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FSU scientists. These grants have le-
veraged 300 percent of U.S. Government 
funds through in cash and in-kind con-
tributions from U.S. industry. 

I would also note that more than 95 
percent of the collaborations formed in 
CRDF awards will continue, whether 
with CRDF support or not. Over 100 
U.S.-FSU teams are seeking commer-
cial applications for the products of 
their collaborative research. Twenty- 
two teams have filed for patents, four-
teen of which are joint. 

For over a year now CRDF has en-
sured financial integrity for Depart-
ment of Energy projects under the Ini-
tiatives for Proliferation Prevention, 
IPP, program. The United States In-
dustry Coalition, USIC, the industry- 
arm of the IPP program, now boasts 96 
members throughout the U.S. and sev-
eral substantial commercial successes 
with FSU partners. Through its co-
operation with CRDF, USIC and the 
IPP program now can ensure that fund-
ing for FSU scientists involved in these 
research efforts avoids taxation by 
Russian or other officials. This aspect 
is critical for maximizing the impact of 
U.S. Government or industry invest-
ments to provide stable employment 
and a steady income to FSU scientists. 

Since 1994, the IPP program has en-
gaged over 6,200 former weapons of 
mass destruction scientists. Impor-
tantly, USIC members usually surpass 
cost-sharing arrangements with DOE 
expenditures totaling $39.3 million 
versus the $63.4 million invested by 
U.S. industry. Currently, 75 of USIC’s 
members are engaged in 120 cost-shared 
projects. 

I would like to briefly highlight a re-
cent success story in my home state of 
New Mexico. On January 15, I partici-
pated in a technology demonstration 
and press conference to announce a $20 
million international investment in 
technologies jointly developed by a 
small U.S. engineering company, a 
Russian nuclear weapons plant, and 
two of the Department of Energy’s fa-
cilities. 

An entrepreneurial American com-
pany, Stolar Horizon of Raton, NM, a 
long-standing member of USIC, identi-
fied a Russian technology with market 
potential, then staked over $5 Million 
of its own money to develop it. Stolar 
Horizon worked in tandem with Sandia 
National Laboratories and the Kansas 
City Plant through the IPP program to 
test and refine the technology for com-
mercial, peaceful applications. 

The result: Credit Suisse First Bos-
ton has committed $20 million in fi-
nancing to take the product to the 
global market. An estimated 350 new 
jobs will be created in New Mexico, and 
over 600 jobs await Russian nuclear sci-
entists and technicians in Nizhny 
Novgorod at the Institute for Meas-
uring Systems Research, NIIIS, are 
planned. 

I would remind everyone that U.S. 
appropriations in FY2001 for the IPP 
program is only $24.5 million. In this 
one example, Credit Suisse will provide 

an investment equal to 80 percent of 
our own in this fiscal year. 

The Stolar Horizon/NIIIS success is a 
concrete example of the original IPP 
vision: making the world a safer place 
through cooperative commercial ef-
forts leading to long-term, well-paying 
jobs in both nations. 

The cooperative efforts of USIC 
members, DOE–IPP, other U.S. govern-
ment agencies, and the scientific insti-
tutes of the NIS are revolutionizing the 
post-Cold War world, creating new op-
portunities for weapons scientists and 
engineers, and making our world more 
safe and secure. 

I return to the thoughts of Charles 
Beard. In pursuit of its interests, Gov-
ernment might make use of citizens’ 
interests to advance the national inter-
est. This is the foremost objective of 
nonproliferation programs that seek to 
create commercial opportunities in the 
FSU. 

The statistics and examples I’ve of-
fered above underscore the successes 
we’ve achieved. Obviously, our at-
tempts have frequently stumbled some-
times as a result of our own false starts 
and other times due to circumstances 
beyond our control. However, at the 
same time, we have never faced a situa-
tion similar to the collapse of the So-
viet Union. We had never before legis-
lated or formulated programs with the 
express intent of preventing prolifera-
tion through promotion of commercial 
opportunities. We had never confronted 
providing economic development aid to 
countries burdened by legacies of a 
command economy. From this perspec-
tive, we’ve made remarkable progress. 

Mr. President, I would conclude on 
the following note: each concrete suc-
cessful commercial venture will have 
exponential benefits. I am convinced 
that these ventures will pay off—by 
mitigating immediate potential pro-
liferation threats, contributing to a 
stable economy in the region, and ad-
vancing U.S. citizens’ own monetary 
interests. 

f 

CONGRATULATING FIRST BOOK 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, last 
Friday, Congressman MIKE CAPUANO 
and I had the honor of congratulating 
First Book for distributing over a quar-
ter of a million books to children 
across Massachusetts. My distin-
guished colleague from Massachusetts 
is a tireless advocate for ensuring that 
children of all ages obtain the reading 
materials and skills they need to be-
come active members of our State and 
of our Nation, and I am happy to have 
been able to share this important after-
noon with him. 

Thanks to the coordination of First 
Book, the generous donations by Ran-
dom House Children’s Books and Lit-
tle, Brown & Company, and the dedi-
cated volunteers from the Campus Out-
reach Opportunity League, the Coast 
Guard and First Book, thousands of 
children throughout our state who do 
not always get the opportunity to re-

ceive brand new books, are now enjoy-
ing their gifts. 

First Book is making it possible for 
young children to have access to books 
and take the first steps toward learn-
ing to read and it is making a real dif-
ference in their lives. It is impressive 
that last year, First Book was respon-
sible for distributing more than 4 mil-
lion books to children in more than 290 
communities across the country. 

A 1999 evaluation of First Book con-
ducted by Lou Harris and funded by the 
U.S. Department of Education, showed 
that after a child’s involvement in 
First Book, 55 percent of them reported 
an increased interest in reading. Nine-
ty-eight percent of the local advisory 
boards reported that their community 
was better off because of the support of 
First Book. 

Children need to have reading mate-
rials outside of school, and even before 
they start school. It is the best way to 
develop a love of reading early in life. 

When President Kennedy was young, 
two of his favorite books were ‘‘Billy 
Whiskers’’ and ‘‘King Arthur and the 
Round Table.’’ My mother read for end-
less hours to all nine of us, and she was 
conscientious about choosing books 
that were educational and inspira-
tional as well as entertaining. She in-
stilled a love of reading in all of us. 

Reading is the foundation of learning 
and the golden door to opportunity. 
First Book knows that to open a book 
is to open a child’s mind to a world of 
new possibilities. 

But too many children fail to read at 
an acceptable level. Reading is a pleas-
ure, but today it is also a necessity. 
Students who don’t learn to read well 
in their early years cannot keep up in 
their later years. That is why literacy 
programs are so important. They give 
young children practical opportunities 
to learn to read and practice reading. 

As a volunteer for a reading program 
in Washington, I know that literacy 
and mentoring programs make a dif-
ference not only for the children who 
participate in them, but the children in 
the program make a difference in my 
life, too. 

This is the fourth year that Jasmine 
and I have been reading partners at 
Brent Elementary School, and it is 
very impressive to see her make 
progress as a reader. There is nothing 
more exciting for Jasmine and me than 
when we get to choose a brand new 
book to read together. 

If we all work together, families, 
schools and communities, children will 
have the support they need to become 
good readers in their early years, and 
gain an appreciation for reading that 
will last a lifetime. 

f 

TAXES, THE ECONOMY AND THE 
FUTURE 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, after 
nearly a decade of economic growth, 
historic gains in productivity and rein-
ing in the Federal budget deficits, Con-
gress is now considering enacting a tax 
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cut. I support a tax cut. And I think it 
should be retroactive to January 1 of 
this year to provide a needed boost to 
our economy. 

Cutting taxes now will be helpful 
both to individual taxpayers and to our 
economy. But we also need to use some 
of the expected available surplus to pay 
down our Federal debt. If a country 
runs up a debt during tough times, it 
should pay it down during good times. 
And some of the surplus should be used 
to do other important things like im-
prove our schools, provide emergency 
help to family farmers, and help the el-
derly afford prescription drug costs. 

There is an effort by some to frame 
this tax cut debate in terms of whether 
one supports the President. But it is 
not about who we support. Rather, it’s 
about what we support. What kind of a 
tax cut should we enact and how large 
should it be? 

Here’s what I think we should do: 
One, enact the income tax cut in 

phases. The projected 10 year budget 
surpluses are just that, projections, 
and are not at all certain. Therefore we 
should be conservative. Enact the first 
phase of the tax cut now, and make it 
retroactive to January 1. In 2 years, if 
our economy is still producing the ex-
pected surpluses, add to the tax cut. 

Two, cut income tax rates and do it 
in a way that provides fair tax cuts for 
all tax brackets. 

Three, eliminate the marriage tax 
penalty in the income tax code. 

Four, simplify filing requirements by 
allowing ‘‘return free filing’’ for up to 
70 million Americans. 

Five, totally exempt all family farms 
and family businesses from the estate 
tax and increase the estate tax exemp-
tion to two million dollars for all es-
tates—$4 million for married couples. 

Six, add a tax credit for investments 
that are made in rural States, where 
there is out-migration of people. We 
should use this opportunity to use tax 
cuts to stimulate new jobs and eco-
nomic growth in rural states that have 
been left behind. 

Here are some of the major issues 
that we must consider as we enact this 
tax cut. 

The President’s plan assumes we will 
have budget surpluses for the next 10 
years. I hope that is the case, but with 
the current slowdown in our economy, 
we ought to be cautious. Economic 
forecasts are no more reliable than 
weather forecasts. If we lock in a large 
tax cut and then do not get the ex-
pected surpluses, we will once again 
put our country in financial trouble. 

One of the major priorities for using 
the surplus should be to pay down the 
Federal debt. It grew by trillions in the 
80s and early 90s. Now we have the op-
portunity and an obligation to use part 
of these surpluses to pay down that 
debt. 

Our Government collects about $1 
trillion in personal income taxes and 
about $650 billion in payroll taxes from 
individuals each year. The top 1 per-
cent of all income earners in the U.S. 

pay 21 percent of all taxes, but under 
the President’s plan they would receive 
43 percent of the tax cut. That’s not 
fair. We should make changes to the 
President’s plan to provide a larger 
share of the tax cuts to working fami-
lies. 

A tax cut is a priority, but so too is 
fixing our schools, helping family 
farmers through tough times, dealing 
with the high prices of prescription 
drugs, and strengthening Medicare and 
Social Security. Yes, surpluses need to 
be used to cut taxes and reduce the 
debt, but some should be used to ad-
dress other urgent needs that improve 
our country. 

This debate is larger and more impor-
tant than partisan politics. And these 
decisions are bigger than whether the 
Congress is supporting a new Presi-
dent. 

Our country works best when we 
think ahead and think together. That 
is what we need to do on this issue. 

f 

VETERANS’ HIGHER EDUCATION 
OPPORTUNITIES ACT OF 2001 

Mr. BIDEN. Mr. President, I am priv-
ileged to be a cosponsor of the Vet-
erans’ Higher Education Opportunities 
Act of 2001, S. 131, and I will explain 
why this legislation is so important. 

No one from either side of the aisle 
questions the importance of education 
as the steppingstone to success in the 
21st century. We all know that the 
economy of the future is going to re-
quire people with specialized training 
and skills, while the unskilled labor 
that typified the 18th and 19th cen-
turies is becoming less and less useful. 
In this regard, it is hardly surprising 
that Congress is flooded with proposals 
to enhance access to high-quality ele-
mentary education, secondary edu-
cation, and higher education. I myself 
have strongly supported expansion of 
Pell Grants, broadening of student 
loans, and tax incentives to help fami-
lies pay for a college education. 

As we rightly promote the impor-
tance of government help for higher 
education, it might be useful to recall 
that one of the first, and most success-
ful, of these higher education initia-
tives was the GI bill that was enacted 
back in 1944. Following World War II, 
millions of veterans were able to ob-
tain college educations through the GI 
bill, with the result that many were 
able to attain a standard of living they 
could not have imagined. Furthermore, 
all this college-trained talent contrib-
uted to the burst of economic advances 
that improved life for all of us over the 
ensuing decades. 

Fast forward 57 years. We still have a 
GI bill, and in our highly successful all- 
volunteer military, it turns out that 
the single most important factor that 
attracts many young people to join the 
military is the availability of edu-
cational benefits after discharge. Yet 
the current GI bill suffers from one big 
flaw: the educational stipend is no 
longer sufficient to pay for the cost of 
a college education. 

The current monthly payment in the 
GI bill has not come close to matching 
the rate of inflation in educational 
costs over the past 50 years. Just con-
sider these statistics. At present, the 
standard GI bill benefit is $650 per 
month for 36 months. That is it. More-
over, we now ask servicemembers who 
want educational benefits after dis-
charge to contribute $1200 while they 
are in the military. By contrast, when 
it began in 1944, the GI bill benefit in-
cluded full tuition and fees at any edu-
cational institution to which the vet-
eran could gain admittance, PLUS a 
monthly stipend equivalent to $500 in 
2001 dollars, $750 for married veterans. 

We thus find ourselves in an anoma-
lous situation: at the same time that 
the Government is ramping up its sup-
port and subsidy for non-veterans seek-
ing college educations, the program 
that started this whole thing, and 
which provides key benefits for those 
who put their lives at risk for the 
country, is lagging way behind. 

The Veterans’ Higher Education Op-
portunities Act of 2001 goes a long way 
toward redressing this situation. The 
key provision of this bill is quite sim-
ple: the total VA educational stipend 
under the Montgomery GI Bill will be 
increased to a level equal to the aver-
age cost of tuition at 4-year public col-
leges. In other words, the standard 36 
months of GI bill benefits will be suffi-
cient to allow a veteran to attend col-
lege and complete a degree. 

The Veterans Higher Education Op-
portunities Act of 2001 provides the 
minimal benefit that we should be of-
fering to those who are willing to make 
the ultimate sacrifice to keep our 
country free and prosperous, and I en-
courage my colleagues to support it. 

f 

FARMERS AND RANCHERS ON 
NATIONAL AGRICULTURE 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, today 
marks National Agriculture Day. Un-
fortunately, what should be a celebra-
tion is instead overshadowed by the 
grim reality that many of the hard-
working families producing food for 
this Nation and world are having a dif-
ficult time making ends meet. 

I salute our farmers and ranchers for 
many reasons. First, Americans spend 
less than anyone in the world on their 
grocery bill. Roughly 11 percent of our 
household income is spent on food, and 
it takes a mere 38 days to earn enough 
income to pay a food bill for the entire 
year. We truly enjoy the most nutri-
tious, affordable, and stable food sup-
ply in the world. 

Furthermore, the American eco-
nomic engine depends upon a strong 
agricultural sector to run on all cyl-
inders. Indeed the agricultural econ-
omy is central to my State’s prosperity 
or adversity. According to South Da-
kota State University, the multiplied 
value of agriculture’s impact on South 
Dakota’s economy was $16 billion in 
1999, one-fourth of our total economic 
output and more than double that of 
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