October 1, 2001

Whereas the risk of breast cancer increases
with age, with a woman at age 70 years hav-
ing twice as much of a chance of developing
the disease as a woman at age 50 years;

Whereas at least 80 percent of the women
who get breast cancer have no family history
of the disease;

Whereas mammograms, when operated
professionally at a certified facility, can pro-
vide safe screening and early detection of
breast cancer in many women;

Whereas experts agree that mammography
is the best method of early detection of
breast cancer, and early detection is the key
to saving lives;

Whereas mammograms can reveal the pres-
ence of small cancers up to 2 years or more
before a regular clinical breast examination
or breast self-examination, reducing mor-
tality by up to 63 percent; and

Whereas the 5-year survival rate for local-
ized breast cancer is over 97 percent: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) designates October 19, 2001, as
tional Mammography Day’’; and

(2) requests that the President issue a
proclamation calling upon the people of the
United States to observe the day with appro-
priate programs and activities.

Mr. BIDEN. Madam President, today
I am submitting a resolution desig-
nating October 19, 2001, as ‘‘National
Mammography Day.” I am pleased that
62 of my colleagues have endorsed this
proposal by agreeing to be original co-
sponsors. I might note that I have sub-
mitted a similar resolution each year
since 1993, and on each occasion the
Senate has shown its support for the
fight against breast cancer by approv-
ing the resolution.

Each year, as I prepare to submit
this resolution, I review the latest in-
formation from the American Cancer
Society about breast cancer. For the
year 2001, it is estimated that over
192,000 women will be diagnosed with
breast cancer and slightly fewer than
41,000 women will die of this disease.

In past years, I have often com-
mented on how gloomy these statistics
were. But as I review how these num-
bers are changing over time, I have
come to the realization that it is really
more appropriate to be upbeat about
this situation. The number of deaths
from breast cancer is falling from year
to year. Early detection of breast can-
cer continues to result in extremely fa-
vorable outcomes: 97 percent of women
with localized breast cancer will sur-
vive 5 years or longer. New digital
techniques make the process of mam-
mography much more rapid and precise
than before. Government programs will
provide free mammograms to those
who can’t afford them, as well as Med-
icaid eligibility for treatment if breast
cancer is diagnosed. Information about
treatment of breast cancer with sur-
gery, chemotherapy, and radiation
therapy has exploded, reflecting enor-
mous research advances in this disease.

So I am feeling quite positive about
our battle against breast cancer. A di-
agnosis of breast cancer is not a death
sentence, and I encounter long-term
survivors of breast cancer nearly daily.
And the key to this success is early di-
agnosis and treatment, with routine
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periodic mammography being the
linchpin of the entire process. Routine
mammography can locate a breast can-
cer as much as 2 years before it would
be detectable by self-examination. A
study released just this year showed
that periodic screening mammography
reduces breast cancer mortality by a
whopping 63 percent. The statistics tell
the story: the number of breast cancer
deaths is declining despite an increase
in the number of breast cancer cases
diagnosed. More women are getting
mammograms, more breast cancer is
being diagnosed, and more of these
breast cancers are discovered at an
early and highly curable stage.

So my message to women is: have a
periodic mammogram. Earl diagnosis
saves lives. But I know many women
don’t have annual mammograms, usu-
ally because of either fear or forgetful-
ness. Some women avoid mammograms
because they are afraid of what they
will find. To these women, I would say
that if you have periodic routine mam-
mograms, and the latest one comes out
positive, even before you have any
symptoms or have found a lump on
self-examination, you have reason to
be optimistic, not pessimistic. Such
early-detected breast cancers are high-
ly treatable.

Let me consider an analogous situa-
tion. We know that high blood pressure
is a killer, and we are all advised to get
our blood pressure checked from time
to time. Are we afraid to do this? No.
Why not? Because we know that even if
high blood pressure is detected on a
screening examination, it can be read-
ily and successfully treated. We also
know that high blood pressure is not
going to go away by itself, so if we
have it, we should find out about it, get
it treated, and move ahead with our
lives.

The argument for having periodic
routine mammograms to detect breast
cancer is similar. Most of the time, the
examination is reassuringly negative.
But if it is positive, and your previous
routine mammograms were negative, it
meant that this cancer has been de-
tected early on, when it has a high
chance of being cured.

And then there is forgetfulness. I cer-
tainly understand how difficult it is to
remember to do something that only
comes around once each year. I would
suggest that this is where ‘‘National
Mammography Day’’ comes in. This
year, National Mammography Day falls
on Friday, October 19, right in the mid-
dle of National Breast Cancer Aware-
ness Month. On that day, let’s make
sure that each woman we know picks a
specific date on which to get a mam-
mogram each year, a date that she
won’t forget: a child’s birthday, an an-
niversary, perhaps even the day her
taxes are due. On National Mammog-
raphy Day, let’s ask our loved ones:
pick one of these dates, fix it in your
mind along with a picture of your
child, your wedding, or another symbol
of that date, and promise yourself to
get a mammogram on that date every
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year. Do it for yourself and for the oth-
ers that love you and want you to be a
part of their lives for as long as pos-
sible.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
the ongoing fight against breast cancer
by cosponsoring and voting for this res-
olution to designate October 19, 2001, as
National Mammography Day.

————

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 1726. Mrs. HUTCHISON submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1438, to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2002 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary constructions, and for defense activities
of the Department of Energy, to prescribe
personnel strengths for such fiscal year for
the Armed Forces, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1727. Mr. SMITH, of New Hampshire
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 1438, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1728. Mrs. HUTCHISON (for herself and
Mrs. LINCOLN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill S.
1438, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1729. Mrs. HUTCHISON (for herself and
Mrs. LINCOLN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill S.
1438, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1730. Mr. FEINGOLD submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1731. Mr. LIEBERMAN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1732. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1733. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1734. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1735. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1736. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1737. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1738. Mr. INHOFE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1739. Ms. COLLINS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1740. Ms. COLLINS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1741. Mr. WARNER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1742. Mrs. CARNAHAN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
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to the bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1743. Mrs. CARNAHAN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1744. Mrs. MURRAY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1745. Mr. KENNEDY (for himself, Ms.
COLLINS, Mrs. CARNAHAN, Mrs. FEINSTEIN,
and Mr. BINGAMAN) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
1438, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1746. Mr. KENNEDY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1747. Mr. KENNEDY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1748. Mr. KENNEDY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1749. Mr. NELSON, of Florida sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 1438, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1750. Mr. DODD (for himself, Mr. HOL-
LINGS, Mr. CORZINE, Mr. BIDEN, Mr. BINGA-
MAN, Mr. SARBANES, Ms. SNOWE, Mr. SPEC-
TER, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. WARNER, and Mr.
McCAIN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 1438,
supra.

SA 1751. Mr. LOTT submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1752. Mr. CONRAD (for himself and Mr.
DORGAN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 1438,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1753. Mr. BOND submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1754. Mr. ALLARD submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1755. Mr. ALLARD submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1756. Mr. KYL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1757. Mrs. HUTCHISON submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1758. Mr. STEVENS (for himself and
Mr. INOUYE) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
1438, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1759. Mr. STEVENS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1760. Mr. REID (for himself, Mr. HUTCH-
INSON, Mr. DASCHLE, Mr. BIDEN, Mr. BREAUX,
Mr. HATCH, Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. EDWARDS, Mr.
SPECTER, Mr. INOUYE, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, Ms.
CANTWELL, Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mr. DURBIN, Ms.
COLLINS, and Mr. DoDD) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1761. Ms. LANDRIEU (for herself and
Mr. DOMENICI) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill S.
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1438, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1762. Mr. TORRICELLI (for himself, Mr.
CARPER, and Mr. CORZINE) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1763. Mr. TORRICELLI (for himself, Mr.
CARPER, and Mr. CORZINE) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1764. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1765. Ms. LANDRIEU submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1766. Mrs. BOXER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the
bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1767. Mrs. BOXER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the
bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1768. Mr. CRAIG (for himself, Mr. LOTT,
Mr. ALLEN, Mr. NICKLES, Mr. SMITH, of New
Hampshire, and Mr. CRAPO) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1769. Mr. DODD submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1770. Mr. HARKIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1771. Mr. BINGAMAN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1772. Mr. KENNEDY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1773. Mr. KENNEDY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1774. Mr. GRAMM submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1775. Mr. GRAMM submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1776. Mr. GRAMM submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1777. Mr. GRAMM submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1778. Mr. GRAMM submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1779. Mr. GRAMM submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1780. Mr. COCHRAN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1781. Mr. McCAIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1782. Mr. McCAIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
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bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1783. Mr. McCAIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1784. Mr. KENNEDY (for himself, Mr.
WARNER, Mrs. CLINTON, Mr. WELLSTONE, and
Mr. SCHUMER) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
1438, supra ; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1785. Mr. ENZI submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1786. Mr. ENZI submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1787. Mr. KYL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1788. Mr. KENNEDY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1789. Mr. DODD submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1790. Mr. REID submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1791. Mr. BINGAMAN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1438, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1792. Mr. SMITH, of New Hampshire
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 1401, to authorize
appropriations for the Department of State
and for United States international broad-
casting activities for fiscal years 2002 and
2003, and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1793. Mr. LEVIN (for himself and Mr.
WARNER) proposed an amendment to the bill
S. 1438, to authorize appropriations for fiscal
year 2002 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military construc-
tions, and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe personnel
strengths for such fiscal year for the Armed
Forces, and for other purposes.

SA 1794. Mr. WARNER (for himself and Mr.
LEVIN) proposed an amendment to the bill S.
1438, supra.

SA 1795. Mr. LEVIN (for Mr. FEINGOLD) pro-
posed an amendment to the bill S. 1438,
supra.

SA 1796. Mr. WARNER (for himself and Mr.
LEVIN) proposed an amendment to the bill S.
1438, supra.

SA 1797. Mr. LEVIN (for Mrs. CARNAHAN)
proposed an amendment to the bill S. 1438,
supra.

SA 1798. Mr. WARNER (for Mr. STEVENS)
proposed an amendment to the bill S. 1438,
supra.

SA 1799. Mr. LEVIN (for Mr. DORGAN) pro-
posed an amendment to the bill S. 1438,
supra.

SA 1800. Mr. WARNER (for Mr. LOTT) pro-
posed an amendment to the bill S. 1438,
supra.

SA 1801. Mr. LEVIN (for Mr. BINGAMAN)
proposed an amendment to the bill S. 1438,
supra.

SA 1802. Mr. WARNER (for Mr. LOTT) pro-
posed an amendment to the bill S. 1438,
supra.

SA 1803. Mr. LEVIN (for Mr. BINGAMAN)
proposed an amendment to the bill S. 1438,
supra.

SA 1804. Mr. WARNER proposed an amend-
ment to the bill S. 1438, supra.
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SA 1805. Mr. LEVIN (for Mr. DURBIN) pro-
posed an amendment to the bill S. 1438,
supra.

SA 1806. Mr. WARNER (for Mr. BoOND (for
himself and Mr. BYRD)) proposed an amend-
ment to the bill S. 1438, supra.

SA 1807. Mr. LEVIN (for Mr. ROCKEFELLER)
proposed an amendment to the bill S. 1438,
supra.

SA 1808. Mr. WARNER (for Mr. MCCAIN)
proposed an amendment to the bill S. 1438,
supra.

SA 1809. Mr. LEVIN (for Mr. BINGAMAN (for
himself and Mr. DOMENICI)) proposed an
amendment to the bill S. 1438, supra.

SA 1810. Mr. WARNER (for Mr. LOTT) pro-
posed an amendment to the bill S. 1438,
supra.

SA 1811. Mr. LEVIN (for Mr. CLELAND (for
himself and Mr. MILLER)) proposed an
amendment to the bill S. 1438, supra.

SA 1812. Mr. WARNER proposed an amend-
ment to the bill S. 1438, supra.

SA 1813. Mr. LEVIN (for Mr. CONRAD (for
himself, Mr. DORGAN, Mr. ENzI, Mr. BAUCUS,
Mr. BURNS, and Mr. THOMAS)) proposed an
amendment to the bill S. 1438, supra.

SA 1814. Mr. WARNER (for Mrs.
HUTCHISON) proposed an amendment to the
bill S. 1438, supra.

SA 1815. Mr. LEVIN (for Mr. JOHNSON) pro-
posed an amendment to the bill S. 1438,
supra.

SA 1816. Mr. WARNER proposed an amend-
ment to the bill S. 1438, supra.

SA 1817. Mr. LEVIN (for Mr. KENNEDY) pro-
posed an amendment to the bill S. 1438,
supra.

SA 1818. Mr. WARNER proposed an amend-
ment to the bill S. 1438, supra.

SA 1819. Mr. LEVIN (for Mr. KENNEDY) pro-
posed an amendment to the bill S. 1438,
supra.

SA 1820. Mr. WARNER (for Ms. COLLINS)
proposed an amendment to the bill S. 1438,
supra.

————

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 1726. Mrs. HUTCHISON submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
by her to the bill S. 1438, to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2002 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military constructions,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe per-
sonnel strengths for such fiscal year
for the Armed Forces, and for other
purposes; which was ordered to lie on
the table; as follows:

At the end of subtitle G of title V, add the
following:

SEC. 589. REPORT ON HEALTH AND DISABILITY
BENEFITS FOR PRE-ACCESSION
TRAINING AND EDUCATION PRO-
GRAMS.

(a) STUDY.—The Secretary of Defense shall
conduct a review of the health and disability
benefit programs available to recruits and
officer candidates engaged in training, edu-
cation, or other types of programs while not
yet on active duty and to cadets and mid-
shipmen attending the service academies.
The review shall be conducted with the par-
ticipation of the Secretaries of the military
departments.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than March 1, 2002,
the Secretary shall submit to the Committee
on Armed Services of the Senate and the
Committee on Armed Services of the House
of Representatives a report on the findings of
the review. The report shall include the fol-
lowing with respect to persons described in
subsection (a):
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(1) A statement of the process and detailed
procedures followed by each of the Armed
Forces under the jurisdiction of the Sec-
retary of a military department to provide
health care and disability benefits to all
such persons injured in training, education,
or other types of programs conducted by the
Secretary of a military department.

(2) Information on the number of total
cases of such persons requiring health care
and disability benefits and the total number
of cases and average value of health care and
disability benefits provided under the au-
thority for each source of benefits available
to those persons.

(3) A discussion of the issues regarding
health and disability benefits for such per-
sons that are encountered by the Secretary
during the review, to include discussions
with individuals who have received those
benefits.

(4) A discussion of the necessity for legisla-
tive changes and specific legislative pro-
posals needed to improve the benefits pro-
vided those persons.

SA 1727. Mr. SMITH of New Hamp-
shire submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1438, to authorize appropriations
for fiscal year 2002 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for
military constructions, and for defense
activities of the Department of Energy,
to prescribe personnel strengths for
such fiscal year for the Armed Forces,
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows:

On page 209, between lines 12 and 13, insert
the following:

SEC. 652. REPEAL OF REDUCTION IN SBP ANNU-
ITIES AT AGE 62.

(a) COMPUTATION OF ANNUITY FOR A SPOUSE,
FORMER SPOUSE, OR CHILD.—Subsection (a) of
section 1451 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘shall be
determined as follows:”” and all that follows
and inserting the following: ‘‘shall be the
amount equal to 55 percent of the base
amount.”; and

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘shall be
determined as follows:”” and all that follows
and inserting the following: ‘‘shall be the
amount equal to a percentage of the base
amount that is less than 55 percent and is de-
termined under subsection (f).”.

(b) ANNUITIES FOR SURVIVORS OF CERTAIN
PERSONS DYING DURING A PERIOD OF SPECIAL
ELIGIBILITY FOR SBP.—Subsection (c)(1) of
such section is amended by striking ‘‘shall
be determined as follows:” and all that fol-
lows and inserting the following: ‘‘shall be
the amount equal to 55 percent of the retired
pay to which the member or former member
would have been entitled if the member or
former member had been entitled to that pay
based upon his years of active service when
he died.”.

(¢c) REPEAL OF REQUIREMENT FOR REDUC-
TION.—Such section is further amended by
striking subsection (d).

(d) REPEAL OF UNNECESSARY SUPPLE-
MENTAL SBP.—(1) Subchapter III of chapter
73 of title 10, United States Code, is repealed.

(2) The table of contents at the beginning
of such chapter is amended by striking the
item relating to subchapter III.

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section and the
amendments made by this section shall take
effect on the first day of the first month that
begins after the date of the enactment of
this Act, and shall apply with respect to
months beginning on or after that date.

SA 1728. Mrs. HUTCHISON (for her-
self and Mrs. LINCOLN) submitted an
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amendment intended to be proposed by
her to the bill S. 1438, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2002 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military constructions,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe per-
sonnel strengths for such fiscal year
for the Armed Forces, and for other
purposes; which was ordered to lie on
the table; as follows:

At the end of subtitle A of title III, add the
following:

SEC. 306. CLARA BARTON CENTER FOR DOMES-
TIC PREPAREDNESS, ARKANSAS.

(a) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Of the
amount authorized to be appropriated by
section 301(5) for operation and maintenance
for Defense-wide activities, $1,799,999 shall be
available for the Clara Barton Center for Do-
mestic Preparedness.

SA 1729. Mrs. HUTCHISON (for her-
self and Mrs. LINCOLN) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
her to the bill S. 1438, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2002 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military constructions,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe per-
sonnel strengths for such fiscal year
for the Armed Forces, and for other
purposes; which was ordered to lie on
the table; as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed insert the
following:

SEC. 306. CLARA BARTON CENTER FOR DOMES-
TIC PREPAREDNESS, ARKANSAS.

(a) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Of the
amount authorized to be appropriated by
section 301(5) for operation and maintenance
for Defense-wide activities, $1,800,000 shall be
available for the Clara Barton center for Do-
mestic Preparedness.

SA 1730. Mr. FEINGOLD submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
by him to the bill S. 1438, to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2002 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military constructions,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe per-
sonnel strengths for such fiscal year
for the Armed Forces, and for other
purposes; which was ordered to lie on
the table; as follows:

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

SECTION. LAND CONVEYANCE, ARMY RESERVE
CENTER, KEWAUNEE, WISCONSIN.

(a) CONVEYANCE REQUIRED.—The Adminis-
trator of General Services may convey, with-
out consideration, to the City of Kewaunee,
Wisconsin (in this section referred to as the
‘City’), all right, title, and interest of the
United States in and to a parcel of Federal
real property, including improvements
thereon, that is located at 401 5th Street in
Kewaunee, Wisconsin, and contains an excess
Army Reserve Center. After such convey-
ance, the property may be used and occupied
only by the City, or by another local or
State government entity approved by the
City.

(b) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The exact
acreage and legal description of the real
property to be conveyed under subsection (a)
shall be determined by a survey satisfactory
to the Administrator. The cost of the survey
shall be borne by the City.
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