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of our power on nuclear power genera-
tion. Obviously, it has made a substan-
tial contribution to the air quality be-
cause there are no air emissions from
nuclear power. As we look at the
French, they are almost 90-percent de-
pendent on nuclear energy.

They have chosen not to be held hos-
tage by the Mideast as they were in the
1973-74 timeframe. So they have devel-
oped almost entirely their power gen-
eration on a nuclear power generating
industry and their sophistication of
disposing of the waste is through tech-
nology. They take the waste and re-
process it, recover the plutonium, put
it back in the reactors, and burn it, and
hence reduce the proliferation. The res-
idue is vitrified like a glass and that is
buried, but it has a relatively short
life.

So while we are committed to perma-
nently disposing of our high-level
waste at Yucca, there is another alter-
native that we have precluded our-
selves from pursuing, which, in my
opinion, is probably the right way to
go, and it is the way the Japanese are
going as well.

Mr. SESSIONS. Well, the Senator
mentioned that 20 percent of our power
is nuclear. I have had some occasion to
study this issue. I served on the Clean
Air Committee of the Environment and
Public Works Committee. The Presi-
dent has committed us to his view of
reducing emissions into the atmos-
phere by 7 percent, during a period of
time when our demand for electricity
is going to nearly double; but 20 per-
cent of our electricity comes from nu-
clear power in the United States, is
that right?

Mr. MURKOWSKI. That is right.

Mr. SESSIONS. We haven’t had a
new nuclear plant built in almost 20
years.

Mr. MURKOWSKI. That is correct.

Mr. SESSIONS. How are we going to
increase production of power and at the
same time shut down the nuclear en-
ergy that other nations are using regu-
larly?

Mr. MURKOWSKI. That is a very in-
teresting point the Senator has
brought up, because if we look at the
clean air proposal of this administra-
tion and the proposal that 7% percent
could come from renewables, we have
to question whether we have that tech-
nology.

Somebody said if you took every
square foot of New Mexico and Arizona
and put solar panels across, you would
only get half of 1 percent, because it
gets dark once in a while and the wind
doesn’t blow all the time. So we have
real problems with facing reality in the
administration’s proposal. There is no
mention of the role of nuclear power in
that proposal. Nor do they consider hy-
droelectric generation as a renewable,
which is beyond me, because it rains,
the lakes fill up, and the hydro works.
But it is a mentality currently within
this administration.

I appreciate the Senator bringing up
these points, but in the clean air pro-
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posal by this administration, there is
no role for nuclear. Clearly, there has
to be.

Mr. SESSIONS. I had the privilege of
representing this Congress, with a
number of other Senators, at a Euro-
pean conference of the North Atlantic
Assembly. The President’s own ap-
pointee as Chairman of the Inter-
national Atomic Energy Administra-
tion, or association, Mr. John Rich,
made a marvelous talk. I can sum it up
fairly by saying that he concluded
there is no way this Nation, or the
world, can ever meet our clean air
global warming goals without the en-
hancement of nuclear power. He demol-
ished the idea that renewables, or oth-
ers, could come close to filling the gap.
This is the President’s own appointee.

I don’t know. Maybe he ought to go
sit down in the White House, or with
the Vice President, and discuss these
issues because we are facing a crisis.
We need to maintain our atmospheric
purity as much as we can. We certainly
don’t need to be increasing. I thank the
Senator for his time.

Mr. MURKOWSKI. I thank my friend.
I see my friend from New Mexico will
be seeking recognition.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Mexico is recognized.

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, first,
I wish to say I wasn’t present in the
discussion about clean air and the am-
bient air standards, as they might per-
tain to nuclear power in America and
what might happen to the nuclear
power we have, the powerplants, and
what might happen in the future. But I
know, even without being here, that it
was a very enlightened discussion
about the fact that if you are looking
for a cleaner world and for the ambient
air of the world and in America in the
future, to sustain economic growth, for
it to be clean and livable, anybody who
leaves nuclear power off the map and
doesn’t even talk about it is absolutely
missing the greatest opportunity we
have to accomplish what all of those
who want clean air set out to do. In
fact, I think the Senator shares this
observation with me. The Kyoto agree-
ment, with all of its preamble work—
the whereases—was totally void of a
reference to nuclear power.

Mr. MURKOWSKI. That is correct.

Mr. DOMENICI. I discussed that re-
port with one of the most eminent
physicists in the world. What he said to
me was: I looked from cover to cover,
and since I could not find one word on
nuclear power, I put the report down
and said it cannot be one that is really
objective and realistic.

Now, that is better than I can say it.
I think that is what the Senator has
been saying and what my friend from
Alabama, who has regularly talked
with me about nuclear power and clean
air, has said. It is amazing, if we can
just come to the floor and talk about
the other sources of energy and what
they have done to human life in terms
of deaths in mining, the deaths on the
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trains that have carried coal, and all of
the other things related to producing
energy that we use willfully and with-
out great concern about the danger and
the risks, and then put that up along-
side nuclear power from its origin, it
will look like a big giant heap of coal
versus a little tiny package of salt over
here that will represent the harm we
have caused to people and the environ-
ment with nuclear power. They are not
even in the same league in terms of
damage to people, deaths to people, and
the like. It has been a very safe indus-
try, and in the United States, it has
been truly miraculous that with this
kind of engineering we have had two
accidents and neither were fatal.

Mr. MURKOWSKI. No fatalities. I
thank my friend from New Mexico.

————

BALANCED BUDGET ACT

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, I
came down to make a few remarks
about a bill that is in conference, a
subject matter we have been talking
about for some time, and that is the
Balanced Budget Act and what kind of
impact it had on skilled nursing
homes, on rural hospitals, and other
parts of the entire health delivery net-
work in the United States. While I
won’t take very long today, I do come
because I think it is very urgent to the
conferees on what we have been calling
a ‘‘Medicare replenishment’ bill—a bill
that goes back and says let’s make a
few adjustments to the Balanced Budg-
et Act as that Budget Act sought to re-
strain the cost of health care in three,
four, or five areas.

Particularly, I want to talk about
the House and Senate and the ultimate
compromise on the legislation to in-
crease payments for the nursing home
patients and proprietors and owners of
skilled nursing homes and that indus-
try. In fact, the problems in the nurs-
ing home industry are as severe, if not
more severe, than in any other part of
the health care system in the United
States. To talk about hospitals as if
they are more important than skilled
nursing homes, and that we should
worry more about hospitals and less
about skilled nursing homes, is not to
address the issue properly, for there
are literally hundreds of thousands of
Americans, men and women, predomi-
nantly women, in the skilled nursing
homes across this land. Some are Ma
and Pa owners of one or two units;
some are corporately owned, where
hundreds of these particular skilled
nursing home facilities are owned by a
company.

A couple of weeks ago, a very large
nursing home company with head-
quarters in my home State filed for
chapter 11 bankruptcy protection. That
was a second nursing home chain to
file for bankruptcy protection in the
last 2 months. These two nursing home
chains own hundreds of facilities all
over the country. So every Senator
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should be concerned about what is hap-
pening to this industry and to these fa-
cilities and their ability to care for our
senior citizens.

The Senate Finance Committee,
which got input from many Senators
and many parts of America’s health de-
livery system, reported out a very good
bill in the area of skilled nursing
homes and, likewise, in the other deliv-
ery components of American health
care. In it, there are two provisions
which are particularly important.
First, it provides, over the next 3
years, for $1.4 billion in higher pay-
ment rates for skilled nursing facili-
ties. These increases are targeted at
what everyone agrees is the problem—
that current rates do not cover the
high costs of medically complex cases.
In other words, skilled nursing homes
and the population of these homes have
changed rather dramatically in the last
15 years, and there are more and more
very sick people in the skilled nursing
home facilities, and we call these medi-
cally complex cases. The reimburse-
ments we are now giving skilled nurs-
ing homes do not cover the care for the
medically complex cases. Secondly, it
put a moratorium—that is, the Senate
bill—on the $1,500 therapy caps that
have been so disruptive to care to
many seniors.

Quite frankly, one of the messages 1
would like the Senate to hear today is
that the House bill is completely inad-
equate in this area. In fact, the House
bill puts only $100 million—one-tenth
of $1 billion—directly into the payment
rates to correct the problem of high
cost cases. That is $1.3 billion less than
the Senate bill. Obviously, there is a
problem, or there isn’t a problem. If
there is no problem, then the House is
right. Fund it with $100 million, which
is almost nothing. But if there is a
problem, obviously $100 million over 3
years will not solve that problem. The
Senate is more apt to be right at $1.3
billion for skilled nursing homes.

The House bill tries to salvage the
concept of putting caps on therapy
services, which is the wrong way to be
approaching and controlling the costs
in this area.

The Medicare relief package reported
by our Finance Committee—I give the
Finance Committee great credit and
Chairman BILL ROTH extraordinary
credit—includes other provisions: $1.8
billion for teaching hospitals, all hos-
pitals $2.5 billion more than today’s
plans, and for home health, $1.3 billion
to delay a 15-percent cut.

Many of us have looked at all of
these and think they are needed and
should be supported. But certainly to
go to conference and tragically leave
out of the package anything significant
for skilled nursing homes, I tell you
that we will rue the day. It will not be
6 months to a year when there will be
closings across this land, and we will
have sick senior citizens unattended in
nursing home after nursing home
across this country.

Even if the other provisions survive
the conference and the nursing provi-
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sions do not, let me repeat that I think
we will have failed the No. 1 problem in
the delivery system right now, espe-
cially for those who can do nothing for
themselves. They are the very sick sen-
iors in nursing homes.

I don’t know any other way than to
say that the Senate voted overwhelm-
ingly for these provisions. I hope that
means they will carry this message
into this conference and will insist
that the House concede when it comes
to skilled nursing home parts of this
bill and put substantially more into re-
imbursing provisions; that is, the two
that I have mentioned here today.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative assistant proceeded
to call the roll.

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

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

———

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE

At 11:54 a.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
Mr. Hanrahan, one of its reading
clerks, announced that the House
agrees to the report of the committee
of conference on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses on the amendments
of the House of Representatives to the
bill (S. 900) to enhance competition in
the financial services industry by pro-
viding a prudential framework for the
affiliation of banks, securities firms,
insurance companies, and other finan-
cial service providers, and for other
purposes.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

The message also announced that the
Speaker has signed the following en-
rolled bill:

H.R. 609. An act to amend the Export Apple
and Pear Act to limit the applicability of the
Act to apples.

The enrolled bill was signed subse-
quently by the President pro tempore
(Mr. BYRD).

At 2:50 p.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
one of its reading clerks, announced
that the House has passed the fol-
lowing bill, in which it requests the
concurrence of the Senate:

H.R. 3196. An act making appropriations
for foreign operations, export financing, and
related programs for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 2000, and for other purposes.

————

MEASURE PLACED ON THE
CALENDAR

The following joint resolution was
read the second time and placed on the
calendar:

S.J. Res. 37. Joint resolution urging the
President to negotiate a new base rights
agreement with the Government of Panama
in order for United States Armed Forces to
be stationed in Panama after December 31,
1999.
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The following bill was read twice and
placed on the calendar:

H.R. 3196. An act making appropriations
for foreign operations, export financing, and
related programs for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 2000, and for other purposes.

—————

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION
SIGNED

The following joint resolution, pre-
viously signed by the Speaker of the
House, was signed on today, November
5, 1999, by the President pro tempore
(Mr. THURMOND):

H.J. Res. 75. Joint resolution making fur-
ther continuing appropriations for the fiscal
year 2000, and for other purposes.

———

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER
COMMUNICATIONS

The following communications were
laid before the Senate, together with
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, which were referred as indi-
cated:

EC-6037. A communication from the Presi-
dent, Overseas Private Investment Corpora-
tion, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report
relative to its formal management control
review program for fiscal year 1999; to the
Committee on Governmental Affairs.

EC-6038. A communication from the Direc-
tor, U.S. Trade and Development Agency,
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report rel-
ative to its audit and internal management
activities for fiscal year 1999; to the Com-
mittee on Governmental Affairs.

EC-6039. A communication from the Office
of Independent Counsel, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a report relative to its audit and
investigative activities for fiscal year 1999;
to the Committee on Governmental Affairs.

EC-6040. A communication from the Office
of Independent Counsel, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a report relative to its audit and
investigative activities for fiscal year 1999;
to the Committee on Governmental Affairs.

EC-6041. A communication from the Direc-
tor, the Woodrow Wilson Center, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a report relative to its
audit and investigative activities for fiscal
year 1998; to the Committee on Govern-
mental Affairs.

EC-6042. A communication from the Chair-
man, Farm Credit System Insurance Cor-
poration, transmitting, pursuant to law, a
report relative the Federal Manager’s Finan-
cial Integrity Act and the Inspector General
Act Amendments of 1978 for fiscal year 1999;
to the Committee on Governmental Affairs.

EC-6043. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report
on D.C. Act 13-146, ‘‘Josephine Butler Parks
Center Property Tax Relief Act of 1999”; to
the Committee on Governmental Affairs.

EC-6044. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report
on D.C. Act 13-156, ‘‘Child Support and Wel-
fare Reform Compliance Temporary Amend-
ment Act of 1999”’; to the Committee on Gov-
ernmental Affairs.

EC-6045. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report
on D.C. Act 13-159, ‘“‘Motor Vehicle Excessive
Idling Exemption Temporary Amendment
Act of 1999’; to the Committee on Govern-
mental Affairs.

EC-6046. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report
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