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

——————

RECESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the hour of 12:30
having arrived, the Senate will now
stand in recess until 2:15 p.m.

Thereupon, at 12:32 p.m., the Senate
recessed until 2:16 p.m.; whereupon, the
Senate reassembled when called to
order by the Presiding Officer (Mr.
INHOFE).

————

NUCLEAR WASTE POLICY AMEND-
MENTS ACT OF 1999—Continued

CLOTURE MOTION
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Chair lays be-
fore the Senate the pending cloture
motion, which the clerk will state.

The assistant legislative clerk read

as follows:
CLOTURE MOTION

We the undersigned Senators, in ac-
cordance with the provisions of rule
XXII of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, do hereby move to bring to a close
debate on the pending amendment to S.
1287, the Nuclear Waste Policy Amend-
ments Act of 1999:

Trent Lott, Frank H. Murkowski, Slade
Gorton, Don Nickles, Tim Hutchinson,
Conrad Burns, Michael Crapo, Phil
Gramm, Thad Cochran, Richard Shel-
by, Larry E. Craig, Jim Bunning, Judd
Gregg, Charles Grassley, Wayne Allard,
and Bob Smith of New Hampshire.

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

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on substitute
amendment No. 2808 to S. 1287, a bill to
provide for the storage of spent nuclear
fuel pending completion of the nuclear
waste repository, and for other pur-
poses, shall be brought to a close?

The yeas and nays are required under
the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk called
the roll.

Mr. NICKLES. I announce that the
Senator from Arizona (Mr. McCCAIN) is
necessarily absent.

Mr. REID. I announce that the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts (Mr. KEN-
NEDY) and the Senator from Nebraska
(Mr. KERREY) are necessarily absent.

I further announce that, if present
and voting, the Senator from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. KENNEDY) would vote
A:aye'aa

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote?

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 94,
nays 3, as follows:
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YEAS—9%4

Abraham Feingold Mack
Akaka Feinstein McConnell
Allard Fitzgerald Mikulski
Ashcroft Frist Moynihan
Baucus Gorton Murkowski
Bayh Graham Murray
Bennett Gramm Nickles
Biden Grams Reed
Bingaman Grassley Robb
Bond Gregg Roberts
Breaux Hagel Rockefeller
Brownback Harkin
Bunning Hatch Roth
Burns Helms Santorum
Byrd Hollings Sarbanes
Campbell Hutchinson Schumer
Chafee, L. Hutchison Sessions
Cleland Inhofe Shelby
Cochran Inouye Smith (NH)
Collins Jeffords Smith (OR)
Conrad Johnson Snowe
Coverdell Kerry Specter
Craig Kohl Stevens
Crapo Kyl Thomas
Daschle Landrieu Thompson
DeWine Lautenberg
Dodd Leahy %hﬁlr.m"ﬁl.d
Domenici Levin 01'rlce. !

N Voinovich
Dorgan Lieberman Warner
Durbin Lincoln
Edwards Lott Wellstone
Enzi Lugar Wyden

NAYS—3
Boxer Bryan Reid
NOT VOTING—3

Kennedy Kerrey McCain

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 94, the nays are 3.
Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn having voted in the af-
firmative, the motion is agreed to.

The Senator from Alaska.

Mr. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I
believe the Senator from Arkansas is
going to request unanimous consent
there be a few minutes in morning
business so he can introduce a bill. I
will be happy to accommodate him if
there is no objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arkansas.

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent to speak for up
to 10 minutes as in morning business.

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

Mr. HUTCHINSON. I thank the
Chair.

(The remarks of Mr. HUTCHINSON per-
taining to the introduction of S. 2039
are located in today’s RECORD under
“Statements on Introduced Bills and
Joint Resolutions.’’)

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
SANTORUM). The Senator from Alaska.

Mr. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, it
is my intention to continue the debate
on the manager’s amendment to S.
1287, the Nuclear Policy Act Amend-
ments of 1999. It is appropriate to high-
light a couple more charts before I ex-
plain what this manager’s substitute
does.

I will reiterate the purpose of ad-
dressing the responsibility we have as
the Senate to resolve what we are
going to do to dispose of this high-level
waste in conformance with the con-
tractual commitment that the Depart-
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ment of Energy and the Federal Gov-
ernment entered into to take the waste
beginning in January of 1998.

As I indicated earlier today, the Fed-
eral Government is derelict in not
meeting its fiduciary responsibility. It
is appropriate to point out that the
ratepayers in this country have paid
$15 billion to the Federal Government
to take that waste beginning in 1998.
Damages for nonperformance to the
contractual commitment by the power
industry in this country against the
Federal Government suggests the li-
ability is somewhere between $40 bil-
lion and $80 billion. The longer this
body delays in addressing its responsi-
bility of disposal of this waste, the
greater the obligation to the American
taxpayer, which currently is estimated
to be about $1,400 per family.

As a consequence, we have the re-
sponsibility, in a bipartisan manner, to
come together and resolve the obliga-
tion we were elected to address, and
that is to meet contractual commit-
ments, honor the sanctity of the con-
tract, and resolve the waste problem
and not allow the nuclear industry to,
basically, choke on its own waste.

There are a couple of charts with
which I want to proceed. First of all, I
want to identify, again, the locations
of the waste for those who may have
missed it earlier. Around this country,
there are approximately 80 sites. One
can see the sites on the map: the com-
mercial reactors, the shut down reac-
tors with spent fuel onsite; and they
will not be removed unless we proceed
with this legislation to address one site
at Yucca Mountain in Nevada for a per-
manent repository. It also includes the
commercial spent nuclear fuel storage,
the non-DOE research reactor, the
naval reactors, and the DOE-owned
spent nuclear fuel. My point is simply
to show we have 80 sites in 40 States. It
is an obligation we have to universally
address this with appropriate resolve.

The next chart shows radiation expo-
sure. This is very important and very
germane to the debate because we are
all concerned about the manner in
which the radiation exposure will be
addressed and by what agency.

I am not here to promulgate who has
the best science, but I think it is fair
to say this issue deserves the very best
science. Traditionally, the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission addresses li-
censing, examination, and conformance
of nuclear plants. They are pretty good
at it. They probably have more Ph.D.s
than any other agency dealing with nu-
clear radiation.

However, the National Academy of
Sciences also has a great deal of exper-
tise, and we are suggesting that their
scientific contribution be part of a de-
termination on setting a radiation
level that will conform to, as well as
achieve, our objective, and that is to
put the waste in a permanent reposi-
tory at Yucca Mountain.
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