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CHILDCARE MEANS PARENTS IN 
SCHOOLS 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I rise to 
speak on behalf of the Childcare Means 
Parents in Schools Act. I am pleased to 
join Senator DODD and Senator SNOWE 
as a cosponsor of the measure. This bill 
would amend the CCAMPIS Program 
authorized under Higher Education Act 
to better facilitate the higher edu-
cation of those students with children. 

For college students who are parents, 
a safe, nurturing environment for one’s 
children is integral to degree attain-
ment. Nearly 40 percent of students at 
higher education institutions are over 
25 years old and almost 30 percent of 
undergraduates have children. Most 
American families utilize childcare: 75 
percent of children under 5 are in some 
type of childcare. And for most fami-
lies, childcare is the second largest ex-
pense in their budget after rent or 
mortgage. 

The Dodd-Snowe bill will modify the 
definition of ‘‘low income student’’ to 
extend childcare services to graduate 
students, international students and 
other students who would not qualify 
under the present language but may 
need childcare assistance. This bill also 
increases the program authorization to 
a level that could fund about one-quar-
ter of the 4,000 colleges and universities 
eligible to apply. The amount of the 
minimum grant would be raised in 
order to make the grant process more 
cost-effective for applying institutions. 

Good childcare is often recognized as 
a first step to school success. It also 
can be an essential part of the process 
of being a good student. The peace of 
mind afforded by the security of know-
ing one’s child is well cared for frees 
higher education students to pursue 
their own studies with a more focused 
determination. Without that founda-
tion, a college education may not be 
attained. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
bill and further extend the opportunity 
of higher education to parents across 
America. 

SATELLITE HOME VIEWER ACT 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I am very 
pleased that the other body just passed 
their version of the Satellite Home 
Viewer Act under suspension of the 
rules. H.R. 4518, the W.J. (Billy) Tauzin 
Satellite Television Act of 2004, is a 
strong bill. 

During this process, I have heard 
from many Vermonters who are con-
cerned about not being able to receive 
Vermont stations over satellite. Others 
have been concerned about possibly 
having their ability to receive certain 
stations terminated. One reason for 
these strong concerns is that Vermont 
has the highest percentage in the Na-
tion of TV owners who receive pro-
gramming using satellite dishes. One 
reason for this is our beautiful moun-
tains and valleys which make it more 
difficult to receive TV signals using 
regular antennas. 

The Hatch-Leahy Satellite Homer 
Viewer Extension Act of 2004 was ap-
proved by the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee in June. All the members of the 
Judiciary Committee supported that 
bill. 

In the other body, members of both 
the Judiciary Committee and the En-
ergy and Commerce Committee worked 
together in a bipartisan fashion to 
craft a comprehensive bill which will 
be good for consumers and for the af-
fected industries. That bill, if enacted, 
will be a boon to public television, the 
satellite industry, the movie, music 
and television industries, and to sat-
ellite dish owners throughout America. 

I am especially pleased that it con-
tains a provision which I worked on 
with my colleagues from New Hamp-
shire, Senator SUNUNU and Senator 
GREGG. We, along with Senator JEF-
FORDS, introduced legislation to ensure 
that satellite dish owners in every 
county in each of our States would be 
able to receive signals, via satellite, 
from our respective in-State television 
stations. While our two States rep-
resent a small television market as 
compared to some of the major popu-
lation markets, nonetheless this provi-
sion is very important to residents in 
six of our collective counties—two in 
Vermont and four counties in New 
Hampshire. The Senate bill, S. 2013, as 
reported in June by the Judiciary Com-
mittee also contained this provision 
just included in H.R. 4518. 

In Vermont this will mean that sat-
ellite dish owners in Bennington and 
Windham Counties will be able to re-
ceive all Vermont network stations in 
addition to the out-of-State network 
stations they now receive. 

It is very important that in the wan-
ing days of this Congress that the Sen-
ate enact this satellite legislation. In 
1998 and 1999 over 2 million families 
were faced with the prospect of losing 
the ability to receive one or more of 
their satellite television network sta-
tions. Back then, Congress acted and 
not only protected access to those sta-

tions but also expanded consumer op-
portunities to receive more program-
ming options. 

Families who own satellite dishes 
may end up being the big losers if pro-
visions of that act are not extended. 
Many Midwestern and Rocky Mountain 
States have vast areas where satellite 
dish owners receive imported network 
stations such as ABC, NBC, CBS or 
Fox. Thousands of these families do 
not have any other choices. They do 
not have access to TV stations over- 
the-air because of mountain terrain or 
distance from the broadcast towers. 
They do not have access to cable be-
cause of the rough terrain or the lack 
of population density which makes it 
economically impossible for cable com-
panies to invest. Without access to net-
work stations via satellite, over-the- 
air, or cable, those families will no 
longer be able to receive national news 
programming or other network TV pro-
gramming. 

If Congress does not reauthorize pro-
visions of current law by December 31, 
2004, hundreds of thousands of house-
holds will lose satellite access to net-
work TV stations. Since information 
about subscribers is proprietary it is 
difficult for me to tell you exactly how 
many families will be affected by this, 
but I assure you it is not a small num-
ber. 

The Senate Judiciary Committee got 
its job done in June. We reported a 
great bill out of committee without a 
single amendment and without a single 
nay vote. That bill was introduced on 
January 21, 2004, by Chairman HATCH 
and was cosponsored by myself and 
Senators DEWINE and KOHL. When the 
bill was reported out of committee on 
June 17, 2004, I noted that the bill does 
far more than just protect satellite 
dish owners from losing signals. I 
pointed out that the new satellite bill 
‘‘protects subscribers in every state, 
expands viewing choices for most dish 
owners, promotes access to local pro-
gramming, and increases direct, head- 
to-head, competition between cable 
and satellite providers.’’ 

I continued by saying that ‘‘easily, 
this bill will benefit 21 million satellite 
television dish owners throughout the 
nation, and I am happy to note that 
over 85,000 of those subscribers are in 
Vermont.’’ 

The Senate Judiciary Committee-re-
ported bill, and the recently passed bill 
H.R. 4518, go far beyond protecting 
what current subscribers receive. The 
bills allow additional programming via 
satellite through adoption of the so- 
called ‘‘significantly viewed’’ test now 
used for cable, but not satellite sub-
scribers. That test means that, in gen-
eral, if a person in a cable service area 
that historically received over-the-air 
TV reception from ‘‘nearby’’ stations 
outside that area, those cable opera-
tors could offer those station signals in 
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