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discriminated against—is bipartisan.
But do you know what I think is most
striking about this vote? The deafening
silence from the group of almost en-
tirely male Republican Senators who
are voting today to make it harder for
women to get the healthcare they need.
Not one spoke today to justify this
vote. Where are those Republican Sen-
ators? Why did they feel so entitled not
just to interfere with women’s
healthcare decisions but to do so with-
out explaining themselves? If they are
ashamed of their votes, which they
should be, they had ample opportunity
to reconsider.

I came to the floor with my Demo-
cratic colleagues weeks ago to urge Re-
publicans not to bring this damaging
legislation to the floor. We asked for
just one Republican vote today to pre-
vent this attack on women’s health.
And women across the country, in Re-
publican and Democratic States,
called, emailed, tweeted, and organized
to say that these restrictions on wom-
en’s access to healthcare have no place
in our country or in the 21st century.
But what have these 50 Senate Repub-
licans done? They refused to listen, and
they refused to answer for their ac-
tions.

Frankly, women deserve better. The
thing is, women know it. So today, as
a woman, I am angry. As a mother and
a grandmother, I am furious about
what attacks like this mean for our
daughters and our granddaughters, es-
pecially those who are struggling and
disproportionately rely on family plan-
ning centers. But as a Senator, I am
more confident than ever that Repub-
licans who fail to listen to the women
of this country do so at their own peril.
I have had the chance to see how much
impact women have when they call and
march and organize and make their
voices heard.

The fact that Vice President PENCE
had to come and break this tie today,
that Senate Republican leaders could
not twist enough arms to pass this bill
on their own, is clear evidence. So is
the failure of House Republicans’ abys-
mal TrumpCare bill, which would have
cut off access to critical services at
Planned Parenthood.

I know without a doubt that Repub-
lican Senators who vote against women
and with their extreme base today and
who rely on this anti-women adminis-
tration to jam this resolution through
will be held accountable both by
women across the country and women
right here in the Senate. We will keep
making our voices heard. We will fight
back against these attacks on our
rights and our own self-determination,
and ultimately, you can be sure, we
will win.

I yield the floor.

I yield back the time on this side.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint
resolution having been read the third
time, the question is, Shall the joint
resolution pass?
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Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, 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 bill clerk called the roll.

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 50,
nays 50, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 101 Leg.]

YEAS—50
Alexander Flake Perdue
Barrasso Gardner Portman
Blunt Graham Risch
Boozman Grassley Roberts
Burr Hatch Rounds
Capito Heller Rubio
gasildy ?cgzvfen Sasse
ochran nhofe
Corker Isakson :io;g
Cornyn Johnson ? y
Cotton Kennedy Stmpge
Crapo Lankford Sullivan
Cruz Lee Thune
Daines McCain Tillis
Enzi McConnell Tgomey
Ernst Moran Wicker
Fischer Paul Young
NAYS—50
Baldwin Gillibrand Murray
Bennet Harris Nelson
Blumenthal Hassan Peters
Booker Heinrich Reed
Brown Heitkamp Sanders
Cantyvell Hirpno Schatz
gardm game Schumer
arper ing

Casey Klobuchar :ilaheen

. abenow
Collins Leahy
Coons Manchin Tester
Cortez Masto Markey Udall
Donnelly McCaskill Van Hollen
Duckworth Menendez Warner
Durbin Merkley Warren
Feinstein Murkowski Whitehouse
Franken Murphy Wyden

The VICE PRESIDENT. On this vote,
the yeas are 50, the nays are 50. The
Senate being equally divided, the Vice
President votes in the affirmative, and
the joint resolution, H.J. Res. 43, is
passed.

The majority leader.

———
ORDER OF PROCEDURE

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that following
leader remarks on Monday, April 3, the
Senate proceed to the consideration of
Calendar No. 18, S. 89, with the time
until 5:30 p.m. equally divided in the
usual form, and that following the use
or yielding back of time, the bill be
read a third time and the Senate vote
on passage with no intervening action
or debate. I further ask that following
the vote on passage, the Senate pro-
ceed to executive session for consider-
ation of Calendar No. 24, the nomina-
tion of Elaine Duke to be Deputy Sec-
retary of Homeland Security. I further
ask that at a time to be determined by
the majority leader, with the concur-
rence of the Democratic leader, on
Tuesday, April 4, the Senate vote on
confirmation of the nomination, and
that if confirmed, the motion to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon
the table and the President be imme-
diately notified of the Senate’s action.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAS-
SIDY). Is there objection?
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Without objection, it is so ordered.
The Senator from Iowa.

CONGRESSIONAL REVIEW ACT
RESOLUTION

Mrs. ERNST. Mr. President, I rise to
thank my colleagues for their support
of my legislation to overturn President
Obama’s eleventh hour rule that re-
vokes States’ rights to determine the
best eligible subgrantees for title X
family planning funding. It should be
the right of our States to allocate sub-
grants under the title X program in the
way that best fits the needs of the peo-
ple living there. Unfortunately, like
many other rules that were issued dur-
ing the Obama administration, this
rule attempted to empower Federal bu-
reaucrats in Washington and silence
our States.

As we all know, States are closer to
and more familiar with the healthcare
providers and patients within their
borders and should be able to make
their own decisions about the best eli-
gible title X subgrantees, be they hos-
pitals, federally qualified community
health centers, or other types of pro-
viders. A number of States have acted
in recent years to prioritize title X
subgrants to more comprehensive pro-
viders, where women can receive great-
er preventive and primary care than
they can with providers like Planned
Parenthood.

The Obama administration’s rule at-
tempted to claim that providers like
Planned Parenthood can ‘‘accomplish
title X programmatic objectives more
effectively.” This rhetoric does not
match the reality. In fact, after Rep-
resentative DIANE BLACK and I led
more than 100 of our colleagues in
pointing that out to the Obama admin-
istration, HHS acknowledged the chal-
lenge of measuring effectiveness across
all types of title X recipients and sub-
recipients and therefore removed the
word ‘‘effectively’” from the final rule.

So why was this rule implemented in
the first place? It is because the Obama
administration wanted to do every-
thing it could to secure Federal fund-
ing streams for Planned Parenthood
before they turned over the keys to the
Trump administration. With our vote
today, we prevented that from hap-
pening.

But let me be clear. Although it is no
secret that I do not believe Planned
Parenthood—the Nation’s single larg-
est provider of abortion services—is de-
serving of Federal taxpayer dollars,
this legislation does not prevent
Planned Parenthood or any other spe-
cific entity from receiving title X
funds. If States like Washington or
Massachusetts want to distribute title
X subgrants to Planned Parenthood,
this legislation to overturn the Obama
administration’s rule will not prevent
them from doing so, nor does over-
turning the rule reduce overall funding
levels for the Title X Family Planning
Program.

In fact, this legislation does not in
any way decrease women’s healthcare
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