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Federal funding and creating valuable
public/private partnerships. The added
benefit in providing this kind of assist-
ance is that it will spur further com-
munity and economic development by
building local partnerships.

Reducing parental anxiety about
child care means that parents can be-
come more reliable and productive
workers. An evaluation of California’s
welfare-to-work program found that
mothers participating in the program
were twice as likely to drop out during
the first year if they expressed dis-
satisfaction with the child care pro-
vider or facility they were using.

Let me share with you an example
from my state of Connecticut. In the
Hill neighborhood of New Haven, one of
the most underserved areas of the city,
there are more than 2,500 children
under the age of five, but just 200 li-
censed child care spaces, including
family care.

LULAC Head Start has been serving
the Hill neighborhood since 1983, oper-
ating a part-day, early childhood pro-
gram out of a cramped and poorly lit
church basement. This basement pro-
gram could no longer be licensed by the
state and recently closed. The 54 chil-
dren being served were moved to an-
other location which is overcrowded.

Thanks to a collaboration between
the Hill Development Corporation,
LULAC Head Start and the New Haven
Child Development Program, low-in-
come families in the Hill community
will have more access to affordable and
high-quality child care services.

A new facility, the Hill Parent Child
Center, is under construction and will
provide multicultural child care,
school readiness, and Head Start serv-
ices for 172 low-income children in New
Haven.

Fortunately for this Hill Community,
Connecticut has a new child care fi-
nancing program. Connecticut multi-
Cities Local Initiatives Support Cor-
poration and the National Child Care
Initiative joined forces with the State
of Connecticut to design a program to
finance the development of child care
facilities.

Unfortunately, there are many more
children in New Haven and other parts
of Connecticut as well as across the
Nation who sill need child care. Sadly,
most States do not have a child care fi-
nancing system in place.

We should do all we can to ensure
that safe, affordable, quality child care
is available for more families, particu-
larly low-income families, so that we
can truly leave no child behind. When
the economic situation of families im-
prove, distressed communities become
revitalized.

Expanding the supply of quality child
care is an important step in investing
in the needs of families with young
children.

I hope that you will join with Sen-
ator DEWINE and me in supporting this
legislation to ensure that parents have
as many choices as possible in select-
ing child care while they work. It is

hard enough for low-income families to
make ends meet without the additional
anxiety of poor choices of care for their
children.

I ask unanimous consent that a brief
summary of the legislation be printed
in the RECORD.

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

THE CHILD CARE FACILITIES FINANCING ACT

THE PROBLEM

Many low-income communities face a se-
vere shortage of child care and equipment.

Child care providers in low-income areas
often lack the access to capital and manage-
ment expertise to expand the capacity and
the quality of their programs.

A lack of affordable child care threatens
the ability of low-income parents to find and
maintain stable employment.

Quality child care can really make a dif-
ference in a child’s ability to start school
ready to learn.

THE SOLUTION

The Child Care Facilities Financing Act
authorizes $50 million annually to fund
grants to non-profit intermediaries to en-
hance the ability of home- and center-based
child care providers to serve their commu-
nities. Funds will be used to provide:

Financial assistance by intermediaries, in
the form of loans, grants, and interest sub-
sidies, for the acquisition, construction, or
improvement of facilities for home- and cen-
ter-based child care and technical assistance
to improve business management and entre-
preneurial skills to ensure long-term viabil-
ity of child care providers.

The Child Care Facilities Financing Act
requires that the federal investment be
matched, dollar for dollar, by funds from the
private sector, stimulating valuable public/
private partnerships.

BUILDING ON A PROVEN MODEL

The Child Care Facilities Financing Act
draws from the community development
model—using small, seed-money investments
to leverage existing community resources.

Tested in communities across the nation,
this approach has been proven to be success-
ful in expanding child care capacity:

In New Haven, Connecticut, the Local Ini-
tiatives Support Corporation (LISC) estab-
lished the Community Investment Collabo-
rative for Kids—closing on $3.6 million in
public-private financing to construct a new
10 room, 171 child Head Start and child care
center on a vacant lot in a low-income neigh-
borhood.

The Ohio Community Development Fi-
nance Fund offers stable resources for plan-
ning, technical assistance and funding for
the development of expanded quality child
care space. It leverages $26.11 for every $1.00
in public funding and has touched the lives
of over 13,000 Ohio children. Wonder World,
an urban child car center in Akron, Ohio,
was operating in a dingy and poorly lit space
of an old church. Despite these conditions
the center had a waiting list. With help from
the Ohio Community Development Finance
Fund, a new eight room child care facility
was constructed serving approximately 200
children.
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AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 1028. Mr. THOMAS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 2299, making appropriations
for the Department of Transportation and
related agencies for the fiscal year ending

September 30, 2002, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1029. Mrs. MURRAY (for herself and Mr.
SHELBY) proposed an amendment to amend-
ment SA 1025 submitted by Mrs. MURRAY and
intended to be proposed to the bill (H.R. 2299)
supra.

SA 1030. Mrs. MURRAY (for herself and Mr.
SHELBY) proposed an amendment to amend-
ment SA 1025 submitted by Mrs. MURRAY and
intended to be proposed to the bill (H.R. 2299)
supra.

SA 1031. Mr. CRAPO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 1025 submitted by Mrs. MURRAY and in-
tended to be proposed to the bill (H.R. 2299)
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.
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TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 1028. Mr. THOMAS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 2299, making ap-
propriations for the Department of
Transportation and related agencies
for the fiscal year ending September 30,
2002, and for other purposes; which was
ordered to lie on the table; as follows:

On page 66, line 8, after the word ‘‘bus’’, in-
sert the following phrase: ‘‘, as that term is
defined in section 301 of the American with
Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. § 12181)’’;

On page 66, line 9 strike ‘‘; and ’’ and insert
in lieu thereof ‘‘.’’; and

On page 66, beginning with line 10, strike
all through page 70, line 14.

SA 1029. Mrs. MURRAY (for herself
and Mr. SHELBY) proposed an amend-
ment to amendment SA 1025 submitted
by Mrs. MURRAY and intended to be
proposed to the bill (H.R. 2299) making
appropriations for the Department of
Transportation and related agencies
for the fiscal year ending September 30,
2002, and for other purposes; as follows:

On page 20, line 16, strike the numeral and
all that follows through the word ‘‘Code’’ on
page 18 and insert in lieu thereof the fol-
lowing: ‘‘$3,348,128 shall be set aside for the
program authorized under section 1101(a)(11)
of the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st
Century, as amended and section 162 of title
23, United States Code;’’.

On page 33, line 12, strike the world ‘‘to-
gether’’ and all that follows through the
semi-colon on line 14.

On page 78, strike line 20 through 24.

SA 1030. Mrs. MURRAY (for herself
and Mr. SHELBY) proposed an amend-
ment to amendment SA 1025 submitted
by Mrs. MURRAY and intended to be
proposed to the bill (H.R. 2299) making
appropriations for the Department of
Transportation and related agencies
for the fiscal year ending September 30,
2002, and for other purposes; as follows:

On page 73, strike lines 19 through 24 and
insert the following:

‘‘(E) requires—
‘‘(i) inspections of all commercial vehicles

of Mexican motor carriers authorized, or
seeking authority, to operate beyond United
States municipalities and commercial zones
on the United States-Mexico border that do
not display a valid Commercial Vehicle Safe-
ty Alliance inspection decal, by certified
Federal inspectors, or by State inspectors
whose operations are funded in part or in
whole by Federal funds, in accordance with
the requirements for a Level I Inspection
under the criteria of the North American
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Standard Inspection (as defined in section
350.105 of title 49, Code of Federal Regula-
tions), including examination of the driver,
vehicle exterior and vehicle under-carriage,
and

‘‘(ii) a Commercial Vehicle Safety Alliance
decal to be affixed to each such commercial
vehicle upon completion of the inspection re-
quired by clause (i) or a re-inspection if the
vehicle has met the criteria for the Level I
inspection when no component parts were
hidden from view and no evidence of a defect
was present, and

‘‘(iii) that any such decal, when affixed, ex-
pire at the end of a period of not more than
90 days, but
nothing in this paragraph shall be construed
to preclude the Administration from requir-
ing re-inspection of a vehicle bearing a valid
inspection decal or from requiring that such
a decal be removed when a certified Federal
or State inspector determines that such a ve-
hicle has a safety violations subsequent to
the inspection for which the decal was grant-
ed.’’.

SA 1031. Mr. CRAPO submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1025 submitted by Mrs.
MURRAY and intended to be proposed to
the bill (H.R. 2299) making appropria-
tions for the Department of Transpor-
tation and related agencies for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 2002, and
for other purposes; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:

On page 81, between lines 13 and 14, insert
the following:
SEC. 350. INCREASED GOVERNMENT SHARE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 47109 of title 49,
United States Code, is amended by adding at
the end the following new subsection:

‘‘(d) SPECIAL RULE FOR CERTAIN AIR-
PORTS.—

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-
section (b), in the case of a qualifying air-
port, the Government’s share of allowable
project costs shall be increased by the great-
er of—

‘‘(A) the percentage determined under sub-
section (b); or

‘‘(B) one-half of the percentage that the
area of Federal land in the State where the
airport is located is of the total area of that
State.

‘‘(2) LIMITATION.—The percentage increase
of the Government’s share of allowable
project costs determined under this sub-
section shall not exceed the lesser of 93.75
percent or the highest percentage of the Gov-
ernment’s share applicable to any project in
any State under subsection (b).

‘‘(3) QUALIFYING AIRPORT.—In this sub-
section, the term ‘qualifying airport’ means
an airport that—

‘‘(A) has less than .25 percent of the total
number of passenger boardings at all com-
mercial service airports during the calendar
year used for calculating the most recent ap-
portionments made under section 47114; and

‘‘(B) is located in a State in which more
than 40 percent of the total area of the State
is Federal lands.

‘‘(4) FEDERAL LANDS.—In this subsection,
the term ‘Federal lands’ means nontaxable
Indian lands (individual and tribal) and all
lands owned by the Federal Government in-
cluding, without limitation, appropriated
and unappropriated lands and reserved and
unreserved lands.’’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section
47109(a) of title 49, United States Code, is
amended by inserting ‘‘or subsection (d)’’
after ‘‘subsection (b)’’.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section apply to project grant

agreements entered into pursuant to section
47108 of title 49, United States Code, on or
after the date of enactment of this Act.
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NOTICES OF HEARINGS

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION AND
FORESTRY

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I would
like to announce that the Committee
on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For-
estry will meet on July 24, 2001 in SR–
328A at 9:00 a.m. The purpose of this
hearing will be to discuss livestock
issues for the next Federal farm bill.
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AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO
MEET

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Finance be authorized to
meet during the session of the Senate
on Friday, July 20, 2001, to hear testi-
mony on Trade Adjustment Assistance.

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

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs be author-
ized to meet during the session of the
Senate on Friday, July 20, 2001, for a
markup on the nomination of Gordon
H. Mansfield to be Assistant Secretary
for Congressional Affairs at the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs. The
meeting will take place in the Senate
Reception Room after the first rollcall
vote of the day.

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

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that Denise Mat-
thews and Cyndi Stowe, Fellows on the
staff of the Committee on Appropria-
tions, be granted the privileges of the
floor during debate on the fiscal year
2002 Transportation appropriations bill
and the conference report thereon.

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

f

ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOP-
MENT APPROPRIATIONS ACT 2002

On July 19, 2001, the Senate amended
and passed H.R. 2311, as follows:

Resolved, That the bill from the House of
Representatives (H.R. 2311) entitled ‘‘An Act
making appropriations for energy and water
development for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2002, and for other purposes.’’, do
pass with the following amendment:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and
insert:
That the following sums are appropriated, out
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap-
propriated, for the fiscal year ending September
30, 2002, for energy and water development, and
for other purposes, namely:

TITLE I

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE—CIVIL

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

CORPS OF ENGINEERS—CIVIL

The following appropriations shall be ex-
pended under the direction of the Secretary of

the Army and the supervision of the Chief of
Engineers for authorized civil functions of the
Department of the Army pertaining to rivers
and harbors, flood control, beach erosion, and
related purposes.

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

For expenses necessary for the collection and
study of basic information pertaining to river
and harbor, flood control, shore protection, and
related projects, restudy of authorized projects,
miscellaneous investigations, and, when author-
ized by laws, surveys and detailed studies and
plans and specifications of projects prior to con-
struction, $152,402,000, to remain available until
expended, of which not less than $500,000 shall
be used to conduct a study of Port of Iberia,
Louisiana, and of which such sums as are nec-
essary shall be used by the Secretary of the
Army to conduct and submit to Congress a study
that examines the known and potential environ-
mental effects of oil and gas drilling activity in
the Great Lakes (including effects on the shore-
lines and water of the Great Lakes): Provided,
That during the fiscal years 2002 and 2003, no
Federal or State permit or lease shall be issued
for oil and gas slant, directional, or offshore
drilling in or under 1 or more of the Great Lakes
(including in or under any river flowing into or
out of the lake): Provided further, That using
$100,000 of the funds provided herein for the
States of Maryland, Virginia, Pennsylvania and
the District of Columbia, the Secretary of the
Army, acting through the Chief of Engineers, is
directed to conduct a Chesapeake Bay shoreline
erosion study, including an examination of
management measures that could be undertaken
to address the sediments behind the dams on the
lower Susquehanna River: Provided further,
That the Secretary of the Army, using $100,000
of the funds provided herein, is directed to con-
duct studies for flood damage reduction, envi-
ronmental protection, environmental restora-
tion, water supply, water quality and other pur-
poses in Tuscaloosa County, Alabama, and shall
provide a comprehensive plan for the develop-
ment, conservation, disposal and utilization of
water and related land resources, for flood dam-
age reduction and allied purposes, including the
determination of the need for a reservoir to sat-
isfy municipal and industrial water supply
needs: Provided further, That within the funds
provided herein, the Secretary may use $300,000
for the North Georgia Water Planning District
Watershed Study, Georgia.

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL

For the prosecution of river and harbor, flood
control, shore protection, and related projects
authorized by laws; and detailed studies, and
plans and specifications, of projects (including
those for development with participation or
under consideration for participation by States,
local governments, or private groups) authorized
or made eligible for selection by law (but such
studies shall not constitute a commitment of the
Government to construction), $1,570,798,000, to
remain available until expended, of which such
sums as are necessary for the Federal share of
construction costs for facilities under the
Dredged Material Disposal Facilities program
shall be derived from the Harbor Maintenance
Trust Fund, as authorized by Public Law 104–
303; and of which such sums as are necessary
pursuant to Public Law 99–662 shall be derived
from the Inland Waterways Trust Fund, for
one-half of the costs of construction and reha-
bilitation of inland waterways projects, includ-
ing rehabilitation costs for the Lock and Dam
12, Mississippi River, Iowa; Lock and Dam 24,
Mississippi River, Illinois and Missouri; Lock
and Dam 3, Mississippi River, Minnesota; and
London Locks and Dam, and Kanawha River,
West Virginia, projects; and of which funds are
provided for the following projects in the
amounts specified:

Red River Emergency Bank Protection, AR,
$4,500,000;
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