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without prejudice to its future political sta-
tus; and 

(7) call upon the leaders of the PISG, and 
upon the leaders of all political parties and 
communities of Kosovo, to renew and en-
hance their efforts in cooperation with 
UNMIK, KFOR, and the international com-
munity to achieve the matters describe, in 
paragraphs (1) through (6).

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 3458. Mr. WARNER proposed an amend-
ment to amendment SA 3291 proposed by Mr. 
LAUTENBERG to the bill S. 2400, to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2005 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of Defense, 
for military construction, and for defense ac-
tivities of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year for the Armed Services, and for other 
purposes.

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS—(Corrected 
Version) 

SA 3384. Mr. BOND (for himself, Mr. 
HARKIN, and Mr. TALENT) proposed an 
amendment to to the bill S. 2400, to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2005 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
personnel strengths for such fiscal year 
for the Armed Services, and for other 
purposes; as follows:

At the end of subtitle D of title XXXI, in-
sert the following: 
SEC. 3146. INCLUSION OF CERTAIN FORMER NU-

CLEAR WEAPONS PROGRAM WORK-
ERS IN SPECIAL EXPOSURE COHORT 
UNDER THE ENERGY EMPLOYEES 
OCCUPATIONAL ILLNESS COM-
PENSATION PROGRAM. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings: 

(1) Energy workers at the former 
Mallinkrodt facilities (including the St. 
Louis downtown facility and the Weldon 
Springs facility) were exposed to levels of 
radionuclides and radioactive materials that 
were much greater than the current max-
imum allowable Federal standards. 

(2) The Mallinkrodt workers at the St. 
Louis site were exposed to excessive levels of 
airborne uranium dust relative to the stand-
ards in effect during the time, and many 
workers were exposed to 200 times the pre-
ferred levels of exposure. 

(3)(A) The chief safety officer for the 
Atomic Energy Commission during the 
Mallinkrodt-St. Louis operations described 
the facility as 1 of the 2 worst plants with re-
spect to worker exposures. 

(B) Workers were excreting in excess of a 
milligram of uranium per day causing kid-
ney damage. 

(C) A recent epidemiological study found 
excess levels of nephritis and kidney cancer 
from inhalation of uranium dusts. 

(4) The Department of Energy has admit-
ted that those Mallinkrodt workers were 
subjected to risks and had their health en-
dangered as a result of working with these 
highly radioactive materials. 

(5) The Department of Energy reported 
that workers at the Weldon Springs feed ma-
terials plant handled plutonium and recycled 
uranium, which are highly radioactive. 

(6) The National Institute of Occupational 
Safety and Health admits that—

(A) the operations at the St. Louis down-
town site consisted of intense periods of 

processing extremely high levels of radio-
nuclides; and 

(B) the Institute has virtually no personal 
monitoring data for Mallinkrodt workers 
prior to 1948. 

(7) The National Institute of Occupational 
Safety and Health has informed claimants 
and their survivors at those 3 Mallinkrodt 
sites that if they are not interviewed as a 
part of the dose reconstruction process, it—

(A) would hinder the ability of the Insti-
tute to conduct dose reconstruction for the 
claimant; and 

(B) may result in a dose reconstruction 
that incompletely or inaccurately estimates 
the radiation dose to which the energy em-
ployee named in the claim had been exposed. 

(8) Energy workers at the Iowa Army Am-
munition Plant (also known as the Bur-
lington Atomic Energy Commission Plant 
and the Iowa Ordnance Plant) between 1947 
and 1975 were exposed to levels of radio-
nuclides and radioactive material, including 
enriched uranium, plutonium, tritium, and 
depleted uranium, in addition to beryllium 
and photon radiation, that are greater than 
the current maximum Federal standards for 
exposure. 

(9) According to the National Institute of 
Occupational Safety and Health—

(A) between 1947 and 1975, no records, in-
cluding bioassays or air samples, have been 
located that indicate any monitoring oc-
curred of internal doses of radiation to which 
workers described in paragraph (8) were ex-
posed; 

(B) between 1947 and 1955, no records, in-
cluding dosimetry badges, have been located 
to indicate that any monitoring occurred of 
the external doses of radiation to which such 
workers were exposed; 

(C) between 1955 and 1962, records indicate 
that only 8 to 23 workers in a workforce of 
over 1,000 were monitored for external radi-
ation doses; and 

(D) between 1970 and 1975, the high point of 
screening at the Iowa Army Ammunition 
Plant, only 25 percent of the workforce was 
screened for exposure to external radiation. 

(10) The Department of Health and Human 
Services published the first notice of pro-
posed rulemaking concerning the Special Ex-
posure Cohort on June 25, 2002, and the final 
rule published on May 26, 2004. 

(11) Many of those former workers have 
died while waiting for the proposed rule to be 
finalized, including some claimants who 
were waiting for dose reconstruction to be 
completed. 

(12) Because of the aforementioned reasons, 
including the serious lack of records and the 
death of many potential claimants, it is not 
feasible to conduct valid dose reconstruc-
tions for the Iowa Army Ammunition Plant 
facility or the Mallinkrodt facilities. 

(b) INCLUSION OF CERTAIN FORMER WORKERS 
IN COHORT.—Section 3621(14) of the Energy 
Employees Occupational Illness Compensa-
tion Program Act of 2000 (title XXXVI of the 
Floyd D. Spence National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (as enacted into 
law by Public Law 106–398); 42 U.S.C. 
7384l(14)) is amended—

(1) by redesignating subparagraph (C) as 
subparagraph (D); and 

(2) by inserting after subparagraph (B) the 
following new subparagraph (C): 

‘‘(C) Subject to the provisions of section 
3612A and section 3146(e) of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2005, 
the employee was so employed for a number 
of work days aggregating at least 45 work-
days at a facility operated under contract to 
the Department of Energy by Mallinkrodt 
Incorporated or its successors (including the 
St. Louis downtown or ‘Destrehan’ facility 
during any of calendar years 1942 through 
1958 and the Weldon Springs feed materials 

plant facility during any of calendar years 
1958 through 1966), or at a facility operated 
by the Department of Energy or under con-
tract by Mason & Hangar-Silas Mason Com-
pany at the Iowa Army Ammunition Plant 
(also known as the Burlington Atomic En-
ergy Commission Plant and the Iowa Ord-
nance Plant) during any of the calendar 
years 1947 through 1975, and during the em-
ployment—

‘‘(i)(I) was monitored through the use of 
dosimetry badges for exposure at the plant of 
the external parts of an employee’s body to 
radiation; or 

‘‘(II) was monitored through the use of bio-
assays, in vivo monitoring, or breath sam-
ples for exposure at the plant to internal ra-
diation; or 

‘‘(ii) worked in a job that had exposures 
comparable to a job that is monitored, or 
should have been monitored, under standards 
of the Department of Energy in effect on the 
date of enactment of this subparagraph 
through the use of dosimetry badges for 
monitoring external radiation exposures, or 
bioassays, in vivo monitoring, or breath 
samples for internal radiation exposures, at 
a facility.’’. 

(c) FUNDING OF COMPENSATION AND BENE-
FITS.—(1) Such Act is further amended by in-
serting after section 3612 the following new 
section: 
‘‘SEC. 3612A. FUNDING FOR COMPENSATION AND 

BENEFITS FOR CERTAIN MEMBERS 
OF THE SPECIAL EXPOSURE CO-
HORT. 

‘‘(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is hereby authorized to be appro-
priated to the Department of Labor for each 
fiscal year after fiscal year 2004 such sums as 
may be necessary for the provision of com-
pensation and benefits under the compensa-
tion program for members of the Special Ex-
posure Cohort described in section 3621(14)(C) 
in such fiscal year. 

‘‘(b) PROHIBITION ON USE FOR ADMINISTRA-
TIVE COSTS.—(1) No amount authorized to be 
appropriated by subsection (a) may be uti-
lized for purposes of carrying out the com-
pensation program for the members of the 
Special Exposure Cohort referred to in that 
subsection or administering the amount au-
thorized to be appropriated by subsection (a). 

‘‘(2) Amounts for purposes described in 
paragraph (1) shall be derived from amounts 
authorized to be appropriated by section 
3614(a). 

‘‘(c) PROVISION OF COMPENSATION AND BENE-
FITS SUBJECT TO APPROPRIATIONS ACTS.—The 
provision of compensation and benefits under 
the compensation program for members of 
the Special Exposure Cohort referred to in 
subsection (a) in any fiscal year shall be sub-
ject to the availability of appropriations for 
that purpose for such fiscal year and to ap-
plicable provisions of appropriations Acts.’’. 

(2) Section 3612(d) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 
7384e(d)) is amended—

(A) by inserting ‘‘(1)’’ before ‘‘Subject’’; 
and 

(B) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(2) Amounts for the provision of com-
pensation and benefits under the compensa-
tion program for members of the Special Ex-
posure Cohort described in section 3621(14)(C) 
may be derived from amounts authorized to 
be appropriated by section 3612A(a).’’. 

(d) OFFSET.—The total amount authorized 
to be appropriated under subtitle A of this 
title is hereby reduced by $61,000,000. 

(e) CERTIFICATION.—Funds shall be avail-
able to pay claims approved by the National 
Institute of Occupational Safety and Health 
for a facility by reason of section 3621(14)(C) 
of the Energy Employees Occupational Ill-
ness Compensation Program Act of 2000, as 
amended by subsection (b)(2), if the Director 
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of the National Institute of Occupational 
Safety and Health certifies with respect to 
such facility each of the following: 

(1) That no atomic weapons work or re-
lated work has been conducted at such facil-
ity after 1976. 

(2) That fewer than 50 percent of the total 
number of workers engaged in atomic weap-
ons work or related work at such facility 
were accurately monitored for exposure to 
internal and external ionizing radiation dur-
ing the term of their employment. 

(3) That individual internal and external 
exposure records for employees at such facil-
ity are not available, or the exposure to radi-
ation of at least 40 percent of the exposed 
workers at such facility cannot be deter-
mined from the individual internal and ex-
ternal exposure records that are available.

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 
SA 3458. Mr. WARNER proposed an 

amendment to amendment SA 3291 pro-
posed by Mr. LAUTENBERG to the bill S. 
2400, to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2005 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense ac-
tivities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe personnel strengths for 
such fiscal year for the Armed Serv-
ices, and for other purposes; as follows:

Strike the matter proposed to be inserted, 
and insert the following: 
SEC. 364. MEDIA COVERAGE OF THE RETURN TO 

THE UNITED STATES OF THE RE-
MAINS OF DECEASED MEMBERS OF 
THE ARMED FORCES FROM OVER-
SEAS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings: 

(1) The Department of Defense, since 1991, 
has relied on a policy of no media coverage 
of the transfers of the remains of members 
Ramstein Air Force Base, Germany, nor at 
Dover Air Force Base, Delaware, and the 
Port Mortuary Facility at Dover Air Force 
Base, nor at interim stops en route to the 
point of final destination in the transfer of 
the remains. 

(2) The principal focus and purpose of the 
policy is to protect the wishes and the pri-
vacy of families of deceased members of the 
Armed Forces during their time of great loss 
and grief and to give families and friends of 
the dead the privilege to decide whether to 
allow media coverage at the member’s duty 
or home station, at the interment site, or at 
or in connection with funeral and memorial 
services. 

(3) In a 1991 legal challenge to the Depart-
ment of Defense policy, as applied during Op-
eration Desert Storm, the policy was upheld 
by the United States District Court for the 
District of Columbia, and on appeal, by the 
United States Court of Appeals for the Dis-
trict of Columbia in the case of JB Pictures, 
Inc. v. Department of Defense and Donald B. 
Rice, Secretary of the Air Force on the basis 
that denying the media the right to view the 
return of remains at Dover Air Force Base 
does not violate the first amendment guar-
antees of freedom of speech and of the press. 

(4) The United States Court of Appeals for 
the District of Columbia in that case cited 
the following two key Government interests 
that are served by the Department of De-
fense policy: 

(A) Reducing the hardship on the families 
and friends of the war dead, who may feel ob-
ligated to travel great distances to attend 
arrival ceremonies at Dover Air Force Base 
if such ceremonies were held. 

(B) Protecting the privacy of families and 
friends of the dead, who may not want media 

coverage of the unloading of caskets at 
Dover Air Force Base. 

(5) The Court also noted, in that case, that 
the bereaved may be upset at the public dis-
play of the caskets of their loved ones and 
that the policy gives the family the right to 
grant or deny access to the media at memo-
rial or funeral services at the home base and 
that the policy is consistent in its concern 
for families. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the Department of Defense 
policy regarding no media coverage of the 
transfer of the remains of deceased members 
of the Armed Forces appropriately protects 
the privacy of the members’ families and 
friends of and is consistent with United 
States constitutional guarantees of freedom 
of speech and freedom of the press.

f 

NOTICES OF HEARINGS/MEETINGS 

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. President, I 
would like to announce that the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs will meet on 
Wednesday, July 14, 2004, at 10 a.m. in 
Room 485 of the Russell Senate Office 
Building to conduct an oversight hear-
ing on the American Indian Religious 
Freedom Act. 

Those wishing additional information 
may contact the Indian Affairs Com-
mittee at 224–2251.

f 

PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR 

Mr. HARKIN. I ask unanimous con-
sent that Jenelle Krishnamoorthy be 
granted floor privileges during the du-
ration of today’s session. 

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

f 

MARINE TURTLE CONSERVATION 
ACT OF 2003 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate now proceed to the immediate con-
sideration of H.R. 3378, which is at the 
desk. 

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

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows:

A bill (H.R. 3378) to assist in the conserva-
tion of marine turtles and the nesting habi-
tats of marine turtles also in foreign coun-
tries.

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I ask unanimous 
consent that the bill be read the third 
time and passed, the motion to recon-
sider be laid upon the table, and any 
statements relating to the bill be 
printed in the RECORD. 

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

The bill (H.R. 3378) was read the third 
time and passed. 

f 

INDIAN SELF-DETERMINATION 
AND EDUCATION ASSISTANCE 
ACT AMENDMENTS 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the Sen-

ate now to proceed to the immediate 
consideration of H.R. 3504, which is at 
the desk. 

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

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows:

A bill (H.R. 3504) to amend the Indian Self-
Determination and Education Assistance Act 
to redesignate the American Indian Edu-
cation Foundation as the National Fund for 
Excellence in American Indian Education.

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I ask unanimous 
consent that the bill be read the third 
time and passed, the motion to recon-
sider be laid upon the table, and any 
statements relating to the bill be 
printed in the RECORD. 

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

The bill (H.R. 3504) was read the third 
time and passed. 

f 

PROTECTING, PROMOTING AND 
CELEBRATING FATHERHOOD 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the Judi-
ciary Committee be discharged from 
further consideration of S. Res. 379 and 
the Senate proceed to its immediate 
consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk 
will report the resolution by title. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 379) protecting, pro-
moting and celebrating fatherhood.

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I ask unanimous 
consent that the resolution be agreed 
to, the preamble be agreed to, the mo-
tions to reconsider be laid upon the 
table, and that any statements relating 
to the resolution be printed in the 
RECORD. 

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

The resolution (S. Res. 379) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
The resolution, with its preamble, 

reads as follows:
S. RES. 379

Whereas the third Sunday of June is ob-
served as Father’s Day; 

Whereas fathers have a unique bond with 
their children which is often unrecognized; 

Whereas the complimentary nature of the 
roles and contributions of fathers and moth-
ers should be recognized and encouraged; 

Whereas fathers have an indispensable role 
in building and transforming society to build 
a culture of life; 

Whereas fathers, along with their wives, 
form an emotional template for the future 
professional and personal relationships of a 
child; 

Whereas the involvement of a father in the 
life of his child significantly influences eco-
nomic and educational attainment and delin-
quency of the child; and 

Whereas children who experience a close 
relationship with their fathers are protected 
from delinquency and psychological distress: 
Now, therefore, be it
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