S2120

S. 219
At the request of Mr. CRAIG, the
name of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. GRAHAM) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 219, a bill to amend the
Tariff Act of 1930 to clarify the adjust-
ments to be made in determining ex-

port price and constructed export
price.

S. 238
At the request of Mr. REeD, the

names of the Senator from Nevada (Mr.
REID), the Senator from Delaware (Mr.
CARPER), and the Senator from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. KERRY) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 238, a bill to reauthorize
the Museum and Library Services Act,
and for other purposes.
S. 245
At the request of Mr. BROWNBACK, the
name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr.
CHAMBLISS) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 245, a bill to amend the Public
Health Service Act to prohibit human
cloning.
S. 250
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the
names of the Senator from Washington
(Mrs. MURRAY), the Senator from
Michigan (Mr. LEVIN), and the Senator
from Connecticut (Mr. LIEBERMAN)
were added as cosponsors of S. 250, a
bill to address the international HIV/
AIDS pandemic.
S. 252
At the request of Mr. THOMAS, the
names of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. DORGAN) and the Senator
from South Dakota (Mr. JOHNSON) were
added as cosponsors of S. 252, a bill to
amend the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 to provide special rules relating to
the replacement of livestock sold on
account of weather-related conditions.
S. 262
At the request of Mr. BINGAMAN, the
name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. KENNEDY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 262, a bill to amend the
temporary assistance to needy families
program under part A of title 1V of the
Social Security Act to improve the
provision of education and job training
under that program, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 272
At the request of Mr. SANTORUM, the
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr.
DEWINE) was added as a cosponsor of S.
272, a bill to provide incentives for
charitable contributions by individuals
and businesses, to improve the public
disclosure of activities of exempt orga-
nizations, and to enhance the ability of
low income Americans to gain finan-
cial security by building assets, and for
other purposes.
S. 285
At the request of Mr. CAMPBELL, the
names of the Senator from Alaska (Ms.
MURKOWSKI) and the Senator from New
Mexico (Mr. DOMENICI) were added as
cosponsors of S. 285, a bill to authorize
the integration and consolidation of al-
cohol and substance abuse programs
and services provided by Indian tribal
governments, and for other purposes.
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S. 289
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the
name of the Senator from Washington
(Ms. CANTWELL) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 289, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to improve
tax equity for military personnel, and
for other purposes.
S. 300
At the request of Mr. KERRY, the
name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 300, a bill to award a con-
gressional gold medal to Jackie Robin-
son (posthumously), in recognition of
his many contributions to the Nation,
and to express the sense of Congress
that there should be a national day in
recognition of Jackie Robinson.
S. 314
At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr.
DEWINE) was added as a cosponsor of S.
314, a bill to make improvements in the
Foundation for the National Institutes
of Health.
S. 318
At the request of Mr. KERRY, the
names of the Senator from Maine (Ms.
SNOWE) and the Senator from Virginia
(Mr. ALLEN) were added as cosponsors
of S. 318, a bill to provide emergency
assistance to nonfarm-related small
business concerns that have suffered
substantial economic harm from
drought.
S. 332
At the request of Mr. DORGAN, the
names of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JoOHNSON) and the Senator
from Minnesota (Mr. DAYTON) were
added as cosponsors of S. 332, a bill to
amend the Federal Insecticide, Fun-
gicide, and Rodenticide Act to permit a
State to register a Canadian pesticide
for distribution and use within that
State.
S.J. RES. 3
At the request of Mr. LIEBERMAN, the
name of the Senator from New Mexico
(Mr. BINGAMAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S.J. Res. 3, a joint resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress with re-
spect to human rights in Central Asia.
S. RES. 4
At the request of Mr. GRAHAM of
South Carolina, the name of the Sen-
ator from South Dakota (Mr. JOHNSON)
was added as a cosponsor of S. Res. 44,
a resolution designating the week be-
ginning February 2, 2003, as ‘“‘National
School Counseling Week™’.
S. RES. 48
At the request of Mr. AKAKA, the
name of the Senator from Utah (Mr.
HATCH) was added as a cosponsor of S.
Res. 48, a resolution designating April
2003 as ‘“‘Financial Literacy for Youth
Month™.
S. RES. 49
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr.
DEWINE) was added as a cosponsor of S.
Res. 49, a resolution designating Feb-
ruary 11, 2003, as ‘‘National Inventors’
Day’.

February 10, 2003
STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mr. BREAUX (for himself, Mr.
HATCH, Mr. BAucus, Mr. BOND,

Mr. BURNS, Ms. COLLINS, Mr.
HARKIN, Mr. KOHL, Ms.
LANDRIEU, Mrs. LINCOLN, Mr.
NELSON of Florida, Mr. ROCKE-
FELLER, Mr. SANTORUM, MTr.

SMITH, Mr. JEFFORDS, Mr. MIL-
LER, and Ms. STABENOW):

S. 333. A bill to promote elder justice,
and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

Mr. BREAUX. Mr. President, | rise to
introduce S. 333, the Elder Justice Act.
Despite the rapid aging of America, few
pressing social issues have been as sys-
tematically ignored as elder abuse, ne-
glect, and exploitation.

This abuse of our seniors takes many
forms. It can be physical, sexual, psy-
chological, or financial. The perpe-
trator may be a stranger, an acquaint-
ance, a paid caregiver, a corporation
and, far too often, a spouse or another
family member. Elder abuse happens
everywhere—in poor, middle-class and
upper income households; in cities,
suburbs, and rural areas. It knows no
demographic or geographic boundaries.

The cost of such abuse and neglect is
high by any measure. The price of this
abuse is paid in needless human suf-
fering, inflated health care costs, de-
pleted public resources, and the loss of
one of our greatest national assets—
the wisdom and experience of our el-
ders.

With scientific advances and the
graying of millions of baby boomers,
this year the number of elderly on the
planet passed the number of children
for the first time. Although we have
made great strides in promoting inde-
pendence, productivity, and quality of
life, old age still brings inadequate
health care, isolation, impoverishment,
abuse, and neglect for far too many
Americans.

Studies conclude that elder abuse,
neglect, and exploitation are widely
under reported and these abuses sig-
nificantly shorten the lives of older
victims. A single episode of mistreat-
ment can tip over an otherwise inde-
pendent, productive life, triggering a
downward spiral that can result in de-
pression, serious illness, and even
death.

Too many of our frailest citizens suf-
fer needlessly and cannot simply move
away from the abuse. Frequently, they
cannot express their wishes or suf-
fering. And, even if they can, often
they do not, fearing retaliation.

Congress has passed comprehensive
bills to address the ugly truth of two
other types of abuse—child abuse and
crimes against women. These bills
placed these two issues into the na-
tional consciousness and addressed the
issues at a national level.

The law created new Federal infra-
structure and funding—focusing re-
sources, creating accountability, and
changing how we think about and treat
abuse of women and children. And most
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jurisdictions now have established co-
ordinated social service-public heath-
law enforcement approaches to con-
front these abuses.

But despite dozens of congressional
hearings over the past two decades on
the devastating effects of elder abuse,
neglect and exploitation, interest in
the subject has waxed and waned, and,
to date, no Federal law has been en-
acted to address this issue in a com-
prehensive manner. In these hearings,
elder abuse was called a “‘disgrace’ and
a ‘“‘burgeoning national scandal.” In-
deed, we found no single Federal em-
ployee working full time on elder abuse
in the entire Federal Government.

The time has come for Congress to
provide seniors a set of fundamental
protections. That is why, along with
Senators HATCH, BAucus, COLLINS,
SMITH of Oregon, LINCOLN, BOND, NEL-
soN of Florida, BURNS, ROCKEFELLER,
SANTORUM, LANDRIEU, JEFFORDS, HAR-
KIN, MILLER, STABENOW, and KOHL, | am
introducing a bill, the Elder Justice
Act, the first comprehensive Federal
effort to address elder abuse in the
United States.

Our bill will elevate elder abuse, ne-
glect, and exploitation to the national
stage in a lasting way. We want to en-
sure Federal leadership to provide re-
sources for services, prevention, and
enforcement efforts to those on the
front lines.

A crime is a crime whoever the vic-
tim and wherever it occurs. Crimes
against seniors must be elevated to the
level of child abuse and crimes against
women.

It is clear in confronting child abuse
and violence against women that the
best methods of prevention is two-
pronged—through both law enforce-
ment and social services. With offices
in the Departments of Health and
Human Services and Justice, this legis-
lation ensures a combined public
health-law enforcement coordination
at all levels. In addition, because elder
abuse and neglect have been virtually
absent from the national research
agenda, this bill establishes research
centers of excellence, and funds re-
search projects to fuel future legisla-
tion.

These measures lay the foundation to
address, in a meaningful and lasting
way, a devastating and growing prob-
lem that has been invisible for far too
long. We can no longer neglect these
difficult issues afflicting frail and el-
derly victims.

This effort takes numerous steps to
prevent and treat elder abuse:

It improves prevention and interven-
tion by funding projects to make older
Americans safer in their homes, facili-
ties, and neighborhoods, to enhance
long-term care staffing and to stop fi-
nancial fraud before the money goes
out the door.

It enhances detection by creating fo-
rensic centers and developing expertise
to enhance detection of the problem.

It bolsters treatment by funding ef-
forts to find better ways to mitigate
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the devastating consequences of elder
mistreatment.

It increases collaboration by requir-
ing ongoing coordination at the federal
level, among Federal, State, local and
private entities, law enforcement,
long-term care facilities, consumer ad-
vocates and families.

It aids prosecution by assisting law
enforcement and prosecutors to ensure
that those who abuse our Nation’s frail
elderly will be held accountable, wher-
ever the crime occurs and whoever the
victim.

It helps consumers by creating a re-
source center for family caregivers and
those trying to make decisions about
different types of long-term care pro-
viders.

The importance of defending our
right to live free of suffering from
abuse and neglect does not diminish
with age. If we can unlock the mys-
teries of science to live longer, what do
we gain if we fail to ensure Americans
live longer with dignity?

More and more of us will enjoy
longer life in relative health, but with
this gift comes the responsibility to
prevent the needless suffering too often
borne by our frailest citizens.

I appreciate the work of my fellow
members and a wide array of groups on
behalf of elder justice and look forward
to continued support from both sides of
the aisle and in both houses to make
elder justice a reality for those Ameri-
cans who need it most.

By Ms. LANDRIEU:

S. 334. A bill to amend title 38,
United States Code, to provide eligi-
bility for astronauts for
Servicemembers’ Group Life Insurance;
to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.

Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, our
Nation continues to mourn the terrible
tragedy that we all experienced on Sat-
urday with the explosion of the Space
Shuttle Columbia. The loss of these
seven brave men and women proved
that space flight is still dangerous. Un-
fortunately, | come to the floor today
to call my colleagues’ attention to an-
other tragedy, one which Congress can
and should correct.

After the 1986 Challenger explosion, a
terrible oversight on the part of our
government came to light. We learned
that NASA astronauts, with the excep-
tion of those in the military, often can-
not get life insurance. Their jobs are
too high-risk for them to be able to
easily obtain private insurance. And,
up until now, the government has not
provided any type of safety net for
these men and women, who risk their
lives every day to advance our Nation’s
space program.

Fortunately, a private fund, the
Space Shuttle Children’s Trust Fund,
was formed to fill this breach. The fund
paid an estimated $1.2 million to the
families of the astronauts killed in the
Challenger explosion. | would like to
take a moment to commend Mr. Del-
bert Smith, a Washington, DC attorney
and chairman of the fund, as well as all

S2121

of the other men and women who
stepped forward to help the families of
these national heroes. It is selfless in-
dividuals like Mr. Smith and his col-
leagues that make America the great-
est nation in the world.

Despite the sacrifice of these individ-
uals, the fact is that the government
should have taken care of the families
of these astronauts. Just as we take
care of our veterans, we should ensure
that our astronauts do not have to
worry about the financial survival of
their families if the unthinkable hap-
pens. And while there will always be a
place for organizations like the Space
Shuttle Children’s Trust Fund, Con-
gress has a responsibility to take care
of the brave men and women in our
human space flight program.

Unfortunately, it pains me to say
that this is one lesson we did not learn
from the Challenger disaster. After the
Columbia explosion, | was shocked to
learn that there is still no provision for
the Federal Government to ensure that
the families of astronauts are taken
care of in these tragic circumstances.

We all pray that we will never have
to suffer through another tragedy like
the Challenger and Columbia explosions.
But it is the responsibility of Congress
to ensure that we are prepared in case
it does happen again. Therefore, today
I am introducing a bill that would
allow astronauts to participate in the
Servicemember’s Group Life Insurance
program. As my colleagues know, this
is the insurance program that is set up
for our men and women in the mili-
tary. With relatively low payments,
service members are eligible to up to
$250,000 in life insurance. | believe that
astronauts should also be eligible for
this program, and that is why | am pro-
posing this legislation.

In closing, something like this should
have been done in 1986, following the
Challenger disaster. Unfortunately, 17
years later, Congress still has not
acted to fix this problem. | say to my
colleagues, we must not let even one
more astronaut put his or her life at
risk until we have ensured that the
government will be there to provide for
their children and their families. |
hope my colleagues will join me in sup-
porting this measure, and | hope we
can get it approved quickly. | thank
the chair.

By Mr. DOMENICI:

S. 336. A bill to amend title 10,
United States Code, to expand reim-
bursement for travel expenses of cov-
ered beneficiaries for specialty care in
order to cover specialized dental care;
to the Committee on Armed Services.

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, | rise
today to offer legislation entitled the
“Military Family Access to Dental
Care Act.” This legislation, while lim-
ited in its scope, will have a profound
effect on the lives of our military serv-
ice members and their families particu-
larly those serving our country at re-
mote rural bases.
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Current law provides reimbursement
for military dependents who, when re-
ferred, must travel at least one-hun-
dred miles to receive specialty health
care. However, specialty dental care
has not been interpreted within the
scope of this provision. In a rural State
like New Mexico, this exclusion has a
real impact on quality of life.

For example, a military dependent
stationed at Cannon Air Force Base in
eastern New Mexico is not able to re-
ceive periodontic or orthodontic care
in nearby Clovis these specialties are
simply not available. Instead, to re-
ceive such care, that dependent would
have to travel 225 miles to Albu-
querque, 110 miles to Lubbock, Tx, or
104 miles to Amarillo often two or
three times to alleviate a special den-
tal problem. The cost of traveling these
long distances can eat away at a mili-
tary family’s income and degrade their
quality of life.

The legislation | propose expands the
scope of existing law to ensure that
travel of at least one-hundred miles for
referred specialty dental care is reim-
bursable. It is my firm belief that this
small but practical bill can improve
the lives of many military families, es-
pecially those assigned to bases in the
West. What is more, it sends a signal to
our military personnel and their fami-
lies that we recognize the sacrifices
they make for us and want to respond
by addressing their needs whenever we
can. | hope that my colleagues will join
me in supporting this bill.

I ask unanimous consent that the
text of the bill be printed in the
RECORD.

There being no objection, the bill was
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as
follows:

S. 336

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. REIMBURSEMENT OF COVERED
BENEFICIARIES FOR CERTAIN TRAV-
EL EXPENSES RELATING TO SPE-
CIALIZED DENTAL CARE.

Section 1074i of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by inserting ““(a) IN GENERAL.—"’ before
“In any case’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

“(b) SPECIALTY CARE PROVIDERS.—For pur-
poses of subsection (a), the term ‘specialty
care provider’ includes a dental specialist
(including an oral surgeon, orthodontist,
prosthodontist, periodontist, endodontist, or
pediatric dentist).”’.

By Mr. NELSON of Florida:

S. 337. A bill to amend the Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act and the Solid Waste Disposal Act
to prohibit the use of arsenic-treated
lumber as mulch, compost, or a soil
amendment, and to prohibit the manu-
facture of arsenic-treated wood for use
as playground equipment for children,
fences, walkways, or decks or for other
residential or occupational purposes,
and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public
Works.
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Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, | rise today to discuss an issue
I've fought long and hard on—the risk
posed to children by arsenic-treated
wood playground equipment.

There is now a government study
which demonstrates the link between
wood laced with an arsenic preserva-
tive called chromated copper arsenate
or CCA and an increased risk of lung
and bladder cancer.

Last Friday, the scientists at the
Consumer Product Safety Commission
issued a report that concluded that 2 to
100 children out of 1 million will get
bladder and lung cancer from their ex-
posure to arsenic-treated wood play-
ground equipment.

This is disturbing.

Especially since CCA was used to pre-
serve 98 percent of the wood produced
for residential uses in the United
States in 2001.

Since March of 2001, when media re-
ports emerged about elevated levels of
arsenic in playground soil and numer-
ous playgrounds in the State of Florida
closed as a result, | have been pushing
the Environmental Protection Agency
to complete its long-awaited study on
the dangers posed by this arsenic pre-
servative.

I am still waiting.

To spur action on this issue, in the
last 2 years, | have filed legislation
mandating warning labels on all ar-
senic-treated wood to inform con-
sumers that the wood they were pur-
chasing contained a carcinogen.

Further, my past legislation required
the EPA to complete its study, begun
long before the CPSC started its study,
regarding the risks posed by arsenic-
treated wood.

And, finally, | introduced legislation
to ban the residential uses of arsenic-
treated wood.

Meanwhile, EPA reached an agree-
ment with the wood preserving indus-
try to voluntarily phase out the manu-
facture of CCA-treated wood for resi-
dential purposes by December 31, 2003.

However, a year has passed since
EPA reached that agreement and they
still have not published a final rule in
the Federal Register making the phase-
out permanent, they still have not
completed their own risk assessment of
the dangers posed to children playing
on CCA-treated equipment and a New
York Times article in December 2002,
reported that the administration may
be reconsidering the phaseout.

For those reasons, today | again in-
troduce legislation to ban the manufac-
ture of arsenic-treated wood for resi-
dential uses, including use as a mulch,
to set a date certain for completion of
EPA’s risk assessment and to require
the EPA to conduct a public education
program to inform the public about
how they can decrease their risk of
contracting cancer from CCA-treated
wood.

The legislation also provides for the
safe disposal of CCA-treated wood to
prevent arsenic from contaminating
our groundwater.
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I urge my colleagues to support this
legislation.

By Mr. LAUTENBERG:

S. 338. A bill to protect the flying
public’s safety and security by requir-
ing that the air traffic control system
remain a Government function; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, |
rise to introduce the Safe and Secure
Skies Act of 2003, a bill that would pro-
tect the safety and security of the fly-
ing public by requiring that air traffic
control remain a government function.
This legislation is necessary because
the Bush administration has taken sev-
eral steps to privatize our Nation’s air
traffic control system.

On September 11 air traffic control-
lers across the Nation performed hero-
ically, as they guided thousands of air-
craft out of the sky. From the tower at
Newark International Airport, air traf-
fic controllers in my State could see
the Twin Towers burning as they
worked to return tens of thousands of
Americans to the ground safely.

Like many public servants on that
day, they are heroes. Along with po-
lice, firefighters, and other emergency
personnel, these public employees gave
110 percent to secure the safety of the
American people.

In the aftermath of these tragic
events, the American people demanded
one thing in particular of their govern-
ment: they wanted government per-
sonnel—not private contract firms—to
perform security screening of baggage
at our Nation’s airports. And Congress
compiled with this request, as we
turned the privatized baggage screen-
ing system over to Federal workers
with the new Transportation Security
Agency.

That is why it is so surprising to me
that the administration is now taking
steps to privatize the air traffic control
system in this country. It makes little
sense, especially after September 11. It
is the opposite of what the public
wants.

The safety and security of the Amer-
ican people should not be the responsi-
bility of the lowest bidder. Rather, it is
a core responsibility of government.

But the administration is moving
rapidly in the opposite direction. Al-
ready we have seen the jobs of air traf-
fic control specialists—those who re-
pair, inspect, and maintain the air traf-
fic control system—opened up to
outsourcing. And the administration
just completed a ‘““feasibility study’ of
privatizing the jobs of flight service
station controllers—the experts who
provide critical weather, safety, and se-
curity alerts to pilots.

Next on the agenda for the adminis-
tration are the air traffic controllers,
who monitor and guide thousands of
aircraft every day over the United
States.

The administration has already pro-
posed air traffic controller privatiza-
tion in two of its annual budgets. In
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June 2002, President Bush issued an ex-
ecutive order stripping air traffic serv-
ices of its “inherently governmental”
status. And in December 2002, the ad-
ministration issued a document desig-
nating air traffic control a ‘‘commer-
cial’’ activity, opening the door to con-
tracting out the jobs of air traffic con-
trollers to the lowest bidder.

This change from *“‘inherently gov-
ernmental’” to a ‘‘commercial” func-
tion is more than a technical change—
“inherently governmental’”’ functions
can never be privatized, while ‘“‘com-
mercial’’ functions may be outsourced.

The administration is trying to ac-
complish its privatization plan under
the public’s radar screen through the
Office of Management and Budget’s A-
76 process. We in Congress have the
power to stop this process and the bill
I am introducing today will reverse the
administration’s plan.

My Safe and Secure Skies Act will
return air traffic control functions to
“inherently governmental’”  status,
thus barring any privatization action. |
do want to note, however, that my leg-

islation will not affect the existing
FAA “Contract Tower’” program,
which involves some small, visual

flight rules airports.

We currently have the best air traffic
control system in the world. Over 15,000
dedicated Federal air traffic control-
lers guide more than 2 million pas-
sengers a day home safely. Maintaining
and inspecting the system are over
11,000 air traffic specialists, and nearly
3,000 flight service station controllers
provide critical information and alerts
to pilots. They are expert professionals
who perform under pressure every day
to keep our skies safe.

I believe our air traffic controllers
are almost a wing of the military, and
they play a major role in homeland se-
curity. When President Bush gave the
State of the Union speech last month,
it was the flight service station air
traffic controllers who sent alerts to
avoid the expanded ‘‘no-fly’”” zone
around Washington. And when the
space shuttle Columbia tragically dis-
integrated in the skies over Texas, it
was the air traffic controllers who di-
rected aircraft away from the falling
debris field.

These men and women perform a
critical government function.

Some claim that privatization will
save money. But when you look at
other countries’ experiments with air
traffic control privatization, all you
see are financial messes and safety haz-
ards. Australia, Canada, and Great
Britain all have privatized systems
that are now in crisis. Costs have gone
up and safety has gone down.

Since Great Britain adopted privat-
ization, near misses have increased by
50 percent and delays have increased by
20 percent. The British Government
has already had to bail out the
privatized air traffic control company
twice.

Privatization of the air traffic con-
trol system is bad fiscal policy, bad
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safety policy, bad homeland security
policy, and the public doesn’t want it.

I therefore ask my colleagues to sup-
port my Safe and Secure Skies Act,
which will declare these critical air
traffic control functions to be ‘‘inher-
ently governmental’’, and therefore not
eligible for outsourcing.

The safety of our skies should not be
put in the hands of the lowest bidder.

——————

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 50—AUTHOR-
IZING EXPENDITURES BY THE
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELA-
TIONS

Mr. LUGAR submitted the following
resolution; from the Committee on
Foreign Relations; which was referred
to the Committee on Rules and Admin-
istration:

S. REs. 50

Resolved, That, in carrying out its powers,
duties, and functions under the Standing
Rules of the Senate, in accordance with its
jurisdiction under rule XXV of such rules, in-
cluding holding hearings, reporting such
hearings, and making investigations as au-
thorized by paragraphs 1 and 8 of rule XXVI
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, the
Committee on Foreign Relations, is author-
ized from March 1, 2003, through September
30, 2003; October 1, 2003, through September
30, 2004; and October 1, 2004, through Feb-
ruary 28, 2005, in its discretion (1) to make
expenditures from the contingent fund of the
Senate, (2) to employ personnel, and (3) with
the prior consent of the Government depart-
ment or agency concerned and the Com-
mittee on Rules and Administration, to use
on a reimbursable or non-reimbursable basis
the services of personnel of any such depart-
ment or agency.

SEC. 2(a). The expenses of the committee
for the period March 1, 2003, through Sep-
tember 30, 2003, under this resolution shall
not exceed $2,933,624, of which amount (1) not
to exceed $210,000 may be expended for the
procurement of the services of individual
consultants, or organizations thereof (as au-
thorized by section 202(i) of the Legislative
Reorganization Act of 1946, as amended), and
(2) not to exceed $5,000 may be expended for
the training of the professional staff of such
committee (under procedures specified by
section 202(j) of the Legislative Reorganiza-
tion Act of 1946).

(b) For the period October 1, 2003, through
September 30, 2004, expenses of the com-
mittee under this resolution shall not exceed
$5,163,940, of which amount (1) not to exceed
$210,000 may be expended for the procure-
ment of the services of individual consult-
ants, or organizations thereof (as authorized
by section 202(i) of the Legislative Reorga-
nization Act of 1946, as amended), and (2) not
to exceed $5,000 may be expended for the
training of the professional staff of such
committee (under procedures specified by
section 202(j) of the Legislative Reorganiza-
tion Act of 1946).

(c) For the period October 1, 2004, through
February 28, 2005, expenses of the committee
under this resolution shall not exceed
$2,201,453, of which amount (1) not to exceed
$210,000 may be expended for the procure-
ment of the services of individual consult-
ants, or organizations thereof (as authorized
by section 202(i) of the Legislative Reorga-
nization Act of 1946, as amended), and (2) not
to exceed $5,000 may be expended for the
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training of the professional staff of such
committee (under procedures specified by
section 202(j) of the Legislative Reorganiza-
tion Act of 1946).

SEC. 3. The Committee shall report its
findings, together with such recommenda-
tions for legislation as it deems advisable, to
the Senate at the earliest practicable date,
but not later than February 28, 2005.

SEC. 4. Expenses of the Committee under
this resolution shall be paid from the contin-
gent fund of the Senate upon vouchers ap-
proved by the chairman of the committee,
except that vouchers shall not be required (1)
for the disbursement of salaries of employees
paid at an annual rate, or (2) for the pay-
ment of telecommunications provided by the
Office of the Sergeant at Arms and Door-
keeper, United States Senate, or (3) for the
payment of stationery supplies purchased
through the Keeper of the Stationery, United
States Senate, or (4) for payments to the
Postmaster, United States Senate, or (5) for
the payment of metered charges on copying
equipment provided by the Office of the Ser-
geant at Arms and Doorkeeper, United
States Senate, or (6) for the payment of Sen-
ate Recording and Photographic Services, or
(7) for payment of franked and mass mail
costs by the Sergeant at Arms and Door-
keeper, United States Senate.

SEC. 5. There are authorized such sums as
may be necessary for agency contributions
related to the compensation of employees of
the committee from March 1, 2003, through
September 30, 2003; October 1, 2003, through
September 30, 2004; and October 1, 2004,
through February 28, 2005, to be paid from
the Appropriations account for ‘““Expenses of
Inquiries and Investigations.”’

————

NOTICES OF HEARINGS/MEETINGS

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. President, |
would like to announce that the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs will meet on
Wednesday, February 12, 2003, at 10:30
a.m. in Room 495 of the Russell Senate
Office Building to conduct a Confirma-
tion hearing on the President’s nomi-
nation of Mr. Ross O. Swimmer to be
Special Trustee for American Indians
at the U.S. Department of the Interior.

Those wishing additional information
may contact the Indian Affairs Com-
mittee at 224-2251.

———
NATIONAL INVENTORS’ DAY
Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, | ask unani-
mous consent that the Senate now pro-

ceed to the immediate consideration of
Calendar No. 10, S. Res. 49.

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

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 49) designating Feb-
ruary 11, 2003 as National Inventors’ Day.

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

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, 1 am
pleased the Senate is passing S. Res. 49
that Senator HATCH and | introduced to
recognize February 11, 2003, as National
Inventors’ Day.

More than 200 years ago, on July 30,
1790, Samuel Hopkins, a resident of
Vermont, was granted the first United
States patent. He had discovered a
process for making potash, and was
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