February 4, 2015

for enforcement of immigration law.
Those prioritizations are there.

The other point I wish to make is
that the Senator speaks about funding
the Department of Homeland Security
and their desire to fund the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security. That is ex-
actly what this bill does. This bill fully
funds the Department of Homeland Se-
curity. There really is consensus be-
tween the House and the Senate that it
does it very well. That is what this bill
does. It funds the Department of Home-
land Security.

So they are saying they want to fund
the Department of Homeland Security.
That is what this bill does, and that is
why we have to proceed to it in order
to accomplish full-year funding for
DHS.

The third point I will make briefly is
that the Senator referred to a bill that
she is sponsoring with the Senator
from Maryland to fund DHS—to fund
the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity—and she wants to proceed to that
bill. Well, the way to do that is to vote
with us to get on the bill before us—
H.R. 240—and then they can offer that
as an amendment, and we will debate it
and we will have the vote.

So if the Senator from New Hamp-
shire wishes to have the opportunity to
debate her legislation and vote on her
legislation, then let’s vote to invoke
cloture on this motion to proceed, let’s
proceed to the bill, and we will allow
our colleagues to offer amendments
which we can debate and vote on. We
are offering the other side the oppor-
tunity to do exactly what they have
asked to do.

Most importantly, again, I wish to go
back to the point I just made. This bill
fully funds the Department of Home-
land Security for the full year, and we
are being blocked from going to the
bill, debating the bill, allowing amend-
ments on the bill, and getting to the
final product for the American people,
while working with the House. Remem-
ber, we have to produce a product that
passes the House, too, to fund the De-
partment of Homeland Security for
this country.

With that, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
move to proceed to the motion to re-
consider the motion to invoke cloture
on the motion to proceed to H.R. 240.

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

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
move to reconsider the motion to in-
voke cloture on the motion to proceed
to H.R. 240.

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

The motion was agreed to.

CLOTURE MOTION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the
Senate the pending cloture motion,
which the clerk will state.
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The legislative clerk read as follows:
CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the mo-
tion to proceed to H.R. 240, making appro-
priations for the Department of Homeland
Security for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2015.

Mitch McConnell, John Cornyn, Richard
Burr, Jerry Moran, John Thune, John-
ny Isakson, Marco Rubio, Roy Blunt,
Pat Roberts, Deb Fischer, John Booz-
man, David Vitter, Tim Scott, Roger F.
Wicker, Richard C. Shelby, Michael B.
Enzi, Rand Paul.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum
call has been waived.

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the motion to
proceed to H.R. 240, an act making ap-
propriations for the Department of
Homeland Security for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2015, and for
other purposes, shall be brought to a
close, upon reconsideration?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant bill clerk called the
roll.

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 53,
nays 47, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 52 Leg.]

YEAS—b53
Alexander Ernst Paul
Ayotte Fischer Perdue
Barrasso Flake Portman
Blunt Gardner Risch
Boozman Graham Roberts
Burr Grassley Rounds
gapl't(ci) gatch Rubio
assidy oeven
Coats Inhofe Sizii
Cochran Isakson .
Collins Johnson Sessions
Corker Kirk Shelby
Cornyn Lankford Sullivan
Cotton Lee Thune
Crapo McCain Tillis
Cruz McConnell Toomey
Daines Moran Vitter
Enzi Murkowski Wicker
NAYS—47

Baldwin Heinrich Nelson
Bennet Heitkamp Peters
Blumenthal Heller Reed
Booker Hirono Reid
Boxer Kaine Sanders
Brown King Schatz
Cantwell Klobuchar Schumer
Cardin Leahy
Carper Manchin 2?:&1 :ﬁgw
Casey Markey

. Tester
Coons McCaskill
Donnelly Menendez Udall
Durbin Merkley Warner
Feinstein Mikulski Warren
Franken Murphy Whitehouse
Gillibrand Murray Wyden

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.

TOOMEY). On this vote, the yeas are 53,
the nays are 47.

Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn not having voted in the
affirmative, the motion is rejected.

The Senator from Indiana.

————
MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate be
in a period of morning business, with
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Senators permitted to speak therein
for up to 10 minutes each.

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

The Senator from Indiana.

———

THE PRESIDENT’S BUDGET

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, I wish to
make some remarks about the Presi-
dent’s budget, which was presented to
us on Monday of this week as his an-
nual proposal to Congress.

Given our country’s enormous fiscal
challenges and the results of the 2014
midterm election, I think there was
hope among many of us that the re-
lease of this budget would be an oppor-
tunity for the President to work with
us.

There was a lot of talk about work-
ing with Congress, working together.
The message from the November 2014
election was that the American people
want Congress to get some things done.
And by the way, what about the con-
tinuing deficit? Are we going to get
back to this draconian knife held over
our throats, where the budget con-
tinues to put us in a position where
debt and deficit continue to be the
plague which is going to have enor-
mous, negative consequences on the fu-
ture of this country?

Given these enormous challenges,
there was really hope the President
with his last 2 years, would see as part
of his legacy an opportunity to work
together to put us on a sound fiscal
path. But much like the coach of the
Seahawks on the 1-yard line, the Presi-
dent chose to make the wrong call.

In this case, in my opinion—and I
think the opinion of many—the right
call would have been a plan that actu-
ally puts us on a path for a balanced
budget, addresses a skyrocketing man-
datory spending burden and reforms
our outdated Tax Code. These are,
hopefully, ideas that both Republicans
and Democrats could agree on. They
would be in our national interest to
move forward on. The time is now—
with a Democratic President and a Re-
publican Congress—to work together to
achieve what Ronald Reagan and Tip
O’Neill agreed to and what Bill Clinton
and Newt Gingrich agreed to on welfare
reform and on a number of other major
initiatives that had been undertaken in
Congress with support from both par-
ties. They could be addressed.

But instead of pursuing a path of
consensus on these issues, the Presi-
dent comes forward with $2.1 trillion in
additional tax increases over the next
10 years. Is there any end to the obses-
sion the President has for raising taxes
on the American people?

All the debate at the end of the last
cycle—the previous cycle before the
last cycle—was over the fiscal cliff.
Let’s raise taxes on the richest people
in America and the high earners, and
that will address the problem of taxes.
But we never could get to the spending
issue.

So if you like government to just
keep increasing: Send your tax dollars
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