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This scene is repeated over and over
and over, all over eastern North Caro-
lina. We are told the best estimates
are, at this point, that there is some-
where between $800 million and $1 bil-
lion in agricultural losses in North
Carolina. Obviously, the money in this
bill is not going to be adequate since it
is for the entire country. It is not
going to be adequate to deal with the
loss in North Carolina alone which ap-
proaches $1 billion. We are going to
have to do more.

I want the people of North Carolina,
and particularly our farmers in North
Carolina, to know that we fully recog-
nize they need help. They need help
quickly. They do not need loans. They
were already up to their necks in debt
and up to their necks in loans before
the hurricane hit. They need help.
They need direct disaster relief, and
they need it immediately.

I point out, both for my farmers in
North Carolina and to my colleagues,
that the money that was recently put
in the VA-HUD conference report, the
approximately $2.48 billion for FEMA,
will not help with the farming problem
in North Carolina because that money
is not designated and indeed cannot be
used specifically for agriculture.

We are going to have to have some
direct appropriation through some ve-
hicle in this Congress—this session—to
help our farmers because if we do not
they are going out of business. They
are the heart and soul of North Caro-
lina and to our economy in North Caro-
lina, and particularly to our rural
economy in North Carolina. We have to
be there for them. They have been
there for us. We have to step to the
plate and provide them with the sup-
port they need.

Finally, I express my disappointment
with the lack of any dairy legislation
in this conference report.

I supported dairy legislation. I con-
tinue to support it. We recognize the
plight of dairy farmers in North Caro-
lina. We understand the difficulties and
problems they have. We will continue
to search and aggressively pursue ways
to solve the problems with which they
are confronted.

Again, I thank the distinguished
managers of this measure.

I yield the floor.

Mr. COCHRAN addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Mississippi.

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, may I
inquire how much time remains for de-
bate on the conference report under the
order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ten min-
utes 53 seconds remain. All time is ma-
jority time.

Mr. COCHRAN. The Democrats have
used all time allocated to them.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time
has expired on their side.

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, I will
yield back time if no other Senator
seeks recognition because I don’t need
to talk anymore.

I have talked enough about the bill,
trying to explain that we have at-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

tempted to identify not only the emer-
gency needs that exist by reason of the
collapse of prices for commodities for
agricultural producers but also the dis-
aster assistance that is needed now to
compensate those who have suffered
drought-related and other weather-re-
lated disasters on the farm.

We have in the conference report a
statement by managers indicating that
we realize it may be difficult or impos-
sible to ascertain the exact dollar
amount of losses attributable to dis-
aster during this crop year. For that
reason, we call upon the Department of
Agriculture, the Secretary, to monitor
the situation and submit to the Con-
gress, if it is justified, a supplemental
budget request for any additional
funds.

We are confident the Senate and the
House, as well, will carefully consider
any supplemental request for such
funds. We think this is a generous re-
sponse to the needs in agriculture, but
we know it is not enough to satisfy
every single need of every individual in
agriculture. I don’t know that anybody
could design a program that would do
that. I don’t recall there ever being a
more generous disaster assistance pro-
gram approved by this Congress than
this one—$8.7 billion in emergency as-
sistance. We hope that will be helpful.
That is only a part of this legislation,
however.

There is $60 billion of funding for all
the fiscal year 2000 programs that will
be administered by the Department of
Agriculture and also funds for the oper-
ation of the Food and Drug Adminis-
tration and the Commodity Futures
Trading Commission. This bill is with-
in its allocation under the Budget Act.
It is consistent with the budget resolu-
tion adopted by this Congress. We are
hopeful the Senate will express its sup-
port by voting overwhelmingly for the
conference report.

I am aware of no other Senator who
has requested time to speak on the bill.
I know we have b minutes remaining on
the bill. To await the arrival of any
Senator who does want to speak, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative assistant proceeded
to call the roll.

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

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

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, all
time has been used on the conference
report on the Agriculture appropria-
tions bill?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is correct.

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, I ask
for the yeas and nays on the conference
report.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The yeas and nays were ordered.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the con-
ference report. The yeas and nays have
been ordered. The clerk will call the
roll.

The legislative assistant called the
roll.

The result was announced—yeas 74,
nays 26, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 323 Leg.]

YEAS—T74
Abraham Domenici Kohl
Akaka Dorgan Landrieu
Allard Durbin Levin
Ashcroft Edwards Lincoln
Baucus Enzi Lott
Bayh Feinstein Lugar
Bennett Fitzgerald Mack
Bingaman Frist McConnell
Bond Gorton Murkowski
Boxer Gramm
Breaux Grams g&;&ray
Brownback Grassley Robb
Bryan Hagel Roberts
Bunning Harkin
Burns Hatch Rockefeller
Byrd Helms Sessions
Campbell Hollings She.lby
Cleland Hutchinson Smith (OR)
Cochran Hutchison Stevens
Conrad Inhofe Thomas
Coverdell Inouye Thompson
Craig Johnson Thurmond
Crapo Kennedy Warner
Daschle Kerrey Wellstone
DeWine Kerry Wyden

NAYS—26
Biden Lautenberg Santorum
Chafee Leahy Sarbanes
Collins Lieberman Schumer
Dodd McCain Smith (NH)
Feingold Mikulski Snowe
Graham Moynihan Specter
Grrfefggd Nic]((iles Torricelli
Jeffords Ree : :
Kyl Roth Voinovich

The conference report was agreed to.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I move to
reconsider the vote.

Mr. COVERDELL. I move to lay that
motion on the table.

The motion to lay on the table was
agreed to.

Mr. LOTT addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

——————

COMPREHENSIVE NUCLEAR TEST-
BAN TREATY

MOTION TO RESUME EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I now move
that the Senate resume executive ses-
sion in order to resume consideration
of the Comprehensive Nuclear Test-Ban
Treaty as provided in the previous
unanimous consent, and I ask for the
yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, the Sen-
ate is not in order.

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent both leaders be al-
lowed to use leader time prior to the
time we have this vote.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. LOTT. I object at this time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.
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Mr. BYRD addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from West Virginia.

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent to speak for 15 minutes
prior to the vote.

Mr. LOTT. Reserving the right to ob-
ject, Mr. President, I note we do have
some approximately 3 hours of time re-
maining on the treaty itself. We intend
to yield back 54 minutes of our time so
there will be an exact equal amount of
time available to both sides. I believe
that would be the appropriate time to
have debate on this treaty, on its mer-
its or on how to proceed.

Therefore, with great
would object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

The question is on agreeing to the
motion. The yeas and nays have been
ordered. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

The result was announced—yeas 55,
nays 45, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 324 Leg.]

respect, I

YEAS—55
Abraham Frist Murkowski
Allard Gorton Nickles
Ashcroft Gramm Roberts
Bennett Grams Roth
Bond Grassley Santorum
Brownback Gregg Sessions
Bunning Hagel Shelby
Burns Hatch Smith (NH)
Campbell Helms Smith (OR)
Chafee Hutchinson Snowe
Cochran Hutchison
Collins Inhofe Specter
Coverdell Jetfords Stevens
Craig Kyl Thomas
Crapo Lott Thompson
DeWine Lugar Thurmond
Domenici Mack Voinovich
Enzi McCain Warner
Fitzgerald McConnell

NAYS—45
Akaka Edwards Levin
Baucus Feingold Lieberman
Bayh Feinstein Lincoln
Biden Graham Mikulski
Bingaman Harkin Moynihan
Boxer Hollings Murray
Breaux Inouye Reed
Bryan Johnson Reid
Byrd Kennedy Robb
Cleland Kerrey Rockefeller
Conrad Kerry Sarbanes
Daschle Kohl Schumer
Dodd Landrieu Torricelli
Dorgan Lautenberg Wellstone
Durbin Leahy Wyden

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I move to
reconsider the vote.

Mr. ASHCROFT. I move to lay that
motion on the table.

The motion to lay on the table was
agreed to.

——

EXECUTIVE SESSION

COMPREHENSIVE NUCLEAR TEST-
BAN TREATY—Resumed

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I yield
back all time under our control with
the exception of 54 minutes, which
would then put both sides with an
equal amount of time.

I yield the floor.

Mr. BYRD addressed the Chair.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SES-
SIONS). The Senator from West Vir-
ginia.

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, may I have
the attention of the majority leader.

Mr. President, may we have order in
the Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from West Virginia.

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I say what
I am about to say without rancor. I
hope I can.

I have been in this body now 41 years
at the end of this year. I was majority
leader for 4 years, then minority leader
for 6 years, and then majority leader
for 2 more years.

Mr. President, as majority leader,
and as minority leader, I never once
objected to a Senator’s request to
speak for a few minutes—15 minutes in
my case today—nor do I ever expect to
object to another Senator’s request to
speak. My request was for only a short
amount of time. The distinguished ma-
jority leader objected. He has a perfect
right to object. I don’t question his
right to object. But, Mr. President, I
think we have come to a very poor pass
in this Senate when Senators can’t
stand to hear a Senator speak for 15
minutes. Our forefathers died for the
right of freedom of speech. I may not
agree with what another Senator says,
but, as someone else has said, I will de-
fend to the death his right to say it.

Mr. Leader, I very much regret that
you objected to my request to speak
for 15 minutes. I don’t get in your way
in the Senate often.

Mr. President, I want to adhere to
the rules. I don’t get in the distin-
guished majority leader’s way very
often. He doesn’t find me objecting to
his requests. I know he has great re-
sponsibilities as the majority leader of
the Senate. He has a heavy burden.
Having borne that burden, having
borne those responsibilities, I try to
act as I should act in my place and let
the two leaders run the Senate. I don’t
cause the majority leader much trouble
here. He will have to say that. He will
have to admit that. I don’t get in his
hair. I don’t cause him problems. But,
Mr. President, when a Senator, the sen-
ior Senator of the minority asks to
speak for 15 minutes, I think it has to
be offensive, not only to this Senator
but to other Senators.

I would never object, Mr. Majority
Leader, to a request from your side.
Suppose STROM THURMOND had stood to
his feet. He is the senior Member of
this body. I think there has to be some
comity. I think it comes with poor
grace to object to a senior Member of
the Senate who wishes to speak before
a critical vote.

Now, the majority leader said in his
opinion, or something to that effect,
that I could speak after the motion had
been decided upon, and there would be
time allowed under the order, and
there would be time then to make a
speech. That was his opinion.

In this Senator’s opinion, this Sen-
ator felt that it was important for this
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Senator to speak at that time. Not
that I would have changed any votes,
but I think I had the right to speak.
What is the majority leader afraid of?
What is the majority leader afraid of?

Mr. LOTT. Will the Senator yield?

Mr. BYRD. I will yield in a moment.
I will accord the Senator that cour-
tesy.

Mr. President, what is the majority
leader afraid of? Is he afraid to hear an
expression of opinion that may differ
from his? As majority leader, I never
did that. When I was majority leader, I
sought to protect the rights of the mi-
nority. That is one of the great func-
tions of this Senate, one of its reasons
for being. I would defend to the death
the right of any Senator in this body to
speak. Fifteen minutes? Consider the
time we have spent. We haven’t spent a
great deal of time on this treaty. I re-
gret very much the majority leader
saw fit to object to my request to
speak.

Now, I am glad to yield to the distin-
guished majority leader. Mr. President,
I ask that my rights to the floor be
protected. I am not yielding the floor
now.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield to me to respond?

Mr. BYRD. Yes.

Mr. LOTT. Let me begin by saying
the same thing Senator BYRD said at
the beginning of his remarks. I respond
without any sense of rancor. I know
that sometimes in the Senate we get
very intent and very passionate about
issues. I know this issue is one we all
are very concerned about, and passions
do run high, as they should, because we
have very strongly held opinions.
Thank goodness, though, we still are
able to do as we did last night, retire to
another building and enjoy each oth-
er’s friendship and company, and then
we return to the issues at hand. We de-
bate them mightily, with due respect
and without rancor.

As far as the amount of time that has
been spent on debate on this treaty, I
went back and checked recent treaties.
In fact, the only one that took as much
time on the floor of the Senate as this
treaty in recent history was the chem-
ical weapons treaty, in which, I remind
the Senator, I was also involved. Usu-
ally treaties are debated a day or two,
6 hours or 12 hours. I think this one is
going to wind up being about 15 or 16
hours. I think we have had time to
have the debate that was necessary on
this issue. After all, it has been pend-
ing in various ways for at least 2 years,
and the treaty was actually signed, I
think, way back in 1995, if I recall cor-
rectly.

I understand what Senator BYRD is
saying. I, too, have been around awhile.
I know only Senator THURMOND can
match your record. But I have been in
Congress 27 years myself. I served in
the House 16 years, where I was chair-
man of the Research Committee. I
served 8 years as the whip of my party
in the House. I have been in the Senate
since 1989, where I served as secretary
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