ago.

When World War II began, for exam-
ple, penicillin and other similar anti-
biotics were known only to a small
number of scientists. At the conclusion
of the War in 1945, penicillin was wide-
ly available, used not only for battle
wounds but for infectious diseases in
the general public as well. Patients
with high blood pressure or high cho-
lesterol levels were, at best, only par-
tially and inadequately treated in the
1940s and 1950s. Now success is the rule,
rather than the exception. Calvin Coo-
lidge’s son died in 1924 as a result of a
blister and a skin infection after play-
ing tennis at the White House. An in-
fection such as that today would be
treated as simple, outpatient therapy.

While these examples are noteworthy
and provide us with a valuable perspec-
tive of times gone by, the hard, cold
fact is that many of these modern mir-
acles are still out of the reach of too
many American citizens. They simply
cannot afford the drugs that might so
often prove lifesaving, because of ei-
ther no insurance or lack of drug cov-
erage within their insurance.

Recent studies indicate that if you go
to virtually any other industrialized
democracy, the cost of prescription
drugs is about half what it is in the
United States. We pay about double
what anybody else in the industrialized
world pays. That to me is so utterly
unacceptable and unfair.

When Medicare was created 35 years
ago, its benefits were based on private
sector coverage, which rarely included
prescription drugs. Now, however, vir-
tually all private sector plans include
coverage for prescription drugs, while
Medicare does not. As a result, many
millions of Americans, both Medicare
age and younger have either inad-
equate or no prescription drug insur-
ance at all. A byproduct of no coverage
is that these patients wind up paying
the highest rates of anyone—an aver-
age of 15 percent more than those with
insurance. Many of these uninsureds,
including the seniors often called ‘“The
Greatest Generation’ are not filling
prescriptions because of their cost,
choosing between food and medicine.
Or they split pills in half to make them
go farther. This is shameful. These are
very real every day problems that beg
for help.

I strongly believe that all Medicare
beneficiaries deserve affordable cov-
erage and financial protection as pre-
scription drugs costs grow at double-
digit rates. Astronomical drug prices
have come hand-in-hand with the great
improvements in drug therapy. Spend-
ing for prescription drugs in the United
States doubled between 1990 and 1998.
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In each of the 5 years between 1993 and
1998, prescription drug spending in-
creased by an average of 12.4 percent.
In 1999, the drug spending increase was
19 percent and just last year we saw an-
other double digit increase. My office
recently completed a three-year state-
wide survey of prescription drug prices
in South Dakota, using a sample of the
most heavily prescribed drugs for sen-
iors. I was astonished to find that over
60 percent of the drugs’ prices grew at
a pace that exceeded the cost-of-living
adjustment provided by Social Secu-
rity, which many Medicare bene-
ficiaries rely on to meet their daily fi-
nancial needs. In fact, 30 percent of the
drugs increased at a pace that was dou-
ble that of the COLA.

In response to evidence such as this,
along with having heard from thou-
sands of concerned South Dakotans af-
fected by skyrocketing drug prices, I
have recommitted myself to finding a
solution for the prescription drug needs
of all Medicare beneficiaries. As such, I
have reintroduced two bills that com-
prise the main pillars of my prescrip-
tion drug plan: the Prescription Drug
Fairness for Seniors Act of 2001, and
the Generic Pharmaceutical Access and
Choice for Consumers Act of 2001. I
don’t proclaim these proposals to be
the magic bullet that solves all of our
nation’s prescription drug concerns but
they are sensible, financially reason-
able approaches that should be a part
of an overall prescription drug plan for
Medicare beneficiaries. The Fairness
bill would provide Medicare bene-
ficiaries access to prescription drugs at
the same low prices that drug manufac-
turers offer their most favored cus-
tomers. As well, I strongly believe we
cannot develop a financially feasible
prescription drug Dbenefit without
maximizing the utilization of generic
drugs. My proposal would increase ac-
cess and choice in Federal programs by
encouraging greater usage of generic
pharamaceuticals as a safe, less costly
alternative to an often expensive
brand-name pharmaceutical. Generic
pharmaceutical drugs have been shown
to save consumers between 25 percent
and 60 percent on their average pre-
scription drug and this plan would
greatly benefit many of the most vul-
nerable members of society.

I do believe Congress needs to create
a universal, voluntary drug benefit in
the Medicare program, one that pro-
vides all Medicare beneficiaries with
affordable coverage for drug costs. Per-
haps most importantly for South Da-
kota’s Medicare beneficiaries, the plan
must ensure access for beneficiaries in
rural and hard-to-serve areas including
incentives to rural pharmacies and the
private entity serving those areas to
ensure rapid delivery of prescription
drugs.

I believe that these efforts are both
comprehensive and achievable in the
107th Congress, and I will work closely
with my colleagues to accomplish my
personal goal of ensuring access to af-
fordable prescription drugs for all
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Medicare beneficiaries both in South
Dakota and around the Nation.

———
THE VERY BAD DEBT BOXSCORE

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, at the
close of business yesterday, Monday,
March 19, 2001, the Federal debt stood
at $5,729,611,586,294.55, five trillion,
seven hundred twenty-nine billion, six
hundred eleven million, five hundred
eighty-six thousand, two hundred nine-
ty-four dollars and fifty-five cents.

Five years ago, March 19, 1996, the
Federal debt stood at $5,058,839,000,000,
Five trillion, fifty-eight billion, eight
hundred thirty-nine million.

Ten years ago, March 19, 1991, the
Federal debt stood at $3,447,165,000,000,
three trillion, four hundred forty-seven
billion, one hundred sixty-five million.

Fifteen years ago, March 19, 1986, the
Federal debt stood at $1,982,540,000,000,
one trillion, nine hundred eighty-two
billion, five hundred forty million.

Twenty-five years ago, March 19,
1976, the Federal debt stood at
$5699,190,000,000, five hundred ninety-
nine billion, one hundred ninety mil-
lion, which reflects a debt increase of
more than $5 trillion—
$5,130,421,586,294.55, five trillion, one
hundred thirty billion, four hundred
twenty-one million, five hundred
eighty-six thousand, two hundred nine-
ty-four dollars and fifty-five cents, dur-
ing the past 25 years.

——————

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

A TRIBUTE TO GRACE COLE

e Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I'm
sad to inform my colleagues that on
Saturday, March 17th, Washington
State lost a great advocate for fami-
lies, and I lost both a good friend and
mentor, with the passing of Grace Cole.

At this difficult time, my heart goes
out to her family including her two
brothers, four sons, four daughters in
law, and six grandchildren. I want
them to know what the rest of us have
known for years: Grace Cole made a
difference. We are proud of her and
grateful for all she did. And even
though she’s no longer with us, her ac-
tivism and her passion live on in the
men and women she led into public
service.

Well-known and well-loved in Shore-
line, in Olympia, and among families
and educators throughout our State,
Grace Cole set a new standard for pub-
lic service with strong words and a soft
heart. She led the way for advocates
like me to follow her from the local
school board to the Washington State
legislature. And most important, she
made a difference for thousands of fam-
ilies throughout our state by standing
up for education, the environment and
social justice.

Mr. President, today moms and dads
who serve their communities in Wash-
ington State know they can go on to
serve at the State and Federal level.
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