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[Rollcall Vote No. 186 Leg.] 

YEAS—49

Abraham 
Allard 
Ashcroft 
Bennett 
Bond 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burns 
Byrd 
Campbell 
Chafee 
Cochran 
Collins 
Coverdell 
Craig 
Crapo 
DeWine 

Domenici 
Enzi 
Fitzgerald 
Frist 
Gramm 
Grams 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Hatch 
Helms 
Hutchison 
Kyl 
Lott 
Lugar 
McCain 
McConnell 

Nickles 
Roberts 
Roth 
Santorum 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Smith (OR) 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stevens 
Thomas 
Thompson 
Thurmond 
Voinovich 
Warner 

NAYS—39

Akaka 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Biden 
Bingaman 
Breaux 
Bryan 
Cleland 
Conrad 
Daschle 
Dodd 
Dorgan 
Durbin 

Feingold 
Feinstein 
Graham 
Harkin 
Hollings 
Inouye 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerrey 
Kerry 
Landrieu 
Leahy 
Levin 

Lincoln 
Mikulski 
Moynihan 
Murray 
Reed 
Reid 
Robb 
Rockefeller 
Sarbanes 
Schumer 
Smith (NH) 
Wellstone 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—12

Boxer 
Edwards 
Gorton 
Hutchinson 

Inhofe 
Jeffords 
Kohl 
Lautenberg 

Lieberman 
Mack 
Murkowski 
Torricelli

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 49, the nays are 39. 
Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn not having voted in the 
affirmative, the motion is rejected. 

f 

FOREIGN OPERATIONS, EXPORT 
FINANCING, AND RELATED PRO-
GRAMS APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 
2000—MOTION TO PROCEED 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, pursuant to Rule 
XXII, the Chair lays before the Senate 
the pending cloture motion, which the 
clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the motion to 
proceed to Calendar No. 159, S. 1234, the For-
eign Operations appropriations bill. 

Senators Trent Lott, Ted Stevens, Fred 
Thompson, Richard G. Lugar, Judd 
Gregg, Kay Bailey Hutchison, Thad 
Cochran, Mike DeWine, Conrad Burns, 
Pete Domenici, Christopher Bond, 
Slade Gorton, John Ashcroft, George V. 
Voinovich, Frank H. Murkowski, and 
Paul Coverdell. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the quorum call has 
been waived. 

VOTE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is, Is it the sense of the Sen-
ate that debate on the motion to pro-
ceed to S. 1234, the Foreign Operations 

appropriations bill, shall be brought to 
a close? 

The yeas and nays are required under 
the rule. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll.
Mr. NICKLES. I announce that the 

Senator from Washington (Mr. GOR-
TON), the Senator from Arkansas (Mr. 
HUTCHINSON), the Senator from Okla-
homa (Mr. INHOFE), the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. JEFFORDS), the Senator 
from Florida (Mr. MACK), and the Sen-
ator from Alaska (Mr. MURKOWSKI) are 
necessarily absent. 

Mr. REID. I announce that the Sen-
ator from California (Mrs. BOXER), the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. LAUTEN-
BERG), the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. LIEBERMAN), and the Senator from 
New Jersey (Mr. TORRICELLI) are nec-
essarily absent. 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 49, 
nays 41, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 187 Leg.] 
YEAS—49

Abraham 
Allard 
Ashcroft 
Bennett 
Bond 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burns 
Byrd 
Campbell 
Chafee 
Cochran 
Collins 
Coverdell 
Craig 
Crapo 
DeWine 

Domenici 
Enzi 
Fitzgerald 
Frist 
Gramm 
Grams 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Hatch 
Helms 
Hutchison 
Kyl 
Lott 
Lugar 
McCain 
McConnell 

Nickles 
Roberts 
Roth 
Santorum 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Smith (OR) 
Snowe 
Specter 
Stevens 
Thomas 
Thompson 
Thurmond 
Voinovich 
Warner 

NAYS—41

Akaka 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Biden 
Bingaman 
Breaux 
Bryan 
Cleland 
Conrad 
Daschle 
Dodd 
Dorgan 
Durbin 
Edwards 

Feingold 
Feinstein 
Graham 
Harkin 
Hollings 
Inouye 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerrey 
Kerry 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Leahy 
Levin 

Lincoln 
Mikulski 
Moynihan 
Murray 
Reed 
Reid 
Robb 
Rockefeller 
Sarbanes 
Schumer 
Smith (NH) 
Wellstone 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—10

Boxer 
Gorton 
Hutchinson 
Inhofe 

Jeffords 
Lautenberg 
Lieberman 
Mack 

Murkowski 
Torricelli 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote the yeas are 49, the nays are 41. 
Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn not having voted in the 
affirmative, the motion is rejected. 

The majority leader. 
Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, our effort 

with these cloture votes was to find a 
way to move the people’s business for-
ward. We had four cloture votes on four 
appropriations bills: one on the agri-
culture appropriations bill and three 
on motions to proceed to other bills—
Commerce-Justice-State transpor-
tation, and foreign operations appro-
priations. 

Obviously, these bills are ready to go. 
We should make every effort to con-
sider those and/or other bills. I under-

stand the District of Columbia appro-
priations bill is ready and perhaps 
Treasury-Postal Service. The Appro-
priations Committee is doing its work, 
and its work is stacking up now on our 
calendar. 

The business before us is exactly how 
to proceed with the cloture motion 
filed on the Kennedy bill, which was of-
fered as a second-degree amendment to 
the Feinstein amendment. I had sug-
gested we would be willing to do it in 
the stacked sequence today, but I did 
not ask consent for that. We need to 
find some way to move forward on that 
cloture vote. 

Rather than waiting until Wednes-
day, I want us to find a way to have 
that vote so we can move on to what is 
to be the outcome of that and whatever 
follows next. 

f 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 
Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the cloture vote 
occur on the Kennedy health care bill 
at 12:15 p.m. on Tuesday and the man-
datory quorum under rule XXII be 
waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, I ob-
ject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the cloture vote on 
the Kennedy health care bill occur at 
2:15 p.m. on Tuesday and the manda-
tory quorum under rule XXII be 
waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, I ob-
ject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, there is 
one other option. If we do not get an 
agreement to handle it sometime to-
morrow, we will, of course, handle it in 
the regular order on Wednesday, either 
1 hour after we come in or sometime 
which the leaders will discuss. I have 
one more request. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that there be 1 hour of debate on 
the pending amendment to be equally 
divided in the usual form and the vote 
occur on, or in relation to, the amend-
ment at 11 a.m. on Tuesday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, will 
the majority leader be prepared to 
waive points of order on that par-
ticular amendment? 

Mr. LOTT. I do not believe I am able 
to do that, although I do not know of 
any reason that would be used. 

But I think at this point I would not 
be inclined to waive a point of order. 

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, until 
we have been able to clarify that, I will 
have to object. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I yield the 

floor. 
Mr. DASCHLE addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Democratic leader. 
Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, let me 

explain briefly our situation. 
Early this year, the majority leader 

stated we would take up the Patients’ 
Bill of Rights in June. We applauded 
that commitment. That is really what 
this fight is all about—maintaining the 
commitment that was made earlier. 

Democrats have been saying we will 
do everything humanly possible to en-
sure that the Senate engages in a full, 
meaningful debate on the central 
issues of managed care reform: 

Whether doctors or HMO bureaucrats 
determine what tests or treatments are 
medically necessary; 

Whether you or your child can see a 
qualified specialist; 

Whether patients have access to a 
timely, independent, external review to 
appeal HMO decisions to deny care; 

Whether HMOs should be held ac-
countable for medical decisions to deny 
or delay care that injure or even kill 
patients; 

Whether an HMO bureaucrat, or your 
doctor, decides what prescription drugs 
you need; 

Whether you or your family member 
can participate in a clinical trial for a 
potentially life-saving new treatment; 

Whether all privately insured Ameri-
cans deserve protection. 

The list goes on and on. Those are 
some of the issues, some of the ques-
tions. 

We have tried to reach an agreement 
with the majority to call up the bill 
separately. All we have asked is that 
we be guaranteed votes on those cen-
tral issues. So far, the majority has re-
fused. 

What we have done in the last few 
days is what we vowed we would have 
to do: We are offering our proposal as 
amendments on the floor, as is our 
right under the Senate rules. 

In my view, it is also our obligation 
to bring to the floor of the Senate the 
issues that matter most to the Amer-
ican people. 

While some have suggested there 
isn’t time for this debate, others have 
stated quite clearly their real reason 
for refusing: They do not want to vote 
on these issues. 

Why don’t they want to cast these 
votes? Because they are, frankly, on 
the wrong side of the issues. They do 
not want to have to defend their posi-
tion. 

They said they want to get beyond 
the Feinstein amendment. They can. 
All they have to do is vote on it. The 
majority wants to accuse us of holding 
up the Senate, but nothing is stopping 
any member of the majority from mov-
ing to table the Feinstein amendment. 

They can do that tonight. We could 
have our vote and move on to another 
amendment. That is all that is re-
quired: Table the Feinstein amendment 
if you do not like it. 

But the majority appears not to want 
to table the amendment. They appear 
to be afraid to have that vote, afraid to 
let doctors make medical decisions, 
afraid to admit they are blocking that 
patient protection. I have never seen 
anything like the bob-and-weave tac-
tics that have been employed to date to 
avoid this vote. 

So what are they afraid of? What is 
wrong with doctors making medical de-
cisions? I believe this is gamesmanship 
at its worst. 

Last week we heard several Repub-
lican Senators talk about how good 
their Patients’ Bill of Rights is. Then 
they voted to strip it from the floor. 

Now they are offering the Demo-
cratic bill—which they tabled just last 
week so they could avoid an up-or-
down vote on the Feinstein amend-
ment—so they can avoid a vote on 
whether or not to let doctors and other 
health care professionals determine 
what is medically necessary. 

Every day the majority makes these 
decisions, every day they avoid these 
tough votes, someone’s child, some-
one’s parent, someone’s spouse is being 
denied medical care prescribed by a 
doctor because an insurance company 
accountant is saying it isn’t really nec-
essary or that it costs too much. 

Let me make one thing very clear. 
This dispute isn’t about the Senate’s 
time. In the time the majority has 
spent avoiding a single vote on medical 
necessity, we could have considered the 
entire Patients’ Bill of Rights amend-
ments. They have turned down every 
offer we have made to address this 
issue in an efficient manner. This dis-
pute isn’t about time, it is about ac-
tual votes on actual rights. We insist 
on having them—both the votes and 
the rights. Apparently our colleagues 
on the other side of the aisle want nei-
ther. 

Up-or-down votes—isn’t that what 
the Senate is here to do, to vote on the 
issues that matter the most? If and 
when the majority is willing to vote on 
these issues, the Senate can move on. 
But it is our belief that the Senate 
should not move on until it has dealt 
properly with one of the most impor-
tant issues facing virtually every 
American—their health care. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. ASHCROFT addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Missouri. 
f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. ASHCROFT. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
now proceed to a period of morning 
business with Senators permitted to 
speak for up to 10 minutes each. 

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

f 

SERVICE-LEARNING GOES NA-
TIONAL—LEADING SCHOOLS ARE 
ANNOUNCED 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, the 
Corporation for National Service re-
cently announced the first winners of 
the National Service-Learning Leader 
Schools program, a Presidential initia-
tive to recognize outstanding schools 
for their achievements in the field of 
service-learning. 

Learn and Serve America, one of the 
three national service programs of the 
Corporation for National Service, is 
sponsoring the Leader Schools initia-
tive. In this, its pilot year, the pro-
gram is honoring 70 high schools in 41 
states and the District of Columbia for 
thoughtfully and effectively inte-
grating community service into the 
lives of students. The goals of the pro-
gram are to promote civic responsi-
bility, improve school and student per-
formance, and strengthen local com-
munities. 

Four schools from Massachusetts—
Drury High School in North Adams, 
Hudson High School, Phillips Academy, 
and Sharon High School have been 
leaders in our state on service-learn-
ing, and were honored by this designa-
tion. I commend them for the impor-
tant work that they have accomplished 
in making community service an inte-
gral part of school life. These schools 
are impressive models for Massachu-
setts and for the nation. 

The Leader Schools program is not 
simply an awards program. The schools 
being honored today are also making a 
two year commitment to help other 
schools include service-learning in 
their curriculum. 

In May 1996, President Clinton an-
nounced his intention to identify and 
honor the schools that have done the 
best job of encouraging, organizing, 
and leading the service-learning move-
ment. He said, ‘‘We should make serv-
ice to the community a part of every 
high school in America and a part of 
the life of every dedicated citizen in 
the United States. 

Many of us have seen local service-
learning programs in action and the in-
spiring way that students of all ages 
respond and work together to improve 
their communities. 

The Corporation for National Service 
also administers AmeriCorps, the do-
mestic Peace Corps that is engaging 
over 40,000 Americans in intensive, 
service activities. In addition, it ad-
ministers the National Senior Service 
Corps, which is involving nearly half a 
million Americans age fifty-five and 
older to share their time and talents to 
help solve local problems. These three 
outstanding programs are all achieving 

VerDate jul 14 2003 15:00 Oct 04, 2004 Jkt 069102 PO 00000 Frm 00028 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR99\S28JN9.000 S28JN9


		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-07-05T13:41:06-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




