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out of our atmosphere, which my friend 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, who has done such a 
good job on this issue, tells me is 80 
times as poisonous as CO2. Without 
this safeguard, Big Oil and Gas can 
waste as much natural gas as they like 
and then pass the cost on to con-
sumers. 

Why are Republicans doing this? 
Well, it is simple. They are putting the 
needs of Big Oil and Gas companies 
over the needs of the American people, 
over the health of the American people 
and the health of our environment, our 
climate, our globe. And the con-
sequences for the American people, for 
their health and their energy bills, are 
going to be very harmful. 

I urge my colleagues to think care-
fully, one last time, before voting to 
overturn it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, all time has ex-
pired. 

The clerk will read the title of the 
joint resolution for the third time. 

The joint resolution was ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading and 
was read the third time. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL 
DISAPPROVAL UNDER CHAPTER 
8 OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES 
CODE, OF THE RULE SUBMITTED 
BY THE ENVIRONMENTAL PRO-
TECTION AGENCY RELATING TO 
‘‘WASTE EMISSIONS CHARGE 
FOR PETROLEUM AND NATURAL 
GAS SYSTEMS: PROCEDURES 
FOR FACILITATING COMPLIANCE, 
INCLUDING NETTING AND EX-
EMPTIONS’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to the Congressional Review Act, the 
clerk will report H.J. Res. 35 by title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A joint resolution (H.J. Res. 35) providing 
for congressional disapproval under chapter 8 
of title 5, United States Code, of the rule 
submitted by the Environmental Protection 
Agency relating to ‘‘Waste Emissions Charge 
for Petroleum and Natural Gas Systems: 
Procedures for Facilitating Compliance, In-
cluding Netting and Exemptions’’. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the title of the joint 
resolution for the third time. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a 
third reading and was read the third 
time. 

VOTE ON H.J. RES. 35 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint 

resolution having been read the third 
time, the question is, Shall the joint 
resolution pass? 

Mr. TILLIS. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-

ator is necessarily absent: the Senator 
from North Dakota (Mr. CRAMER). 

The result was announced—yeas 52, 
nays 47, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 97 Leg.] 

YEAS—52 

Banks 
Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Britt 
Budd 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Curtis 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 
Graham 

Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Husted 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Justice 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
McCormick 
Moody 
Moran 
Moreno 

Mullin 
Murkowski 
Paul 
Ricketts 
Risch 
Rounds 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Sheehy 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—47 

Alsobrooks 
Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt Rochester 
Booker 
Cantwell 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Fetterman 
Gallego 
Gillibrand 
Hassan 
Heinrich 

Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
Kim 
King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Markey 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 
Reed 

Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schiff 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Slotkin 
Smith 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Welch 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—1 

Cramer 

The joint resolution (H.J. Res. 35) 
was passed. 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to resume 
consideration of the following nomina-
tion, which the clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read the nomination of Linda McMa-
hon, of Connecticut, to be Secretary of 
Education. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 770 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I 
speak with senior citizens all over 
Vermont and, in fact, in many parts of 
the country. Just last night, we held a 
telephone townhall in Vermont, and in 
our small State, 34,000 people were on 
the line. I think the reason for that is 
there is a great deal of anxiety among 
people in general and seniors in par-
ticular regarding the Republican budg-
et proposal that was passed the other 
day in the House. Seniors and Ameri-
cans all over this country have reason 
to be concerned. 

At a time of massive income and 
wealth inequality, the Republican 
budget would give over $1 trillion in 
tax breaks to the top 1 percent—that is 
billionaires and the wealthiest people 
in our country. In Vermont and all 
over this country, seniors are asking: 
Well, how are they going to pay for 

that trillion-dollar gift to the 1 per-
cent? The answer is not complicated. 
They have made it clear. Republicans 
will be making massive cuts in 
healthcare, nutrition assistance, af-
fordable housing, and education. These 
are precisely the programs that work-
ing families and kids and the elderly 
and the sick and the poor most depend 
upon. The Republican budget would cut 
Medicaid by $880 billion. The Center on 
Budget and Policy Priorities has esti-
mated that if these cuts are imple-
mented, up to 36 million Americans, in-
cluding millions of children, would 
have their health insurance taken 
away from them. 

Let’s be clear. When we have Repub-
licans in the House passing a budget to 
make massive cuts to Medicaid, we are 
not just talking about throwing mil-
lions of kids off of the healthcare they 
need; we are also talking about mas-
sive cuts to community health centers, 
where some 32 million Americans re-
ceive the primary healthcare they need 
and where community health centers 
receive 43 percent of their funding from 
Medicaid. So a massive cut to Medicaid 
is a cut to community health centers 
and is a cut to the services that 32 mil-
lion Americans receive, including 
many, many seniors. 

At a time when we have a major cri-
sis in nursing home availability in 
Vermont and all over this country, let 
us understand that Medicaid provides 
for two out of every three seniors who 
live in nursing homes. A massive cut to 
Medicaid is a massive cut to nursing 
homes and the people who utilize those 
homes. How many seniors would be 
thrown out of nursing homes if the Re-
publicans cut Medicaid by $880 billion? 
Nobody knows, but it would be a dis-
aster for working families and their 
parents. That is for sure. 

But it is not just Medicaid cuts that 
seniors are worried about. Today, near-
ly 22 percent of people over 65 years of 
age are trying to survive on an income 
of less than $15,000 a year. That is an 
unbelievable and horrific reality. Imag-
ine anyone in America, in any part of 
this country—let alone a senior cit-
izen—trying to survive on $15,000 a year 
or less. I don’t know how anybody can 
possibly do that, especially seniors who 
have healthcare needs and need pre-
scription drugs and who need to heat 
their homes more than the general 
public. And it is not just seniors trying 
to get by on $15,000; half of our Nation’s 
seniors are trying to get by on less 
than $30,000 a year. 

The bottom line is that in the richest 
country in the history of the world, 
you have millions and millions of sen-
iors today—people who helped build 
this country, people who raised us— 
who are barely getting by in the year 
2025. 

According to the Organization for 
Economic Cooperation and Develop-
ment, the OECD, the United States 
now has the dubious distinction of not 
only having one of the highest rates of 
childhood poverty in the industrialized 
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