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they have amendments, and they are
properly on the list we have asked con-
sent for, but in order to have amend-
ments considered, Senators have to
come to the floor and actually offer
them.

I ask Senators and their staffs who
might be monitoring these proceedings
to call the Cloakroom if they can re-
garding their amendments because we
would like to go to third reading.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

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

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, Senator
CAMPBELL and I have been talking
about the list we have presented that
makes certain amendments in order
and available to be offered. It is a very
small list. In fact, with the exception
of being able to approve a number of
items on this list, I believe there are
only two Senators remaining who have
yet to come to the floor and offer
amendments on which they are pro-
tected on the list. We ask them to do
that. It is now 10 minutes before 7 in
the evening. Those Senators would
have had notice all day that we have
been working on this bill. And, frankly,
the Senate has been in a quorum call
much of the day.

Senator CAMPBELL and I encourage
those Senators who still have amend-
ments they may wish to offer to either
come and offer them or perhaps call us
and notify us that they will not be of-
fering those amendments, at which
point we could go to third reading.

My understanding from leadership is
that we will not be going to a final
vote tonight. Perhaps this will require
a rollcall vote. It is not certain at this
moment. But, in any event, to get to
third reading, we need to clear these
amendments. I believe there are only
two Senators for whom we are waiting.
If they intend to offer the amendments,
we hope they are on their way to the
floor or that their staffs will find them
and get them to the floor of the Senate
so they can do that. If they are decid-
ing not to offer those amendments,
please notify us. We want to go to third
reading.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. President, to
our knowledge, we have only two Sen-
ators on our side who said they have an
amendment they want to offer. We are
on the phone now to try to get them
down here. But I think if we can get
them down here quickly, we will be
able to finish this bill by Friday.

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, if, in
fact, there is a way to get to third
reading, and then do a voice vote on
final passage, of course we would prefer
to do that as well. My expectation is
we will have a recorded vote on the
conference report when it comes back
from the conference, but I do not know
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that that has yet been cleared. My un-
derstanding was that a voice vote had
not been cleared some while ago.

In any event, if we can finish the
amendments and get to third reading,
it will have represented, in my judg-
ment, significant progress. This is a
fairly sizeable appropriations bill. The
ability to do this bill today on the floor
of the Senate would, I think, signal to
the American people that this is a new
seriousness of purpose in the Senate.
We want to obviously do our business,
and do it the right way, but we want to
express to the American people that we
are willing to work together and get
things done.

This country suffers from a pretty se-
rious crisis as a result of the terrorist
acts. We want to demonstrate to the
American people that we can go back
to work and we can get this work done
in an expeditious way.

Mr. President, I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

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

——
MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that there be a
short period of morning business.

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

———

MEASURE READ THE FIRST
TIME—S. 1438

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I under-
stand that S. 1438, the Department of
Defense authorization bill which I in-
troduced a few minutes ago, is at the
desk, and I ask for its first reading.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will read the bill by title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A bill (S. 1438) to authorize appropriations
for fiscal year 2002 for military activities of
the Department of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe per-
sonnel strengths for such fiscal year for the
Armed Forces, and for other purposes.

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I now ask
for its second reading.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Virginia.

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I ob-
ject. And the reasons for the objection
are as follows: That in consultation
with the Republican leader, in con-
sultation with the majority whip, and
in consultation with the chairman, the
chairman is seeking to have this piece
of legislation be considered under rule
XIV. We have no objection to that, but
for technical reasons the objection to
the second reading is required. It
should not be interpreted—my objec-
tion—as animosity or anything be-
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tween the chairman and myself. It is
just part of the procedure, arcane
though it may be.

So I object to second reading.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

The bill will be read for the second
time on the next legislative day.

The Senator from Michigan.

———

MEASURE READ THE FIRST
TIME—S. 1439

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I under-
stand that S. 1439, the Ballistic Missile
Defense Act of 2001, which I introduced
a few minutes ago, is at the desk, and
I ask for its first reading.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will read the bill by title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A bill (S. 1439) to provide and revise condi-
tions and requirements for the ballistic mis-
sile defense programs, and for other pur-
poses.

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I now ask
for its second reading.

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I object
for the same reasons as I stated under
S. 1438.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

The bill will be read for the second
time on the next legislative day.

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I yield the
floor.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

———

TREASURY AND GENERAL GOV-
ERNMENT APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
2002—Continued

AMENDMENT NO. 1583

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I send
to the desk, on behalf of my colleagues
Senator CLINTON, Senator SCHUMER,
Senator DORGAN, Senator WARNER, and
others, an amendment and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. DOR-
GAN], for Mrs. CLINTON, for herself, Mr. SCHU-
MER, Mr. DORGAN, Mr. EDWARDS, Mr. BIDEN,
Mr. BAYH, Mr. SARBANES, Mr. LEAHY, Mr.
SHELBY, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. CLELAND, Mr.
BREAUX, Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. SMITH
of New Hampshire, Mr. HELMS, Mr. ALLARD,
Mr. CHAFEE, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. INHOFE, Mr.
KERRY, Mr. MCCAIN, Mr. FEINGOLD, Mr. MUR-
KOWSKI, Mr. WYDEN, Ms. SNOWE, and Mr.
WARNER, proposes an amendment numbered
1583.

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that reading of the
amendment be dispensed with.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.
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The amendment is as follows:

At the appropriate place in the bill, insert
the following:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Heroes
Stamp Act of 2001”°.

SEC. 2. REQUIREMENT THAT A SPECIAL COM-
MEMORATIVE POSTAGE STAMP BE
DESIGNED AND ISSUED.

(a) IN GENERAL.—In order to afford the
public a direct and tangible way to provide
assistance to the families of emergency re-
lief personnel killed or permanently disabled
in the line of duty in connection with the
terrorist attacks against the United States
on September 11, 2001, the United States
Postal Service shall issue a semipostal in ac-
cordance with sub-section (b).

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—The provisions of sec-
tion 416 of title 39, United States Code, shall
apply as practicable with respect to the
semipostal described in subsection (a), sub-
ject to the following:

(c) RATE OF POSTAGE.—Section 414(b) of
title 39, United States Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘of not to
exceed 25 percent” and inserting ‘‘of not less
than 15 percent’’; and

(2) by adding after the sentence following
paragraph (3) the following: ‘‘The special
rate of postage of an individual stamp under
this section shall be an amount that is even-
ly divisible by 5.”.

(2) DISPOSITION OF AMOUNTS BECOMING
AVAILABLE.—AIll amounts becoming available
from the sale of the semipostal (as deter-
mined under such section) shall be trans-
ferred to the Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency under such arrangements as
the Postal Service shall be mutual agree-
ment with such agency establish in order to
carry out the purposes of this Act.

(3) COMMENCEMENT AND TERMINATION
DATES.—Stamps under this section shall be
issued—

(A) beginning on the earliest date prac-
ticable; and

(B) for such period of time as the Postal
Service considers necessary and appropriate,
but in no event less than 2 years.

‘‘(g) For purposes of section 416 (including
any regulation prescribed under subsection
(e)(1)(C) of that section), the special postage
stamp issued under this section shall not
apply to any limitation relating to whether
more than 1 semipostal may be offered for
sale at the same time.”

(c) DESIGN.—It is the sense of the Congress
that the semipostal issued under this section
should depict, by such design as the Postal
Service considers to be most appropriate, the
efforts of emergency relief personnel at the
site of the World Trade Center in New York
City and the Pentagon in Arlington, Vir-
ginia.

SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS.

For purposes of this Act—

(1) the term ‘“‘emergency relief personnel”
means firefighters, law enforcement officers,
paramedics, emergency medical technicians,
members of the clergy, and other individuals
(including employees of legally organized
and recognized volunteer organizations,
whether compensated or not) who, in the
course of professional duties, respond to fire,
medical, hazardous material, or other simi-
lar emergencies; and

(2) the term ‘‘semipostal” has the meaning
given such term by section 416 of title 39,
United States Code.

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, this
amendment has been cleared by myself
and our side. Also, I understand it has
been cleared by the Republican side. I
ask the amendment be agreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is
there objection to the adoption of the
amendment?
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Mr. CAMPBELL. We have no objec-
tion.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Hear-
ing no objection, the amendment is
agreed to.

The amendment (No. 1583) was agreed
to.

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, my un-
derstanding is we are waiting for Sen-
ator HATCH who will be offering an
amendment. That amendment is on the
way to the floor. We have discussed
that amendment. We will be accepting
it. T expect it will take just a few mo-
ments. And when that amendment is
accepted, I think at this point we are
ready to go to third reading of the bill.
We will see at that point whether we
need a recorded vote on the bill. It
would be nice to be able to finish this
appropriations bill this evening.

As soon as we receive the amend-
ment, it is our intention to accept the
amendment and move to third reading.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator from Colorado.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. President, I
concur with the chairman. If we can
finish this last amendment, I don’t
know if there are any other out-
standing issues. If not, we are now
checking with the leadership to see if
it will be accepted to move this bill to-
night.

Mr. DORGAN. I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

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

AMENDMENT NO. 1584

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, Senator
CAMPBELL and I, on behalf of our col-
league, Senator HATCH, send an amend-
ment to the desk and ask for its imme-
diate consideration.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
clerk will state the amendment.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. DOR-
GAN], for Mr. HATCH, proposes an amendment
numbered 1584.

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the reading of
the amendment be dispensed with.

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

The amendment is as follows:
(Purpose: To designate the State of Utah as
a High Intensity Drug Trafficking Area)

On page 36, line 7, after the semicolon in-
sert the following: ‘“‘of which $2,500,000 shall
be used for a newly designated HIDTA in the
State of Utah.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
question is on adoption of the amend-
ment.

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, we have
reviewed the amendment and have no
objection on this side.

Mr. CAMPBELL. We have no objec-
tion on our side.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There
being no objection to the immediate
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consideration of the amendment, the
amendment is agreed to.

The amendment (No. 1584) was agreed
to.

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
absence of a quorum has been sug-
gested. The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I be-
lieve the amendment we just consid-
ered by Senator HATCH is the last
amendment to be offered to this bill. I
believe on our side there are no further
amendments. I believe that is the case
on the Republican side.

ISSUANCE OF SEMIPOSTAL STAMPS

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I would
like to enter into a colloquy with the
chairman of the Treasury and General
Government Appropriations Sub-
committee. First, I would like to com-
mend the Chairman for his good work
on this bill. I appreciate his leadership
and commitment.

I would like to confirm with the
chairman my understanding of an
amendment offered by the chairman
and Senators CLINTON and SCHUMER.
The amendment proposes that a special
commemorative semipostal stamp be
issued to recognize the efforts of the
brave emergency relief personnel who
were Kkilled in connection with last
week’s terrorist attacks.

Existing Postal Service regulations
state that the Postal Service will offer
only one semipostal stamp for sale at
any given time. It is my understanding
that it would be consistent with these
regulations for the Postal Service to
designate the commemorative stamp
created by the amendment as the one
semipostal stamp to be offered, pursu-
ant to the said regulations, for the pe-
riod specified in the amendment, with
the exception of the Breast Cancer Re-
search Stamp previously exempted by
law.

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, the
Senator is correct. The Postal Service
could choose to designate the emer-
gency relief semipostal as the one
semipostal stamp to be offered for the
period specified in the amendment,
pursuant to Postal Service regulations.

Ms. SNOWE. Mr. President, I rise
today in support of contraceptive cov-
erage for almost 9 million Federal em-
ployees and their dependents who re-
ceive their health care coverage
through the Federal Employees Health
Benefits Program. At a negligible cost,
this coverage has been included in the
past three Treasury-Postal appropria-
tions bills and is in the House passed
bill and as well as the legislation be-
fore us today.

This provision enjoys broad bipar-
tisan support among members of the
Senate as demonstrated by a letter
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sent by over half of the Members of the
Senate to the chairman and the rank-
ing member of the Subcommittee on
Treasury, Postal Service and General
Government.

This contraceptive coverage provi-
sion was adapted from legislation I
originally authored back in 1997, the
bipartisan Equity in Prescription Con-
traceptive Coverage Act, or EPICC,
which currently has 42 cosponsors, and
which was the subject of a hearing in
the Senate Health, Education, Labor,
and Pensions Committee on September
10. Throughout this effort, I have had
the good fortune of being joined by
Senator REID who has been a partner
with me in this effort, and I thank him
for his ongoing leadership on this issue.
We both agree this is commonsense
public policy whose time has long since
come.

The facts are not in dispute, contra-
ceptives are an essential part of not
only a woman’s health, but that of her
children and her future children. The
lack of equitable coverage of prescrip-
tion contraceptives has a very real im-
pact on the lives of America’s women
and, therefore, our society as a whole.
We took a strong first step towards
ending this inequity when, in 1998, we
guaranteed access to prescription con-
traceptive coverage for federal employ-
ees.

The inclusion of this coverage in
FEHBP has saved female enrollees over
$1,000 over the past three years, accord-
ing to the Alan Guttmacher Institute.
Not only has the inclusion of this cov-
erage saved our female employees
about $350 a year, it has not cost the
Federal government anything either. A
January 2001 OPM statement on the
cost of this coverage for federal em-
ployees under the FEHBP found no ef-
fect on premiums whatsoever since im-
plementation in 1998. Since it’s not
often that we can say that, let me re-
peat it, it has had no effect on costs of
health care.

In fact, some, like the Alan
Guttmacher Institute, argue that im-
proved access to and use of contracep-
tion nationwide saves insurers and so-
ciety money by preventing unintended
pregnancies, as insurers generally pay
pregnancy-related medical costs, which
can range anywhere from $5,000 to al-
most $9,000. Improved access to contra-
ception would eliminate these costs
and would reduce the costs to both em-
ployers and insurers.

Whenever we talk about contracep-
tive coverage, the issue of a ‘‘con-
science clause’ has continually been
raised. I would remind my colleagues
that this is a concern we effectively ad-
dressed in 1998 and that standard has
remained unchanged ever since. I agree
that this is a legitimate concern, which
is why we found a compromise in order
to assuage the concerns of our col-
leagues who felt that there needed to
be a ‘‘conscience clause’ to allow reli-
gious plans to opt out of this coverage
if their beliefs and tenets are not con-
sistent with this coverage. Originally,
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we specifically named five health plans
that were excluded from having to pro-
vide this coverage and allowed ‘‘any
other existing or future religious based
plans whose religious tenets are in con-
flict with the requirements’ of this
coverage. Three years later, there are
only two plans remaining in the FEHB
program which do not provide this cov-
erage. That’s two out of over 245 par-
ticipating health plans.

While many of my colleagues and I
would prefer to have this coverage ex-
panded for all women nationwide, it is
essential that we do not rescind this
critical health care benefit for women
in the FEHB program. And the pro-
ponents of the larger Ilegislation,
EPICC, are not alone.

As recently as June, the U.S. District
Court for the Western District of Wash-
ington ruled in Erickson v. Bartell Drug
Company that an employer’s failure to
cover prescription contraceptives in its
otherwise comprehensive prescription
drug plan constitutes gender discrimi-
nation, in violation of title VII of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964. This case was
the first of its kind, setting a legal
precedent as well as bolstering the case
for our broader legislation.

In turn, the foundation for the dis-
trict court decision was a ruling by the
Equal Employment Opportunities Com-
mission, or EEOC, last December that
an employer’s decision to exclude cov-
erage of contraceptives in a health plan
that covered other prescription drugs,
devices and preventive health care
services violated title VII of the Civil
Rights Act regarding gender discrimi-
nation.

Together, these two decisions form a
“‘one-two’” punch in favor of the ap-
proach we advocate today, an approach
that’s already been endorsed by a total
of 16 States, including my home State
of Maine—that have passed similar
laws since 1998. Today, another twenty
States have contraceptive coverage leg-
islation pending. That’s a start, but it’s
not enough. Not only are these laws
limited to state regulated plans, but
this piecemeal approach to fairness
leaves many American women at the
mercy of geography when it comes to
the coverage they deserve. Unfortu-
nately, until we can get EPICC passed
on its own, you either have to be a
member of Congress, a Senator, a Fed-
eral employee, or living in one of these
states to receive this guaranteed ben-
efit.

We believe that contraceptive cov-
erage not only makes sense in terms of
the cost of contraceptives for women,
but also as a means bridging, at least
in some small way, the pro-choice pro-
life chasm by helping prevent unin-
tended pregnancies and thereby also
prevent abortions. The fact of the mat-
ter is, we know that there are three
million unintended pregnancies every
year in the United States. We also
know that almost half of those preg-
nancies result from just three million
women who do not use contraceptives,
while 39 million contraceptive users ac-
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count for the other 53 percent of unin-
tended pregnancies, most of which re-
sulted from inconsistent or incorrect
use. In other words, when used prop-
erly, contraceptives work. We Kknow
that they prevent unintended preg-
nancies and when we have fewer unin-
tended pregnancies, we will have a re-
duced need for abortions, and that is a
goal each of us can support.

I ask my colleagues to continue to
support the inclusion of this provision
in the Federal Employees Health Bene-
fits Program as contained in the Fiscal
Year 2002 Treasury-Postal appropria-
tions bill. It is an important benefit
and it is in the best interests of wom-
en’s overall health, their children and
their future children’s health.

Mr. CONRAD. Mr. President, I rise to
offer for the RECORD the Budget Com-
mittee’s official scoring for S. 1398, the
Treasury, Postal Service, and General
Government Appropriations Act for
Fiscal Year 2002.

The Senate bill provides $17.118 bil-
lion in discretionary budget authority,
which will result in new outlays in 2002
of $12.528 billion. When outlays from
prior-year budget authority are taken
into account, discretionary outlays for
the Senate bill total $16.183 billion in
2002. The Senate bill is within its Sec-
tion 302(b) allocation for budget au-
thority and outlays. Once again, the
committee has met its target without
the use of any emergency designations.

I again commend Chairman BYRD and
Senator STEVENS, as well as Senators
DORGAN and CAMPBELL, for their bipar-
tisan effort in moving this and other
appropriations bills quickly to make
up for the late start in this year’s ap-
propriations process. The tragic events
of September 11 demand that this bi-
partisanship continue and that the
Congress expeditiously complete work
on the 13 regular appropriation bills for
2002.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that a table displaying the budget
committee scoring of this bill be print-
ed in the RECORD.

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

S. 1398, TREASURY, POSTAL SERVICE, AND GENERAL
GOVERNMENT APPROPRIATION, 2002

[Spending comparisons—Senate-reported bill (in millions of dollars)]

General Manda-

purpose tory Total

Senate-reported bill:
Budget Authority . 17,118

16,183

15,478
15,475

32,596
31,658

Outlays
Senate 302(b) allocation !:
Budget Authority .
Outlays ..........
House-passed:
Budget Authority .
Outlays
President’s request:
Budget Authority .
Outlays

SENATE-REPORTED BILL COMPARED
T0:

17,118
16,183

15,478
15,475

32,596
31,658

17,022
16,261

15,478
15,475

32,500
31,736

16,614
15,974

15,478
15,475

32,092
31,449

Senate 302(b) allocation 1:
Budget Authority
Outlays

House-passed:
Budget Authority 96 96
Outlays (78) (78)

President’s request:

Budget Authority ... 504 504
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S. 1398, TREASURY, POSTAL SERVICE, AND GENERAL
GOVERNMENT APPROPRIATION, 2002—Continued

[Spending comparisons—Senate-reported bill (in millions of dollars)]

General Manda-

purpose tory Total

OUHIAYS oo 209 209

LFor enforcement purposes, the budget committee compares the Senate-
reported bill to the Senate 302(b) allocation.

NOTES: Details may not add to totals due to rounding. Totals adjusted for
consistency with scorekeeping conventions.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are
there any further amendments? If not,
the question is on the engrossment of
the amendments and third reading of
the bill.

The amendments were ordered to be
engrossed, and the bill to be read a
third time.

The bill was read the third time.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
bill having been read the third time,
the question is, shall the bill pass?

The bill (H.R. 2590) was passed.

(The bill will be printed in a future
edition of the RECORD.)

Mr. DORGAN. I move to reconsider
the vote.

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to lay that
motion on the table.

The motion to lay on the table was
agreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under
the order previously entered, the Sen-
ate insists on its amendment, requests
a conference with the House on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses, and
the Chair is authorized to appoint the
following conferees.

The President pro tempore appointed
Mr. DORGAN, Ms. MIKULSKI, Ms. LAN-
DRIEU, Mr. REED, Mr. BYRD, Mr. CAMP-
BELL, Mr. SHELBY, Mr. DEWINE, and Mr.
STEVENS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator from Colorado.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. President, this
bill must have gone through in record
fashion. I note for the record this is the
first year Senator DORGAN has been
chairman of the subcommittee. I have
really enjoyed working with him, and I
am continually awed by his skills in
the Chamber of this great body and his
ability to get this bill together in a
timely fashion. I thank him and his
staff for working so well with us. From
my staff, Pat Raymond and Lula
Edwards worked hard on our side. I
thank them, too, for the record.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator from North Dakota.

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, let me
say again what a pleasure it is to work
with Senator CAMPBELL, his staff and
my staff who I named previously today.
They have done an excellent job. We
passed this bill in fairly short order. As
I said when we started today, I hope we
could perhaps show the American peo-
ple that we are back at work and try-
ing to do things in a way that allows
all of us to work together for the inter-
est of this country, and I believe the
passage of this bill in the manner we
have done tonight is a demonstration
of that.

Again, I thank my colleague and all
of our Senate colleagues for cooper-
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ating and allowing us to get to the
point of passing this important legisla-
tion this evening. I yield the floor.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator from Nevada.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, while the
chairman of the full committee is here
and two managers of the bill, I con-
gratulate them and you. The appro-
priations process is moving along, and
we should all feel very good about that.

Senator DORGAN and Senator CAMP-
BELL have done a tremendous job on a
very difficult bill that will go a long
way toward solving many problems of
this country.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DOR-
GAN). Who seeks recognition?

Mr. REID. I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

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

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate proceed
to a period of morning business with
Senators permitted to speak therein
for a period not to exceed 10 minutes.

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

————

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2002

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I hope
that the Senate will soon begin consid-
eration of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002.
This bill would authorize $343.5 billion
for national defense programs, the full
amount requested by the administra-
tion, including the $18.4 billion re-
quested by the President in his amend-
ed budget request.

The bill would also address a number
of important priorities identified by
the Armed Services Committee, adding
significant funding for military com-
pensation and quality of life, the readi-
ness and transformation of the mili-
tary services, and the capability of our
armed forces to meet nontraditional
threats, including terrorism. In light of
recent events, we will obviously do
more, as we already have, with the en-
actment of the $40 billion emergency
supplemental appropriation bill last
week. However, these are no ordinary
times, and the debate on this bill will
be no ordinary debate. Debate on a bill
like this is an inherent part of our de-
mocracy, and while our democratic in-
stitutions are stronger than any ter-
rorist attack, in one regard we operate
differently in times of national emer-
gency. We strive to set aside our dif-
ferences, and ask decent people every-
where to join forces with us to seek out
and to defeat the common enemy of the
civilized world.
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For this reason, I am today intro-
ducing two new bills. The first bill is
identical to S. 1416, as reported by the
Senate Armed Services Committee in
every respect but one—the removal of
legislative language dealing with mis-
sile defense. The second bill, which
would be deferred for debate at a later
and more appropriate time, would in-
clude the missile defense language.

I strongly believe that the missile de-
fense provisions took an appropriate
step on an issue of national impor-
tance, and I was disappointed that this
single area of disagreement led the Re-
publican Members of our committee to
vote against this bill that is so impor-
tant to our national security.

In my view, however, this is the
wrong time for divisive debate on
issues of national defense. We cannot
let issues like this pull us apart and
undermine our common sense of na-
tional purpose in fighting terrorism.
Rather, we should leave this debate to
a later time and link arms against our
attackers.

When we take up the defense author-
ization act, I hope that my colleagues
will join me in putting controversial
issues aside and help us move forward
together to pass this bill promptly and
indicate our strong and unified support
for the national defense with a min-
imum of divisive debate.

———
THE HAPPY HOOLIGANS

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I want
to comment for a moment about some
fighter pilots who are flying air mis-
sions over our nation’s capital.

On Tuesday of last week, following
the attack on the World Trade Center
and shortly before the Pentagon was
hit, a detachment of fighters who were
on alert at Langley Air Force Base in
Virginia were ordered airborne to pro-
tect the nation’s capital. It happens
that the detachment of fighters is from
North Dakota.

The 119th Tactical Fighter Wing of
the North Dakota Air National Guard
flies F-16s. They are called the Happy
Hooligans. The Happy Hooligans are
folks who farm; they run drug stores;
they teach school. They do a lot of
things in their community, but they
also are members of the National
Guard who maintain and fly F-16s.
More than that, the Happy Hooligans,
the National Air Guard detachment in
Fargo, ND, are some of the best fighter
pilots in the world. In fact, the Happy
Hooligans have won the William Tell
Award on several occasions.

The William Tell Award is an award
that is given to the fighter units that
are the most proficient combat fighter
pilots in the world.

So this National Guard unit from
Fargo, ND, has taken their airplanes to
the William Tell contest, and they
have flown against the world’s top
combat pilots, and they have brought
the William Tell Award home to Fargo,
ND, as proof that they are the best
fighter pilots in the world.



		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-20T12:06:31-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




