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HEALTHCARE 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, on 
another matter, today the Senate will 
also vote on an effort by my Demo-
cratic colleagues to strip away health 
insurance options for families whom 
ObamaCare has failed. 

The first 4 years of the ObamaCare 
experience was one of failure after fail-
ure—skyrocketing premiums and bro-
ken websites built on broken promises. 
Many families were caught right in the 
middle of the ObamaCare mess—those 
who earned too much to receive sub-
sidies but not enough to keep pace with 
premiums—so it became even more im-
portant to look for alternatives. The 
American people are resourceful. Some 
held on to so-called grandfathered and 
grandmothered plans, and others 
looked for lower cost, short-term plans 
that could be held for up to a year. 

We all know that Big Government 
doesn’t like it when citizens try to 
avoid the micromanagement and run 
their own lives as they see fit, so in the 
waning months of the Obama adminis-
tration, Democrats issued a new regu-
lation that cut these plans from 12 
months down to 3 months and made 
them nonrenewable. I guess the goal 
was to force even more Americans into 
ObamaCare. The real effect was just to 
punish these people twice for Demo-
crats’ bad policy. 

Fortunately, this year the Trump ad-
ministration righted the ship. They 
undid the restriction and restored the 
status quo that was in place from the 
1990s through most of the Obama ad-
ministration. It was a simple fix. It 
doesn’t take away the choices they 
have under ObamaCare but empowers 
Americans to use this alternative 
choice if they prefer it. According to 
even the liberal Urban Institute, more 
than 1.7 million Americans will likely 
be insured with this option, who other-
wise would have gone uninsured. But 
apparently our Democratic colleagues 
can’t tolerate even this modest step 
away from top-down government con-
trol. They have introduced a resolution 
of disapproval to overturn the Trump 
administration’s fix and snatch these 
options away from families once more. 
We will be voting on it today. 

I know my Democratic colleagues are 
embarrassed by the state of 
ObamaCare. It has been more than 8 
years since they passed their signature 
law that was supposed to make it all 
better. Instead, working Americans are 
saddled with increasing costs and de-
creasing choices. But surely they must 
have a better answer than snatching 
away one of the remaining options that 
some Americans still prefer to any-
thing Democrats have been able to 
come up with. 

This is an easy decision. I urge every 
one of my colleagues to vote against 
this resolution. Our constituents de-
serve more options, not fewer. The last 
thing we should do is destroy one of 
the options that is still actually work-
ing for American families. 

THE ECONOMY 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, one 
final matter. While the Senate was fo-
cused on Justice Kavanaugh’s con-
firmation last Friday, our economy 
reached a major milestone. According 
to the latest Department of Labor re-
port, unemployment in the United 
States of America has now fallen to 3.7 
percent. That is the lowest unemploy-
ment rate since 1969. It is now 3.7 per-
cent—the lowest unemployment rate 
since 1969. The share of Americans who 
are seeking work but cannot find it is 
as low as it has been in just shy of 50 
years. 

There was other good news as well. 
Unlike what happened too often in the 
previous decade, this drop in unem-
ployment did not come from discour-
aged workers giving up their search al-
together; to the contrary, 150,000 more 
Americans joined the labor force last 
month, and the unemployment rate 
still went down. Now, that is an oppor-
tunity economy. That is exactly what 
an opportunity economy looks like. 

Day after day, my Republican col-
leagues and I have come to the floor 
and outlined all the things we are 
doing to try to help generate precisely 
this kind of economic momentum for 
the American people. This unified Re-
publican government has rolled back 
regulations and cut redtape at a pace 
that hasn’t been seen for years. We 
have handed American families and job 
creators the most significant Tax Code 
overhaul in 30 years, lower tax rates, a 
bigger child tax credit, more help with 
small businesses, and better incentives 
to invest and create jobs right here on 
American soil. Our actions have been 
clear, and our economy is sending 
equally clear signals in response: the 
highest consumer confidence we have 
seen in nearly 18 years, the highest 
small business confidence we have seen 
in 35 years, and now the lowest unem-
ployment rate we have seen in almost 
half a century. 

I have said it before, and I will say it 
again: Government itself is not cre-
ating this prosperity. Republicans 
know that growth starts with workers 
and entrepreneurs, not with Wash-
ington. Government can either put the 
wind in America’s faces or at their 
backs, and there is little question 
which way the wind has been blowing 
these past 2 years. It certainly is not 
‘‘Armageddon’’ or ‘‘crumbs,’’ as the 
House Democratic leader notoriously 
proclaimed in recent months. It is not 
a ‘‘disaster,’’ as my friend the Senate 
Democratic leader has suggested. No, it 
is rising wages, more job opportunities, 
and new investment, and it is reaching 
kitchen tables in communities large 
and small all across our country. The 
real winners here are the American 
people. Republicans are just proud that 
our policies are helping them do what 
they do best. 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

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

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the time until 11:30 
a.m. will be equally divided between 
the two leaders or their designees. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

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

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

S. 3021 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, as you 
know this week we are voting and con-
sidering an important bipartisan piece 
of legislation known as America’s 
Water Infrastructure Act, the most 
sweeping infrastructure package to be 
considered by Congress this year. It 
will literally reauthorize billions of 
dollars of spending for our Nation’s 
ports, harbors, and waterways, and it 
will end wasteful spending on water 
projects that are no longer necessary. 

I thank Chairman BARRASSO and 
Ranking Member CARPER for spear-
heading this legislation through the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. They deserve a tremendous 
amount of credit for bringing us to 
where we are today. 

Drinking water, wastewater systems, 
dams, levees, ports, and reservoirs mat-
ter to every single community in 
America. They are usually not front 
and center on our priority list, though, 
so people naturally take them for 
granted. We take it as a given that 
water will be available, that it will be 
treated and filtered, that wastewater 
will somehow be transported wherever 
it needs to go, and that dams and lev-
ees will hold up when they are put to 
the test by rising floods. 

Actually, though, that is not the case 
in many parts of the world, and we in 
America do take that for granted be-
cause usually none of these present a 
problem to most Americans. None of 
these problems happen in the United 
States if public and Federal resources 
are allocated in the right ways, and 
that is why we can’t afford to let our 
guard down and be lax when it comes 
to maintaining these important na-
tional treasures. 

That is what makes this bill we are 
voting on so crucial. It is not just a 
drop in the bucket, so to speak. It is 
one of the main reasons the bucket— 
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our Nation’s entire public water capac-
ity—functions at all. 

As Chairman BARRASSO has said, 
many pieces of our water infrastruc-
ture systems are aging and in need of 
serious attention. They need to be re-
paired, replaced, and other long-await-
ed projects need to begin. 

I know that because some of those 
projects happen to be in my State of 
Texas. Following last year’s dev-
astating Hurricane Harvey, a cata-
strophic rain event, the likes of which 
the Houston region had never seen be-
fore, the gaps in our infrastructure be-
came acutely apparent. As we began 
the recovery process, one thing became 
clear to us: There isn’t much sense in 
rebuilding without ensuring the region 
can withstand major weather events in 
the future. So it is not just about fix-
ing what was damaged; it is about 
making sure future infrastructure will 
not be damaged because it has been 
brought up to standard. 

So one piece of the bill we will be 
voting on this week will be to allow the 
Army Corps of Engineers to expedite a 
study on the so-called coastal spine 
that will run up and down portions of 
the gulf coast. This is a new multi-
layered system of storm surge and 
flood mitigation improvements to ad-
dress our most acute vulnerabilities. 
The crucial first step is fully funding 
the proper engineering study, and that 
is what we are going to do in this bill. 

I want to emphasize, this is not just 
some parochial matter. It is not just 
something that matters to the city of 
Houston and the gulf coast region. This 
is an important national resource. It is 
important to our national security, 
and it is vital to our national economy. 

A second thing this bill does for 
Texas is authorize a project from an 
area known as the Sabine Pass to Gal-
veston Bay. Across more than 4,000 
square miles of South Texas, this bill 
will update the levee systems and, in 
some cases, construct new ones in 
order to better protect the area from 
storms and hurricanes. 

In places that were dramatically af-
fected by Hurricane Harvey, like Clear 
Creek and Brays Bayou, funds will be 
used to widen channels, construct de-
tention basins, replace bridges, and 
renovate dams. Importantly, these 
projects include cost-share require-
ments, a reflection of the partnership 
between the State and local officials 
and the Federal Government when it 
comes to flood mitigation. 

As Texas communities continue to 
rebuild from Hurricane Harvey and pre-
pare for future storms, it is critical 
that we take these steps to ensure the 
coastal region can better withstand 
major weather events. I am grateful 
that once we vote on this bill, we will 
be one step closer toward completing 
these important projects, as well as 
many others. 

Finally, it is important to note that 
in many ways, the provisions of this 
bill represent a continuation of efforts 
we began last fall. As my colleagues 

will recall, in the weeks and months 
following Hurricane Harvey, Congress 
passed three separate aid bills totaling 
$147 billion for Harvey and other nat-
ural disasters. 

Then, in February, my colleagues 
and I secured nearly $4 billion in the 
Omnibus appropriations bill to advan-
tage the Sabine Pass to Galveston 
project I just mentioned. 

So as we move toward passage of this 
important piece of legislation, it is im-
portant to remember, this is sort of the 
bricks-and-mortar work Congress needs 
to do. It doesn’t gather a lot of atten-
tion. There is not a lot of controversy. 
Unlike a Supreme Court appointment, 
we don’t see thousands of people gath-
ering in the Mall or in the halls or in 
front of the Capitol, but it is simply 
the fundamental, basic building blocks 
we need to construct in order to keep 
our country safe and prosperous. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Democratic leader is recognized. 
HEALTHCARE 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, Demo-
crats have long believed that good 
healthcare for every American is a 
right, not a privilege. It is a tradition 
that was etched into our party by 
Presidents Roosevelt, Johnson, Clin-
ton, and Obama. We believe it is wrong 
to allow insurers to discriminate 
against women, older Americans, and 
folks with preexisting conditions. We 
believe it is wrong to allow insurers to 
put a cap on your insurance or to offer 
insurance so threadbare that it hardly 
counts as insurance at all. People end 
up paying a lot of money for insurance, 
and then they find it doesn’t cover any-
thing or it has such a huge deductible 
that it does no good. That is why the 
Affordable Care Act prohibited these 
abuses by insurance companies. 

Our Republican friends seem to want 
to say: The best way to get healthcare 
is to put yourself in the hands of your 
insurance company. We don’t believe 
that. For the past 2 years, President 
Trump and Republicans in Congress 
have tried to wrench our country back 
to a time when all of these abuses and 
loopholes were commonplace, a time 
when insurance companies could do 
whatever they want. They have tried 
to repeal our healthcare law, gut Med-
icaid, and cause 20 million fewer Amer-
icans to have insurance. President 
Trump ended a program that helped 
low-income Americans to afford insur-
ance. Congressional Republicans re-
pealed the coverage requirement, caus-
ing an unnecessary and completely 
avoidable increase in premiums this 

year, and Republican attorneys general 
across the country—many now running 
for a seat in this Chamber—filed a law-
suit that would repeal protections for 
Americans with preexisting conditions. 

Today on the floor, the Senate has 
the opportunity to put a stop to the re-
lentless sabotage of our healthcare sys-
tem. My friend and one of the great 
leaders in healthcare in this Chamber, 
Senator BALDWIN, has put forward a 
motion to repeal the Trump adminis-
tration’s rule to expand short-term in-
surance plans. Short-term insurance 
plans lure consumers in with low rates 
but fail to provide adequate coverage. 
Many don’t cover maternity care, men-
tal health treatment, prescription drug 
costs, and more. These plans are junk 
insurance, period—no ands, ifs, or 
buts—junk. 

We prohibited them in the past. This 
administration wants to let these junk 
insurance plans run rampant and let 
people be duped into thinking they 
have insurance when it covers almost 
nothing. There are massive risks to 
any family who purchases them, and, 
worse, they cause rates to go up for ev-
eryone else, even those who don’t elect 
to buy one. That is why traditionally 
nonpartisan organizations, like the 
American Cancer Society, the AARP, 
and the American Lung Association, 
have come out in staunch opposition. 
The AARP, for instance, says that junk 
insurance ‘‘would force millions of 
older Americans to choose either inad-
equate coverage or comprehensive cov-
erage that is unaffordable.’’ 

Now, my Republican friends say they 
support these plans because they give 
Americans another choice, but if you 
ask Americans: Would you like the op-
tion to purchase a faulty product, I 
don’t think many would say yes. Do we 
want a choice of buying a car where 
the engine doesn’t go? Of course not, 
that is the 1890s. We have changed for 
the better, and people are protected. 

So this vote is not about giving 
Americans a choice. It is about wheth-
er or not we would allow insurance 
companies to scam Americans with 
cut-rate health insurance. I wouldn’t 
want to be on the wrong side of that 
vote. An abundance of public opinion 
shows that healthcare is the No. 1 issue 
to voters. My Republican friends have 
desperately tried to make it more 
unaffordable, harder to access. Mean-
while, the one significant legislative 
item passed by the Republican Con-
gress this year, the tax bill, is under 
water in the polls. It is hard to make a 
tax cut unpopular, but this one is be-
cause so much of it goes to the 
wealthy. 

Republican leaders just rammed 
through one of the least popular Su-
preme Court Justices in history. 

In a few short weeks, the American 
people will head to the polls, where 
they can vote for another 2 years of Re-
publican attempts to gut our 
healthcare system or they can vote for 
Democratic candidates who can safe-
guard the protections now in place and 
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work to make healthcare more afford-
able. 

I see my friend from Wisconsin. I 
want to thank her for her outstanding 
leadership on this issue. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Wisconsin. 
f 

PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL 
DISAPPROVAL UNDER CHAPTER 
8 OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES 
CODE, OF THE RULE SUBMITTED 
BY THE SECRETARY OF THE 
TREASURY, SECRETARY OF 
LABOR, AND SECRETARY OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES 
RELATING TO ‘‘SHORT-TERM, 
LIMITED DURATION INSURANCE’’ 

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. President, I move 
to proceed to Calendar No. 627, S.J. 
Res. 63. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The clerk will report the joint resolu-

tion by title. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the joint resolution by title: 
A joint resolution (S.J. Res. 63) providing 

for congressional disapproval under chapter 8 
of title 5, United States Code, of the rule 
submitted by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
Secretary of Labor, and Secretary of Health 
and Human Services relating to ‘‘Short- 
Term, Limited Duration Insurance.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Wisconsin. 

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. President, just 
over a year ago in this Chamber, three 
brave Republican colleagues—Senator 
John McCain, Senator SUSAN COLLINS, 
and Senator LISA MURKOWSKI—joined 
all Democrats in voting against 
healthcare repeal legislation. They lis-
tened to the families of their States. 

I, too, voted against that repeal leg-
islation because the people of Wis-
consin did not send me to Washington 
to take away their healthcare. When 
congressional Republicans tried to pass 
repeal plans that would allow insur-
ance companies to charge more for pre-
existing conditions, families across our 
country fought back. 

When the Republican majority tried 
to charge older Americans an age tax 
and make people pay more for less 
care, people let their voices be heard 
and sent a loud message to Wash-
ington: Protect our care. They sent us 
all a clear message that they want us 
to work across party lines to protect 
the healthcare guarantees they depend 
on and to stand up for those with pre-
existing health conditions. Yet defeat-
ing the legislative efforts that would 
have made things worse for families 
didn’t end the threat to the American 
people. 

The Trump administration has been 
trying to do what congressional Repub-
licans couldn’t. They have been sabo-
taging our healthcare system and re-
writing the rules on guaranteed health 
protections and access to affordable 
care that millions of Americans have 

today. This sabotage has created insta-
bility in the healthcare market, con-
tributing to widespread premium 
spikes in 2018. 

This administration ended the crit-
ical cost-sharing reduction payments 
that made healthcare more affordable 
for almost 90,000 Wisconsinites. The 
Trump administration again slashed 
funding for outreach efforts to help 
people sign up for healthcare. 

Trusted navigator programs like 
those in Wisconsin have had their fund-
ing cut by nearly 90 percent in the past 
2 years. This will mean fewer people in 
rural Wisconsin will receive the sup-
port they need to obtain affordable 
coverage this year. 

It doesn’t stop there. The Trump ad-
ministration has even joined Wiscon-
sin’s Governor and Wisconsin’s attor-
ney general and other States in going 
to court to support a lawsuit that 
would take away guaranteed protec-
tions for people with preexisting condi-
tions. If they succeed, insurance com-
panies will again be able to deny cov-
erage or charge higher premiums for 
the more than 130 million Americans 
with a preexisting health condition. In 
fact, if the Affordable Care Act’s pro-
tections for people with preexisting 
conditions are struck down in court, 
Wisconsin is among the States that has 
the most to lose. 

According to the Kaiser Family 
Foundation, one out of every four Wis-
consinites has some sort of preexisting 
health condition, and they simply can-
not afford to have the healthcare they 
depend on threatened with higher costs 
or coverage denials. 

The Trump administration has ex-
panded junk insurance plans. These 
plans are cheap for a reason; they do 
not have to provide essential health 
benefits like hospitalization, prescrip-
tion drugs, and maternity care. 

According to the fine print of one of 
the plans sold in several States, includ-
ing my home State of Wisconsin—mar-
keted by the Golden Rule Company— 
the plan doesn’t even have to cover 
hospital care on a Friday or Saturday. 
It will be just your bad luck if you hap-
pen to get sick and need healthcare on 
the weekend. The very first exclusion 
states that it provides no benefits for a 
preexisting health condition. The fine 
print also notes if you are pregnant, 
that will be considered a preexisting 
health condition. 

These junk insurance plans can deny 
healthcare coverage to people with pre-
existing conditions when they need it 
the most, and that is why I am leading 
this effort in the U.S. Senate to take 
action and stop this sabotage. 

This is personal to me. When I was 9 
years old, I got sick. I was really sick. 
I was in the hospital for 3 months. I 
eventually recovered. When it came to 
health insurance, it was as if I had 
some sort of scarlet letter. My grand-
parents, who raised me, couldn’t find a 
policy at any price that would cover 
me—not from any insurer—all because 
I was a childhood branded with those 
words: ‘‘preexisting condition.’’ 

This is also personal for Chelsey from 
Seymour, WI, whose daughter was born 
with a congenital heart defect. Right 
now, Zoe is guaranteed access to cov-
erage without being denied or charged 
more because of her preexisting condi-
tion. 

Chelsey wrote me during that debate 
last year: ‘‘I’m pleading to you as a 
mother to fight for the kids in Wis-
consin with pre-existing conditions 
that are counting on you to protect 
that right.’’ 

No parent or grandparent should 
have to lie awake at night wondering if 
the healthcare they have today for 
themselves and their families will be 
there tomorrow. With the expansion of 
these junk plans, that fear could be-
come a new reality for far too many 
families as healthy people leave the 
market, increasing premiums for ev-
eryone. 

Children like Zoe may not be able to 
find any plan that her parents can af-
ford or that will cover the care she 
needs. No family should be forced to 
choose between helping a loved one get 
better or going bankrupt. 

Before the Affordable Care Act, too 
many families had to make that 
choice. Before the healthcare law, I 
heard from Sue from Beloit, WI. Sue’s 
husband was diagnosed with lung can-
cer. They quickly found out their in-
surance plan had a $13,000 limit on ra-
diation and chemotherapy. That cov-
ered about one round of chemotherapy. 
When they needed to continue treat-
ment, Sue and her family used all of 
their savings, and then they maxed out 
all of their credit cards. When they 
were facing insurmountable credit card 
debt, she told me: ‘‘I had no choice but 
to file bankruptcy.’’ Sue’s husband 
later died. 

We can’t go back to the days when 
insurance companies wrote the rules, 
just as we cannot allow the Trump ad-
ministration to rewrite the rules on 
guaranteed healthcare protections that 
millions of Americans depend on. 

More than 20 of the leading 
healthcare organizations in America, 
representing our Nation’s physicians, 
patients, medical students, and other 
health experts, are supporting this res-
olution to overturn the Trump admin-
istration’s expansion of junk insurance 
plans. They are doing so because these 
junk plans will reduce access to quality 
coverage for millions and increase 
costs. 

These junk plans will charge people 
more for coverage based on their pre-
existing conditions or deny them cov-
erage outright. These junk plans will 
leave cancer patients and survivors 
with higher premiums and fewer insur-
ance options. These junk plans will 
force premium increases on older 
Americans. 

I have heard my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle say that they are 
committed to protecting people with 
preexisting conditions. Now is your 
chance to prove it. Anyone who says 
they support coverage for people with 
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On page S6738, October 10, 2018, in the first column, the following appears: The clerk will report the joint resolution by title. The senior assistant legislative clerk read the joint resolution by title: A joint resolution (S.J. Res. 673) providing for congressional disapproval under chapter 8 of title 5, United States Code, of the rule submitted by the Secretary of the Treasury, Secretary of Labor, and Secretary of Health and Human Services relating to ``Short-Term, Limited Duration Insurance.''
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