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field Defense Department hospital to
care for any of our health care workers
who become ill. Also contributing to
our national reaction to this epidemic
is the U.S. Agency for International
Development.

The CDC has deployed personnel to
Africa, and the National Institute of
Health is developing an investigational
Ebola vaccine. CDC is also working
with Customs and Border Patrol to
identify travelers showing any signs of
infectious disease.

I support these efforts to contain the
Ebola epidemic and know we will mon-
itor this humanitarian crisis in the
weeks ahead.

————
MORNING BUSINESS

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
Senate will be in a period of morning
business until 12:30 p.m., with Senators
permitted to speak therein for up to 10
minutes each.

The Senator from Tennessee.

——
EBOLA EPIDEMIC

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, be-
fore discussing the legislation involv-
ing the National Labor Relations
Board which the Republican leader
mentioned, I wish to align myself with
his comments on the Ebola epidemic.
In my view, he is right to support the
President’s effort for a more urgent re-
sponse to this epidemic.

I am not given to making overstate-
ments—I think that would be a fair
reputation in this body—but I believe
we should treat the Ebola epidemic as
seriously as we treat the danger of
ISIS. Why would I say that? Because
the head of the Centers for Disease
Control and our United Nations Am-
bassador, who is working with other
countries to get them involved, say
this: This is one of the most deadly, ex-
plosive epidemics in modern times. It
moves rapidly. There is no vaccine, and
there is no cure. One sick person can
fairly quickly infect 20 other persons
within a family in these West African
countries where it is now a problem.
One can see how quickly this could
spread and become hundreds of thou-
sands of cases or even millions of cases.

This is a case where Samantha Power
said to me: We should be running to-
ward burning flames with our fireproof
suits on. In other words, we know how
to control it. We know how to identify
sick people and isolate them and treat
them. Even though half of them die, we
know how to do that. But the rate of
growth of this epidemic is so rapid that
we need to have a response that is as
urgent as the problem.

I congratulate the Republican leader
for supporting the President’s effort
today to call attention to this. So
much is happening in the world, and
there is a possibility that we would
treat the Ebola epidemic as an impor-
tant issue but not a major issue. As I
said, I believe we must take the deadly,
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dangerous threat of Ebola as seriously
as we take the threat of ISIS.

I support the administration’s rec-
ommendation to spend $30 million in
the continuing resolution to upgrade
the public health efforts there. I sup-
port the reprogramming of $5600 million
to involve the military in a way to deal
with this. I support the effort to spend
$568 million, which would be to fast
track efforts to develop a treatment
and cure, as well as vaccines to prevent
it.

NLRB REFORM

Mr. President, the Republican leader
spoke about legislation he and I are in-
troducing today which we call the Na-
tional Labor Relations Board Reform
Act.

(The remarks of Senator ALEXANDER
pertaining to the introduction of S.
2814 are printed in today’s RECORD
under ‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills
and Joint Resolutions.””)

Mr. ALEXANDER. I thank the Chair.
I yield the floor.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Illinois.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I have
great respect for the Senator from Ten-
nessee, having worked together on
many issues, as politicians often throw
those words around. He is a good per-
son, a good Senator. I enjoy working
with him. I do have to take exception
to one thing, though.

————

EQUAL PAY

Mr. DURBIN. Yesterday we had a
vote on a labor issue. This was a vote
as to whether men and women in the
workplace working the same jobs get
the same pay. Most people would say:
Well, isn’t that the law already? Yes.

Unfortunately, the law as written in
1963 with the Equal Pay Act isn’t work-
ing very well. In a lot of workplaces
women are paid less. In the State of I1-
linois, it is about 75 cents for every dol-
lar paid to a man for most women un-
less you happen to be an African man
and then it is 656 cents, or Hispanic, it
is 65 cents. The actual working rela-
tionships in many businesses discrimi-
nate against women.

We offered a bill yesterday to the
Equal Pay Act brought to the floor by
Senator MIKULSKI of Maryland and
Senator BOXER of California. We asked
if we could now revisit the Equal Pay
Act to make sure it is enforceable and
that it works so that literally if my
son or my daughter ended up with the
same job and the same workplace and
the same work record, they would get
the same pay. Not a radical idea by any
measure. That was what we brought up
for a vote yesterday.

I took a look at the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD to refresh my memory and
talked with the staff. Not one Repub-
lican Senator would vote for that bill—
not one. There were 52 votes in favor of
moving forward on this bill. All of
them were from the Democratic side.

So when I listen to these calls for re-
form when it comes to labor laws and
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bipartisanship when it comes to labor
laws, my obvious question to my
friends on the other side of the aisle is:
Where were you yesterday? We had a
chance here on the floor of the Senate
to do something on a bipartisan basis
for pay equity, equal pay for men and
women in the workplace.

This is not the first time we faced
this issue. Lilly Ledbetter became
somewhat legendary in America. This
lady, whom I had the privilege to meet
a few times, had a tough job. She
worked at a tire manufacturing facility
in Alabama. She worked hard for a
long time. As she was nearing retire-
ment, someone went up to her and said:
Lilly, you have been a manager around
here a lot of years, but they are paying
you a heck of a lot less than the men
who have the same job in this plant.
She didn’t quit.

They don’t publish the wages of all
coworkers so that you would know
this. She was upset about it. She spent
all those years working there and she
was being discriminated against be-
cause she was a woman. She filed a
lawsuit, as she was entitled to under
the law, saying that this was discrimi-
natory and she was entitled to back
pay for this discrimination.

The Supreme Court, right across the
street, threw out the lawsuit and said
she didn’t report this discrimination in
a timely fashion. She didn’t report that
she was being paid less within a certain
number of months, and her response
was: How would I even know that? I
don’t know what that man who was the
manager next to me is being paid any
more than he knows what I am being
paid.

That is what the Supreme Court de-
cided.

The first bill that was signed into
law by President Obama, the Lilly
Ledbetter Act, said that Lilly
Ledbetter and people like her at a fu-
ture time would be allowed to sue for
back wages if they were discriminated
against.

Very few, if any, Republicans sup-
ported this. When I hear speeches on
the floor about reforming labor laws
and the workplace laws in America,
let’s do it in a bipartisan fashion. When
it got down to the real basics, S. 2199
yesterday, not a single Republican
would join us, not one. I would think
they would feel as we do. It is only fair.
It is only fair that if you are in the
workplace doing the same job, you get
the same pay. Unfortunately, not one
of them would. So when they call for
reforming the National Labor Rela-
tions Board and they call for biparti-
sanship, I think it should start right
here when it comes to legislation that
comes before the Senate.

I also listened to the Republican Sen-
ate leader come to the floor today and
talk about the state of our economy. I
wonder sometimes if Members of the
Senate, who are entitled to their own
opinions, should also be entitled to
their own facts because what the Sen-
ator from Kentucky failed to note was
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the economy which President Obama
inherited when he took office in Janu-
ary 2009. It was in sad shape.

What a contrast from 8 years before
when President Bill Clinton left office
in January of 2001, 14 years ago. We had
gone through a period of 4 straight
years of Federal budget surplus. A
Democratic President, 4 straight years
of Federal budget surplus, and Presi-
dent Clinton left to the new President,
George W. Bush, a surplus in the next
year’s budget of $120 billion, if my
memory serves me.

The last time that happened, 4
straight years of surplus, had been 40
years before. So here is Democratic
President Clinton leaving office to
President George W. Bush with a string
of surpluses in the budget that we
hadn’t seen for four decades.

In addition, President Clinton was
taking the surplus and investing it in
Social Security so that it was stronger
than it had been in years because of
the surpluses.

During the period of the Clinton
Presidency, 23 million new jobs were
created in this country. Eight years, 23
million jobs, and government spending
was still growing each year. Yet there
were surpluses, job creation, and eco-
nomic growth in the 8-year period of
time.

When President Clinton left office,
the national debt that had been accu-
mulated over the entire history of the
United States totaled $5 trillion. That
was January of 2001. He handed that
economy and that budget to President
George W. Bush.

Now fast forward 8 years. What did
President George W. Bush hand to new
President Barack Obama? One of the
weakest economies America had seen
since the Great Depression. The month
President Obama took the oath of of-
fice in January of 2009, when he put his
hand on the same Bible Abraham Lin-
coln used when he was sworn in as
President, that month we lost nearly
800,000 jobs in America. That previous
year, private employers had shed more
than 4 million jobs. We know what hap-
pened to savings and retirement ac-
counts. They were devastated by that
recession. The economy was shrinking.

In just 8 years, President George W.
Bush took one of the strongest, fastest
growing economies in American his-
tory and, sadly, turned it into an eco-
nomic recession. How did he do it? Tax
breaks for wealthy people and wars
that were not paid for. Those were the
two things that drove us from a $5 tril-
lion debt when President Clinton left
office—cumulative debt in the history
of America.

When President George W. Bush left
office, handing it over to President
Obama, the national debt had broken
$5 trillion to $12 trillion. It more than
doubled in the 8-year period of time. So
President Obama had a challenge. Get
the economy back on its feet.

Right now, Public Television has a
series on the Roosevelts. I have en-
joyed it because Ken Burns is one of
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the best. He is telling the story of
Teddy Roosevelt, Franklin Roosevelt,
Eleanor Roosevelt.

We remember what happened when
Franklin Roosevelt came to office at
the end of 1932 and the beginning of
1933, facing the Great Depression in
America. He said: We have to get
America back to work. That is what
President Obama says. The stimulus
package. Let’s get back to work here.
Let’s put people earning paychecks
into a position where they can save
their homes and keep their families to-
gether and rebuild the economy. He got
almost no help from the other side of
the aisle.

Remember the automobile industry.
Remember what was happening in the
automobile industry when President
Obama took over office from President
Bush. It was flat on its back. Two
major companies, Chrysler and General
Motors, were facing bankruptcy and
even the prospect of going out of busi-
ness.

President Obama said: We cannot let
this happen. There are too many good-
paying jobs across America. He stepped
in and helped by loaning money to
these automobile companies to get
back on their feet.

Just last week I had some auto deal-
ers from the Chicagoland area come to
see me in my office. One said, Do you
know what happened? We were selling
about 9 million cars when the recession
hit. Now we are back on our feet. We
are up to 16 million a year. The auto-
mobile industry is coming back strong.

I look at Illinois and I can see it in
Belvidere where the Fiat Chrysler
plant is working three shifts. I see it at
the Ford plant on the South Side of
Chicago. They are working three shifts
as well.

President Obama said: Let’s get back
to work. Let’s save the auto industry.
He did. Now they come to the floor and
say: You know, it just hasn’t been fast
enough.

When it came to the stimulus pack-
age, we had little or no support from
the other side of the aisle. When it
came to rebuilding my State of Illinois
and across the country, it was resist-
ance.

Then comes the issue of health insur-
ance. I want to say a word about that.
I have voted for the Affordable Care
Act. It may be one of the most impor-
tant votes ever cast.

I did it for personal reasons because I
personally experienced with my family
a moment when we had no health in-
surance.

My wife and I got married very
young. I was still in law school. God
sent us a baby. She had some medical
issues. We had no health insurance. I
was going to school here at George-
town Law School. I would leave class,
pick up my wife and baby and go to the
charity ward at Children’s Hospital in
Washington, DC.

We were sitting in there with a num-
ber in my hand waiting to see who
would walk through that door to be the
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doctor to save my baby’s life. I had no
health insurance. I have never felt
more helpless as a husband and father
than at that moment.

I believe today, as I did then, that
should never happen to any family. I
believe this great Nation should pro-
vide basic health care for everyone liv-
ing in this great Nation. That is why I
voted for the Affordable Care Act.

What has happened since? Eight mil-
lion Americans are now insured under
the Affordable Care Act. We have seen
an 8-percent decline in uninsured peo-
ple in my home State and many States.

One of the most successful States
when it comes to the Affordable Care
Act happens to be the Commonwealth
of Kentucky which the Republican Sen-
ate leader represents.

They have signed up in substantial
numbers. Hundreds of thousands of
people in his State now have health in-
surance because the Affordable Care
Act, which some characterize in a
friendly or derogatory way as
ObamaCare, has worked.

What has it meant in Illinois? Some
640,000 people in Illinois now have in-
surance because of the Affordable Care
Act. In a State of about 13 million peo-
ple, that is a substantial number, and
400,000 of them were low-wage workers
who had no benefits in their job and
now qualify for Medicaid. They have
health insurance.

I met one of them, Rich
Romanowski. What a perfect Chicago
name, right? Rich, a big barrel-chested
Polish guy, is a musician. He has done
part-time work all his life and he never
had health insurance. Now he is in his
sixties. Rich came to one of our press
conferences, smacked his wallet, and
said: I have a card in my wallet that
says I have health insurance for the
first time in my life.

He is not the only one. He is one of
400,000 in my State, which means when
they get sick and go to the hospital,
their bills are not passed on to the rest
of us, to all the people with insurance,
to those who use Medicare. They have
their own insurance now, and it means
they are going to be healthier.

I think of Judy. Judy works in
Southern Illinois. She works in one of
the motels that I stay in there, and she
is a hospitality lady. When people go
for breakfast, she is the one greeting us
and showing us where to sit down. Judy
is about 62 years old, a hard-working
Southern Illinois lady and one of the
sweetest people we would ever want to
meet. Judy got health insurance for
the first time because of the Affordable
Care Act, and it is a good thing she did
because she has just been diagnosed
with diabetes. She needs good care be-
cause diabetes, if not treated right, can
lead to serious complications: blind-

ness, amputations. Judy has that
health insurance.
Remember when the government

shut down last year, Senator CRUZ of
Texas came and read Dr. Seuss books
to us. I came to the floor and said to
him: You tell us you are shutting down
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the government to protest the Afford-
able Care Act. Well, what do you say
about Judy? Judy, who has worked in
Southern Illinois all her life, has no
health insurance, needs it, and is now
going to get it under Medicaid. Are you
going to tell me we are going to do
away with this law now and take away
her health insurance? What would you
say to her?

Senator CRUZ said on the record on
the Senate floor: Judy needs to get a
better job.

I think many times folks in the Sen-
ate need to get the heck out of the Cap-
itol, get out, meet the rest of America,
and come to understand they are work-
ing hard every day, they are not get-
ting paid a whole lot of money, and
basic health insurance is beyond their
reach, beyond their grasp. Well, the Af-
fordable Care Act changed that, and we
are not going back.

The House has voted over 50 times to
repeal that law, and I say that as long
as Barack Obama is President, that is
not going to work. He is not going to
let them do it. I am going to stand
with him because I happen to be one of
those persons who had a member of my
family with a preexisting condition—
the situation with my daughter.

I know the kind of discrimination
that people with preexisting conditions
used to face before the Affordable Care
Act. We are not going back to those
days. This Senator and this President
for sure, we are going to fight all the
way to make sure that health insur-
ance is there for those who are strug-
gling in their work and there for fami-
lies that would otherwise not have a
chance.

BANK ON STUDENTS EMERGENCY LOAN
REFINANCING ACT
STUDENT LOAN DEBT

Mr. DURBIN. I spent much of my
time over the August recess visiting
college campuses and talking to cur-
rent students and graduates about
their student debt.

I visited Northern Illinois University
in De Kalb, Judson University in Elgin,
and Lincoln Land Community College
in Springfield, and University of Illi-
nois at Chicago.

With an estimated 1.7 million Illi-
noisans holding a combined $47 billion
in student loan debt, it is no wonder
that it was on the minds of nearly ev-
eryone I spoke with. On average, Illi-
nois graduates of the Class of 2012 left
with $28,028 in debt—but individual
debt is often much higher. I have had
students contact me who have upwards
of $100,000 in debt and no chance to
ever pay it off.

For too many young Illinoisans, and
students across the country, the oppor-
tunity for a fair shot at an affordable
college education has become a long
shot. They do the right thing—they go
to school to get ahead but end up with
so much debt that it becomes impos-
sible for them to ever pay it back let
alone get ahead.

I recently met Jessica Ibares at NIU.
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Jessica graduated from Northern Illi-
nois and is now working as a financial
aid counselor.

How about that? She helps others fig-
ure out how to pay for their education,
but struggles paying for her own.

She holds almost $40,000 in Federal
student loan debt that she’ll have to
start repaying in November. Working
at a public institution, she makes a
modest salary and will only be able to
pay about $560 a month on her loan—
which may not even cover the interest.

How will she ever start repaying the
principal? Jessica will find it difficult
to get out of the debt she’s in—and she
went to a good, public school.

DAWN THOMPSON

Imagine what students who went to
predatory for-profit schools face.

I recently met Dawn Thompson in
Springfield. She is a 48 year old single
mother of two.

Dawn thought she was doing the
right thing getting a paralegal degree
from Everest College online. That is
right, Everest College—one of the sub-
sidiaries of the failed Corinthian Col-
leges chain.

This disgraced company was caught
falsifying job placement rates and col-
lapsed under the ensuing scrutiny. In
the meantime, they left thousands of
students in financial ruin with no real
education to show for it, all the while
making money hand over fist off of
taxpayers.

Dawn could never find a job in her
field with her degree from Everest. She
was over $100,000 in student loan debt,
both Federal and private loans, and
working a minimum wage job as a
bank teller. Dawn tried to file for
bankruptcy in 2013 and, you guessed it,
her student loans were not discharge-
able—one of the only debts that is not.

At that point, she felt like her only
option was to go back to school to
hopefully improve her chances of get-
ting a good-paying job and to defer her
loans. Unfortunately, she went back to
Everest—she started her Master’s in
business administration at Everest. Re-
gardless of what happens with Everest
as they end their reign of fraud, Dawn
is likely to be stuck with her $100,000
plus student loan bill.

Perhaps the only thing more sick-
ening than Dawn’s story, is that it’s
not unique. While the schools I visited
were different, the borrower’s personal
backgrounds varied, and the amount
they owed unique—the refrain over and
over from these Illinois students was
the same: ‘“‘Senator, Washington has to
help us.”

My guess is that my colleagues heard
the same thing from some of the 40
million Americans in their States
drowning in more than $1.2 trillion in
collective student loan debt.

Well, Democrats have an answer that
will help many of these students—it’s
called the Bank on Students Emer-
gency Loan Refinancing Act. It would
help an estimated 25 million current
borrowers who are struggling to repay
their Federal or private student loans
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refinance into lower federal interest
rates—saving the average borrower
$2,000 over the life of the loan.

In Illinois, an estimated 1.1 million of
the 1.7 million with student debt could
lower their interest rates under our
bill—nearly two-thirds of all borrowers
in my home State.

Here is how it would work. Those
with Federal loans could refinance into
lower rates—the same rates available
to students who took out loans last
school year.

Those with private loans—many of
which have sky-high interest rates and
very few protections for borrowers—
could refinance into Federal loans with
lower rates and stronger consumer pro-
tections.

What’s more, our bill is fully paid
for.

It assesses a modest tax on million-
aires to help borrowers refinance and
get back on a path of financial secu-
rity—this is often referred to as the
Buffet Rule.

I am hopeful we will have a chance to
vote again on this bill to help student
borrowers.

Earlier this summer, this bill was
killed by 38 Republicans who voted
against even moving to debate it.
These Republicans were given a
choice—side with working families and
students seeking the American Dream
or protect millionaires from paying a
single penny more in taxes; side with 25
million Americans who could be helped
by the bill or 22,000 or so millionaire
households who might have to pay
more in taxes under the bill.

Sadly, I don’t have to tell you who
those 38 Republican Senators picked.

Americans across the country are
talking about this issue—I have heard
them. But, even so, in June, 38 Repub-
licans said: ‘“The Senate can’t talk
about it.”

It doesn’t seem right to me.

Thankfully, though, there were three
Republicans—Senators COLLINS,
CORKER, MURKOWSKI—who joined every
Democrat to support moving the bill
forward.

But if the 38 Republicans who voted
““no”” have another chance, I hope they
remember the struggling students and
families they talked to back home over
the August recess.

ECONOMIC IMPACTS

I hope they realize that if we don’t
give struggling borrowers another op-
tion besides default, this student debt
will haunt them for the rest of their
lives and will have a drag on our econ-
omy. It already is. Experts tell us it is
stagnating growth in the housing mar-
ket, preventing business creation, and
jeopardizing future retirement security
for a generation of young Americans.

CONCLUSION

I hope America’s youth are paying
close attention to this issue: how their
Senators voted on this measure offers
them the bare truth. I hope more of my
Republican colleagues will join us to
move forward this important piece of
legislation if we get a chance to vote
on it again.
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But for now, it shows the stark dif-
ference between those Senators who be-
lieve hard-working students deserve a
fair shot at the American Dream and
those who will stand by and do nothing
as America’s next generation is sen-
tenced to debt.

This afternoon my colleague Senator
WARREN is coming to the floor. ELIZA-
BETH WARREN of Massachusetts is a
new Senator—and what a terrific addi-
tion to the Senate. She is the best. I
have known her for years, and I en-
couraged her to run because I knew she
would bring something special to the
Senate.

She has done it. She came up with a
way for college students and their fam-
ilies to renegotiate student loans. Peo-
ple can renegotiate their auto loans;
they can renegotiate the mortgages on
their homes. Why shouldn’t students,
those who have graduated, and their
families who face student loan debt be
able to renegotiate to a lower interest
rate? That is the Warren bill.

She is right. It is a big difference. It
would bring down the interest rate on
undergraduate loans, I think, to 3.8
percent. I run into students who are
trying to pay off loans at 9 percent.
Ask anybody who owns a home the dif-
ference between a 9-percent mortgage
and a 3.8-percent mortgage. They will
tell you it is big. When someone makes
a payment under a 3.8-percent interest
rate, a lot more goes to reduce prin-
cipal and you finally put that loan to
rest after so many years. So Senator
WARREN is going to try again. We tried
it once before but couldn’t get the Re-
publican support. I think we had
three—maybe three—who voted with us
on the Republican side. Under Senate
rules we need 60.

In my State of about 13 million,
there are about 1.7 million people car-
rying student loan debt. They aren’t
all young people. They include parents
who signed up for PLUS loans and even
grandparents who wanted to help a
grandson or a granddaughter get into
college and go forward. They are car-
rying this debt. If ELIZABETH WARREN’S
bill passes to renegotiate college loans,
it is going to save them—on average—
$2,000 apiece and give them a chance to
reduce and retire that loan at an ear-
lier stage.

There is an interesting phenomena
going on in Chicago now. I talked to
some younger friends of mine and they
said: If you have an apartment for rent
in Chicago, and it is a good one, get
there fast and sign up quickly.

There is a land rush on to rent apart-
ments. Why? Because younger people
cannot even consider buying a condo or
a little house. Why? Too much student
debt. Student debt in America, cumula-
tively, is greater than credit card debt
in America, cumulatively.

More of these students graduating
with the debt, paying it off, are making
life decisions because of the debt. I
have run into it: They studied to be a
teacher but ended up with so much
debt that they couldn’t even consider
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it and had to take a better-paying job.
We lost a good teacher because of stu-
dent debt.

Students are putting off getting mar-
ried, putting off going out on their
own, buying a car, and, if married,
starting a family. I have heard it all.
That is what this student debt is all
about.

When my colleagues come to the
floor and say why don’t we do some-
thing on a bipartisan basis, I say: This
student debt isn’t just a debt for Demo-
cratic students; it is a debt for all stu-
dents.

So let’s come together when ELIZA-
BETH WARREN makes her unanimous
consent request this afternoon and fi-
nally do something for a change, for
middle income and working families
who want their kids to go to school but
don’t want them so deep in debt that
their lives are changed or ruined. That
is only reasonable.

If we want to make sure that Amer-
ica continues to be a leader in the
world, we need to graduate the very
best with the education and training
they need to lead our Nation. Some of
them are holding back, holding back
because of a fear of college debt.

One other thing I will mention, col-
lege loans are different than other
loans. I studied many years ago back in
law school bankruptcy law, and we
learn in bankruptcy law that most of
the loans you take out in life are dis-
chargeable in bankruptcy, which
means if everything fails—you lose
your job, you are in a situation where
there is a serious pile of medical bills
and you can’t get back to work—in
most cases you can go to bankruptcy
court and through a long process those
debts will be wiped out and give you a
second chance in life. It is not an easy

process. It is not something people
rush to, but many people have no
choice.

If you did that with a college loan, it
wouldn’t help you a bit. College loans
are not dischargeable in bankruptcy.
They are with you for a lifetime. That
is a sad reality. This is all the more
reason to make sure those loans are af-
fordable, all the more reason to sup-
port ELIZABETH WARREN when she talks
about reducing these interest rates.

FIRST AMENDMENT

The Senator from Kentucky, Mr.
MCcCONNELL, today talked about the
vote we had on a constitutional amend-
ment. It was an amendment which
didn’t get the necessary votes; it need-
ed 67. It didn’t get the necessary votes
on the Senate floor.

Its sole purpose, offered by Senator
UDALL from New Mexico, was to re-
verse the Citizens United decision.
That decision by the Supreme Court
basically took off the caps and limits
when it came to individuals and cor-
porations putting as much money as
they wanted to into the political proc-
ess. One of my colleagues, Senator KAY
HAGAN of North Carolina, by her latest
estimate has had more than $20 million
of negative ads run against her in her
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home State—not by her opponent, not
even by the North Carolina Republican
Party but by these outside interests
such as the Koch brothers.

The Koch brothers in the last elec-
tion cycle spent over $250 million of
their own money. They are a bigger
deal than most political parties now—
these two brothers who are billion-
aires—and they are putting more
money into this system. Sadly, many
of the beneficiaries of the Koch broth-
ers are walking behind them on a
leash. They are being led around by
them because you don’t want to cross
the Koch brothers.

The amendment of Senator UDALL of
New Mexico would have finally given
the States the authority to regulate
the amount of money that could be
spent on campaigns.

It comes to this: If we want mere
mortals to run for public office—as op-
posed to multimillionaires—we have to
get this playing field back under the
control of the normal people. Maybe we
won’t have as many television ads to
see—and I know how much people
enjoy those—but at the end of the day
we could still get our message across.

I supported and actually introduced
public financing laws. I still stand by
them. We would be a better country if
we had public financing, took the spe-
cial interests out of the campaigns,
shortened the campaigns, and had ac-
tual debates. Those sorts of things
would get us back to what the country
is all about and maybe start to restore
some confidence in Congress, in our po-
litical system, and in both political
parties—and we are all pretty low at
this moment.

So public financing is a right step
but not likely to happen soon. Of this
approach by Senator UDALL to basi-
cally reverse the Citizens United deci-
sion, the other side argues it inhibits
freedom of speech. Well, there is only
so much speech that individuals can
claim. The Koch brothers, because of
their multimillions—and there are
folks on the left, incidentally, spending
a lot of money too—left and right—
don’t deserve to pick up a microphone
or have a bigger voice in our political
process.

We have a lot of work to do. This
week we are going to get down to busi-
ness on a few things that are essential.
I am sorry that yesterday the Repub-
licans wouldn’t help us when we want-
ed to pass pay equity and make sure
that women were treated fairly in the
workplace. We needed them, and they
weren’t there.

That is disappointing, but it is an in-
dication of where the two parties are
today on that issue. They didn’t sup-
port our efforts to increase the min-
imum wage. 1 support increasing the
minimum wage.

They haven’t been able to help us
when we come up with legislation to
deal with college loans, but this after-
noon they will have a second chance. I
hope ELIZABETH WARREN’s bill moves
forward and that we end this week on a
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positive note for working families and
their kids who want to go to school but
don’t want to be burdened with the
debt that is going to change their lives.

I yield the floor. I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
SCcHATZ). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

FACING CHALLENGES

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, as we
continue with what will likely be the
final legislative week before the elec-
tions, it is a good time to take a look
back at the year and take stock of
where we are and what Congress has
accomplished.

The House of Representatives, of
course, has spent the past year legis-
lating. Members of the House have sent
literally hundreds of bills over to the
Senate for consideration, including 40
jobs bills, many of which passed with
bipartisan support in the House of Rep-
resentatives.

Even now, in the final week before
recessing for election season, the House
is taking up two legislative packages,
one focused on creating jobs and an-
other focused on lowering the price of
gas and groceries. Unfortunately, like
so many other House bills, neither of
these bills is likely to go anywhere in
the Democratic leader’s Senate be-
cause unlike the House, the Senate has
not spent the past year taking up legis-
lation to solve the many challenges
facing American families. Instead, Sen-
ate Democrats have spent the past year
taking up political gimmicks and de-
signed-to-fail messaging bills they
hope will win a few votes for them in
November.

Back in March—earlier this year—
the New York Times reported that
Democrats planned to spend the spring
and summer on messaging votes
“timed to coincide with campaign-
style trips by President Obama.”

The Times went on to say: ‘“‘Demo-
crats concede that making new laws is
not really the point. Rather, they are
trying to force Republicans to vote
against them.” That is from the New
York Times earlier this year, which
was laying out and predicting what the
Democrats’ strategy was going to be
for the balance of this year.

Unfortunately, Senate Democrats
have followed that playbook pretty ex-
actly. Again and again, Senate Demo-
crats have bypassed serious legislation
and chosen to bring up bills designed to
win them votes with their far-left base
or to smear Republicans in the Novem-
ber elections.

Take last week was an example.
After an August recess beset by eco-
nomic stagnation at home and crises
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abroad, including, I might add, the
murder of two American journalists at
the hands of ruthless terrorist group
ISIS, you might think Senate Demo-
crats would want to spend our first
week back focused on the challenges
our Nation is facing.

Well, Mr. President, you would be
wrong. Instead of legislation to address
some of these challenges, Democrats
chose to kick off this brief 2-week ses-
sion with a bill to erase many of the
speech protections of the First Amend-
ment. That is right. Faced with crises
abroad and a sluggish economy here at
home, Democrats thought the most ap-
propriate use of our time last week was
legislation to erase parts of the First
Amendment.

As with so many of the other bills
they have brought up this year, Demo-
crats knew this legislation did not
have a chance of passing in the Senate.
But they chose to bring it up anyway
because they thought it might help get
portions of their base out in November.
And they swiftly followed it up with
another designed-to-fail piece of legis-
lation they hoped to use to criticize
Republicans. In fact, the newspaper
Roll Call reported earlier this week—
this is from a story written about the
Democrats’ strategy: ‘‘Republicans
should prepare to be criticized regard-
less of how they vote’” on this par-
ticular bill. The article went on to
quote an email that was sent to Demo-
cratic communicators which outlined
plans, and again I quote, ‘‘to slam Re-
publicans for either blocking the bill
once again or for letting us on the bill
only to slow down the rest of the Sen-
ate.”

So basically the message to Demo-
cratic communicators around here on
Capitol Hill was to slam Republicans
no matter how they voted. If they
voted to get on the bill, slam them for
slowing down the Senate so we cannot
do other things. If they voted against
getting on the bill, obviously, attack
them for blocking the bill.

So here is the strategy, at this late
hour of the game when we have so
many big issues and challenges facing
the country: It is simply to put bills on
the floor that are designed to help
Democrats in the fall elections and es-
sentially to make Republicans look
bad. That is a quote. That is a direct
quote from an email that was sent out
to Democratic communicators: ‘‘slam
Republicans’ no matter how they vote.
Either way, take advantage of the situ-
ation. Try and play politics with it.

There is certainly a place for cam-
paigning. There is certainly a place for
politics. But the place for campaigning
is not in the halls of Congress. Our job
here in Washington is to pass legisla-
tion to address the challenges facing
our country. And that job does not
change if one party controls the House
and the other party controls the Sen-
ate. The Senate and the House still
have a responsibility to work together
to get serious legislation to the Presi-
dent, and that is certainly what the
House has tried to do.
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The House has sent bill after bill to
the Senate, many of them, as I men-
tioned earlier, bipartisan bills. They
got strong bipartisan votes coming out
of the House of Representatives. But
again and again, Senate Democrat
leaders have said no—no to working to-
gether, no to bipartisan House legisla-
tion, no to developing bipartisan solu-
tions.

Senate Republicans’ efforts have met
a similar response. Again and again Re-
publicans here in the Senate have put
forward legislation to help create jobs,
grow the economy, and to provide help
to working families struggling with the
high price of everything—from gro-
ceries to health care. Several of our
bills have even received support from
rank-and-file Democrats—Dbills such as
Senator COLLINS’ Forty Hours Is Full
Time Act, which would fix an
ObamaCare provision that is reducing
workers’ hours and wages, or Senator
BLUNT’s Hire More Heroes Act, which
would give employers an incentive to
hire our Nation’s veterans.

But the Senate Democratic leader-
ship has refused to consider our pro-
posals.

Senate Republicans have even been
prevented from offering amendments
to bills that come before the Senate.
Since July of 2013, Senate Republicans
have been allowed just 14 amendment
votes—less than one a month in the
world’s greatest deliberative body
known for unlimited debate and unlim-
ited amendment. Less than one amend-
ment per month, that is what Senate
Republicans have been allowed in the
last year. Compare that to the House of
Representatives where the Democrat
minority has been allowed 194 amend-
ment votes over the same period.

When the minority party is denied a
voice in the Senate, it is the American
people—the people whom we rep-
resent—who are really being denied a
voice.

Democrats may not control the House, but
through the amendment process, they have
been able to make their constituents’ voices
heard. Republicans in the Senate, on the
other hand, have been prevented from bring-
ing their constituents’ voices to the legisla-
tive process.

American families are struggling.
The economy continues to stagnate.
Unemployment is still above 6 per-
cent—way higher than that if you fig-
ure in the labor participation rate the
number of people who have actually
given up even looking for work.

Last month’s job creation was the
worst this year, and opportunities for
advancement in this economy are few
and far between. Health care costs,
which were already high when the
President took office, have continued
to increase. Average health care
deductibles have increased 50 percent,
and health care premiums have risen
by an average of $3,459 since the Presi-
dent took office, despite—despite—the
President’s promise that his health
care law would drive down premiums
by $2,500. Gas prices have increased by
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