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by putting American taxpayers on the
hook. Either way, Ex-Im is not nec-
essary.

At the same time, I understand that
many Senators on both sides take a
different view. A significant percentage
of my conference and many Democrats
support the Ex-Im’s reauthorization.
They are entitled to that view. I don’t
see a reason why they shouldn’t be al-
lowed a debate and then a vote to sort
all of this out. I have said repeatedly
and I have said publicly for months
that the Ex-Im supporters from both
parties should be allowed a vote. I also
said publicly that the highway bill
would be an obvious place to have that
vote.

When there is overwhelming bipar-
tisan support for an idea, even if I am
opposed to it, it doesn’t require some
special deal to see a vote occur on that
measure. This is the U.S. Senate, after
all, where we debate and vote on all
kinds of different issues. The sup-
porters of Ex-Im can still lose a vote,
of course. They are not the only ones
with passion on their side. Those on
my side of the issue are passionate,
too, and this debate might just present
the perfect opportunity to make the
case against Ex-Im and carry the day
in an open and democratic vote, but
whatever the outcome, the slots for
these amendments will be open once
the Senate disposes of them and that
will open the possibility of considering
other important amendments.

Let me repeat that. The slots for
these amendments will open once the
Senate disposes of them.

We know there are many other ideas
from both sides of the aisle about how
to improve the highway bill further be-
fore its completion, but we also know
time is running short to complete our
work on the underlying highway bill.
Jobs are on the line. Infrastructure
projects important to the people we
represent are on the line. We have to
get this done. With cooperation, we can
ensure that more ideas from both sides
of the aisle are still heard and voted
upon.

This is a new Senate. Amendment
votes are hardly a rarity here anymore.
We will have more opportunities soon
to address other issues in the weeks
and months ahead. I will work with
colleagues to help ensure that votes on
other priorities occur.

——————

UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREE-
MENT—AMENDMENT NO. 2266, AS
MODIFIED

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the clerk
be allowed to make technical changes
to the substitute amendment regarding
references to titles, divisions, page and
line numbers.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
Democratic leader is recognized.

The

———

AFFORDABLE CARE ACT AND EX-
PORT-IMPORT BANK AMEND-
MENTS

Mr. REID. Mr. President, later today
the Senate will vote on one or more
motions to overturn rulings of the
Chair brought by disgruntled Repub-
lican Senators. At another time, Re-
publican Senators would have called
this a number of things, not the least
of which is the nuclear option.

Republicans have controlled the Sen-
ate for about 7 months now. It has be-
come increasingly clear that what is
wrong with the Senate today is the
same thing that has troubled the Sen-
ate before Republicans took control—
dysfunction in the Republican caucus.

Republicans probably will not suc-
ceed in overturning the rules of the
Senate today, but an honest observer
of the Senate will recognize that the
day is coming when they will, unless
the Republicans become the party of
Eisenhower, Dodd, Dirksen, and even
President Reagan.

I was amused to hear the Republican
leader say he looks forward to amend-
ments. Many Senators on our side look
forward to being able to offer amend-
ments; for example, to improve work
safety provisions in the bill, but the
amendment tree is filled. They are not
going to have that opportunity unless
something untoward happens.

Today, the Senate will vote on two
amendments. How Senators vote on
these amendments will demonstrate
their priorities—who is for American
families and who is doing the bidding
of special interests. Consider today’s
vote on yet another Republican at-
tempt to repeal the Affordable Care
Act—ObamacCare.

By all accounts, it is working and
working well. Is it perfect? Of course
not. That is why we have invited the
Republicans for years now to join with
us in having a better health care deliv-
ery system, but ObamaCare is helping
families all across this great Nation.
There are many facts.

Insurance companies can no longer
discriminate against people with pre-
existing conditions. They can’t dis-
criminate against anyone as they did
when they discriminated, basically,
against everyone. Twelve million more
people now have coverage through
Medicaid programs and CHIP pro-
grams. Health care costs are growing
but very slowly—the slowest rate of
growth in a long time. Perhaps, most
importantly, the share of Americans
who lack health insurance coverage
has dramatically declined.

After the latest Supreme Court vic-
tory less than a month ago, I urged, at
that time, my Republican friends to
stop banging their heads against the
wall because obviously it doesn’t feel
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good. Why do they continually try to
repeal the Affordable Care Act? Appar-
ently, two Supreme Court wins and
more than 50 votes by congressional
Republicans to repeal or undermine the
Affordable Care Act are not enough for
the Republican leader and his friends.
They are insisting on yet another par-
tisan attempt to strip health insurance
coverage from more than 19 million
Americans—coverage that a recent
Commonwealth Fund survey found
that more than 80 percent of Ameri-
cans are satisfied with this program.

Republicans claim this ObamaCare
repeal is part of their crusade to reduce
the deficit, but the nonpartisan Con-
gressional Budget Office recently esti-
mated that repealing the Affordable
Care Act will increase the Federal
budget by more than $350 billion.

So today’s vote isn’t going to be
about reducing the deficit. This is
about caving to special interests. This
is about the Republicans and their
leader desperately trying to appease
their base.

I am appalled and, more than that,
disappointed by these continued par-
tisan attempts to strip away insurance
coverage for almost 20 million Ameri-
cans. Congress passed the Affordable
Care Act. The President signed it into
law, and the Supreme Court has put a
stamp of approval on it, not once but
twice.

It is time for Republicans to move on
and not take another politically moti-
vated vote that is going nowhere.

Finally, on another subject, the Ex-
port-Import Bank. After the
ObamaCare vote, we will then consider
the reauthorization of the Export-Im-
port Bank—in fact, their charter. Once
again, how Senators vote on the Ex-
port-Import Bank will reveal their loy-
alties.

Companies like Boeing, Caterpillar,
General Electric, Honeywell, along
with dozens of companies in sparsely
populated Nevada, along with thou-
sands of small businesses across this
country, use this Bank to find a mar-
ket for billions of dollars of their ex-
ports. It is not only for Boeing, Cater-
pillar, and these big companies; it is
for thousands and thousands of small
businesses.

Most of the jobs in America are cre-
ated not by the great big companies
but by small businesses, and they need
this. They want this. That is why even
the U.S. Chamber of Commerce must
have been desperate.

Finally, siding with us on something,
they support the Ex-Im Bank. This
year alone, the Export-Import Bank
supported 165,000 jobs in America. A
vote for the Export-Import Bank is a
vote for jobs, a healthy economy, and
the prosperity of American families.
Conversely, a vote against reauthoriza-
tion is nothing more than a shameless
attempt to garner the affection of the
Koch brothers. After all, opposition to
the Export-Import Bank is a pre-
requisite to having their support. All
candidates running for President stum-
ble over themselves to say: What do
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the brothers want today? What they
want today is a vote against this Bank,
contrary to the needs of the American
people. The Koch brothers distributed a
survey to the Republican Presidential
hopefuls that essentially obligates
those candidates to oppose the Ex-Im
Bank.

I ask my colleagues today: Are you
working for the American people or are
you doing the dirty work for a couple
of billionaire oil barons? A vote for the
Export-Import Bank is a vote for
American families. A vote against the
repeal of ObamaCare is a vote for
American families. Today, the Senate
Democrats will vote for American fam-
ilies.

I was hoping to say a word about
Senator INHOFE while he was on the
floor, and unfortunately he is not here
now. The senior Senator from OKkla-
homa is a very conservative Repub-
lican Senator. He and I disagree on a
lot of things, but I have great respect
for his courage on this legislation. I
think this legislation, which we are
moving forward on, is far from perfect,
but I listened to Senator JIM INHOFE
yesterday when he was answering the
President. A Republican always follows
the President. I think Senator INHOFE
did a fine job of explaining how impor-
tant it is that we have a transportation
bill. We have said a lot of nice things
about Senator BOXER, but it is time we
said some nice things about JIM INHOFE
because this bill would not be where it
is without his efforts.

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the leadership time
is reserved.

HIRE MORE HEROES ACT OF 2015

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of H.R. 22, which
the clerk will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A Dbill (H.R. 22) to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to exempt employees with
health coverage under TRICARE or the Vet-
erans Administration from being taken into
account for purposes of determining the em-
ployers to which the employer mandate ap-
plies under the Patient Protection and Af-
fordable Care Act.

Pending:

McConnell modified amendment No. 2266,
in the nature of a substitute.

McConnell (for Kirk) amendment No. 2327
(to amendment No. 2266), to reauthorize and
reform the Export-Import Bank of the
United States.

McConnell amendment No. 2328 (to amend-
ment No. 2327), to repeal the Patient Protec-
tion and Affordable Care Act and the Health
Care and Education Reconciliation Act of
2010 entirely.

McConnell amendment No. 2329 (to the lan-
guage proposed to be stricken by amendment
No. 2266), of a perfecting nature.

McConnell amendment No. 2330 (to amend-
ment No. 2329), to change the enactment
date.
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Cruz motion to appeal the ruling of the
Chair that Cruz amendment No. 2301 is not in
order because it is inconsistent with the Sen-
ate’s precedents with respect to the offering
of amendments, their number, degree, and
kind.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Tennessee.

Mr. ALEXANDER. I ask through the
Chair if the Democratic leader has a re-
quest.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
Democratic leader.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, has the bill
been reported?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
has been reported.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that before the 3 p.m.
vote that Senator BOXER be permitted
to speak for up to 10 minutes and that
Senators WYDEN and MURPHY be per-
mitted to speak for up to 5 minutes
each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Tennessee.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
ask if the Democratic leader would
modify his request to give me 12 min-
utes and Senator HATCH 10 minutes fol-
lowing Senators BOXER, WYDEN, and
MURPHY.

Mr. REID. Why does the Senator
from Tennessee get so much time? But
I don’t object, Mr. President. Just be-
fore the vote.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Just before the
vote.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

The Senator from California.

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, someone
was speaking with me. What is the
order? I get up to 10 minutes; is that
correct?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator has up to 10 minutes.

Mrs. BOXER. I thank the Presiding
Officer.

Mr. President, it is Sunday, and it is
unusual for us to be here, but as I have
said many times, this is the reason we
are here. Look at this photo. This is
the bridge collapse in California, and
there is another report coming that
says this is going to be far from the
last one we have.

This is a bridge that carries thou-
sands of people a day from California
to Arizona. This can happen in any one
of our States, and the fact is we need
to pass a transportation bill. I am so
grateful to my colleague Senator
INHOFE and to everyone on that com-
mittee who got this started.

The Environment and Public Works
Committee had a 20-to-0 vote so we
don’t have to face this anymore. After
that, we had other committees act,
just not in as bipartisan a fashion, so it
was difficult. At that point, Leader
MCCONNELL and Senator DURBIN
stepped in with Senator INHOFE and
me, and all we did was try to get to
where we are right now, which is a
place where we can pass a fair funding
bill.

The
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I have a list. It is very interesting,
and I ask unanimous consent that it be
printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

FEDERAL SHARE OF EACH STATE'S CAPITAL OUTLAYS FOR
HIGHWAY & BRIDGE PROJECTS

State

Percentage

Rhode Island 102
Alaska 93
Montana 87

Vermont 86
South Carolina 79
Hawaii 79
North Dakota 78
Wyoming 73
South Dakota 71
Connecticut 71
New Mexico 70
Idaho 68
Alabama 68
New Hampshire 68
Misspurj . 65

Colorado 64

Okla 63
Arkansas 62
Georgia 62
T 62
West Virginia 61
lowa 59
Ohio 58
Virginia 57
Maine 57
Wisconsin 55
Oregon 54
Indiana 54
New York 54
District of Columbia 52
California 49
Nevada 49
Arizona 49
Nebraska 49
Kansas 49
Louisiana 48
North Carolina 48
Maryland 48
Texas 47
Pennsylvania 46
Wachinat 15
Kentucky 44
Michi i
Delaware 41
Florida 39
lllinois 39
Utah 38
M husetts 37
New Jersey 35

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, my

State counts on the Federal Govern-
ment for one-half of its transportation
funding, highways, and transit. Rhode
Island counts on the Federal Govern-
ment for 100 percent; Alaska, 93 per-
cent; Montana, 87 percent; South Caro-
lina, 79 percent; Hawaii, 79 percent;
North Dakota, 78 percent; Wyoming, 73
percent; Connecticut, 71 percent; New
Mexico, 70 percent, and it goes down
from there, but the vast majority of
our States count on the Federal Gov-
ernment for funding.

What we have done, as both Senators
REID and MCCONNELL have pointed out,
is we just keep patching up the high-
way trust fund.

I could go to a bank and say: I want
to buy a House. The banker says: You
have great credit. That’s the good
news. The bad news is you can only get
a 5-month mortgage. What would I do
in that case? I would sadly walk away.
I can’t afford to invest in a home if I
have only 5 months of a mortgage. It is
the same way with the States. The way
the House went about it, and the way
some of my colleagues on both sides
want to handle it, is another 5-month
extension, and our States are stopping.

On Tuesday, the general contractors
told us that in 25 States they have
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