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[Rollcall Vote No. 253 Ex.] 

YEAS—84 

Baldwin 
Barrasso 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Burr 
Capito 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Cassidy 
Cochran 
Collins 
Coons 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Cortez Masto 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Donnelly 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Enzi 
Ernst 
Feinstein 

Fischer 
Flake 
Franken 
Gardner 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hassan 
Hatch 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Heller 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kaine 
Kennedy 
King 
Klobuchar 
Lankford 
Leahy 
Lee 
Manchin 
McConnell 
Moran 
Murkowski 
Murphy 

Nelson 
Paul 
Perdue 
Portman 
Reed 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Scott 
Shaheen 
Shelby 
Stabenow 
Strange 
Sullivan 
Tester 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—10 

Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Gillibrand 

Harris 
Markey 
Murray 
Peters 

Warren 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—6 

Alexander 
McCain 

McCaskill 
Menendez 

Merkley 
Sanders 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid 
upon the table and the President will 
be immediately notified of the Senate’s 
action. 

f 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

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 nomi-
nation of Amy Coney Barrett, of Indiana, to 
be United States Circuit Judge for the Sev-
enth Circuit. 

Mitch McConnell, Orrin G. Hatch, John 
Cornyn, Chuck Grassley, Thom Tillis, 
Pat Roberts, John Barrasso, Johnny 
Isakson, Roger F. Wicker, John Thune, 
Marco Rubio, James Lankford, Richard 
Burr, Steve Daines, Todd Young, Ben 
Sasse, Mike Crapo. 

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 nomination 
of Amy Coney Barrett, of Indiana, to 
be United States Circuit Judge for the 
Seventh Circuit, shall be brought to a 
close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant bill clerk called the 

roll. 
Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 

is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN). 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Missouri (Mrs. MCCAS-
KILL), the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ), and the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS) are necessarily 
absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
DAINES). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 54, 
nays 42, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 254 Ex.] 
YEAS—54 

Alexander 
Barrasso 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Cochran 
Collins 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Donnelly 
Enzi 
Ernst 

Fischer 
Flake 
Gardner 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kaine 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Manchin 
McConnell 
Moran 

Murkowski 
Paul 
Perdue 
Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott 
Shelby 
Strange 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—42 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 

Franken 
Gillibrand 
Harris 
Hassan 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Hirono 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Markey 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 

Nelson 
Peters 
Reed 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—4 

McCain 
McCaskill 

Menendez 
Sanders 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 54, the nays are 42. 

The motion is agreed to. 
f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The assistant bill clerk read the 

nomination of Amy Coney Barrett, of 
Indiana, to be United States Circuit 
Judge for the Seventh Circuit. 

The Senator from Tennessee. 
HEALTHCARE 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, 
when the 18 million Americans in the 
individual insurance market—those are 
Americans, shopkeepers, songwriters, 
farmers, men and women who don’t get 
their health insurance from the gov-
ernment or on the job—begin enrolling 
on Wednesday, they will discover some-
thing very strange. 

The Wall Street Journal, in a week-
end story, explained exactly how 
strange this phenomenon will be. Some 
of these 18 million Americans will be 
able to get their insurance for free. 
They will pay absolutely nothing for 
their premium, but others will see 
their premiums skyrocket far beyond 
the increases they have seen in recent 
years. 

Here is what the Wall Street Journal 
says: 

In nearly all of the 2,722 counties included 
in the data, some consumers will be able to 
obtain free health insurance because they 
qualify for larger federal premium subsidies 
that cover the full cost of the plan, accord-
ing to the new analysis. 

The Wall Street Journal continues: 
In the coming weeks, insurers are gearing 

up to promote the no-premium option. . . . 
On the flip side, those who don’t get pre-
mium subsidies under the 2010 law may be re-
sponsible for the full brunt of steep rate in-
creases, though they may be able to mitigate 
the impact by staying away from silver 
plans. 

Insurers are gearing up to shepherd 
Americans into plans that will cost 
zero because taxpayers will be paying 
much higher subsidies. Meanwhile, the 
9 million Americans in the individual 
health insurance market who do not 
have subsidies may be responsible for 
what the Wall Street Journal calls the 
‘‘full brunt of steep rate increases.’’ 

What is causing this strange phe-
nomenon? It is happening because Con-
gress—us—has not funded cost-sharing 
reduction subsidies, or CSRs, for the 
2018 plan year. Cost-sharing reduction 
subsidies are payments in the Afford-
able Care Act which the government 
makes to insurance companies to reim-
burse them for deductibles and copays 
for many low-income Americans. Ac-
cording to the U.S. District Court for 
the District of Columbia, the President 
of the United States can no longer 
make these payments himself without 
the approval of Congress so President 
Trump ended those payments this 
month. 

Insurance companies have raised pre-
miums to make up the difference, load-
ing most of the increase on the silver 
plan premiums. They did that because, 
under the Affordable Care Act, sub-
sidies are based on silver plan pre-
miums. So as premiums go up, sub-
sidies go up. If silver plan premiums 
skyrocket, then the subsidies sky-
rocket, and then you can use your 
giant subsidy to go buy a bronze plan 
and pay nothing in premiums. 

In California alone, according to the 
Wall Street Journal article, about half 
of the 1.1 million who buy health insur-
ance with subsidies can get their insur-
ance for free next year. To be clear, be-
cause Congress didn’t provide tem-
porary funding for the cost-sharing re-
ductions for 2018, more than half of 
Californians on the ACA exchange can 
get free government-paid healthcare. 

For the last few weeks, I have been 
saying that the chaos we are going to 
see, if we don’t continue the cost-shar-
ing payments, will be a four-lane high-
way to single-payer insurance. Now we 
see why. Premium-free private insur-
ance for millions funded by the tax-
payer—I am not sure what is conserv-
ative about that. 

We don’t need to worry about the in-
surance companies. They obviously 
know how to take care of themselves. 
As the article details, if the cost-shar-
ing payments aren’t made over 2 years, 
insurance companies shouldn’t lose a 
penny. They have to pay, under law, 
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