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Week one, Republicans had a Speaker elec-

tion that did not go well; week two, Repub-
licans got into a big fight about deporting 
children; week three, Republicans are now 
talking about rape and incest and reportable 
rapes and incest for minors . . . I just can’t 
wait for week four. 

Now we are in week five, and the new 
Republican Congress is still working. It 
doesn’t look like we are going to see a 
jobs bill or an infrastructure bill. In-
stead, today, for the 56th time, we will 
see a vote on the floor of the House to 
take away health care for millions of 
Americans. 

The Republican leadership needs to 
stop putting the politics of the extreme 
rightwing of their party in the fore and 
get back to the work of the American 
people. 

f 

THE BUDGET 

(Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York asked and was given permis-
sion to address the House for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Mr. Speaker, it is time for Con-
gress to admit what people with com-
mon sense all across America have 
known for years: mindless austerity 
just does not work. It doesn’t grow the 
economy, it does not add jobs, and it 
doesn’t unleash anything except mis-
ery. 

The sequester was a bad idea from 
the start. The country needs to em-
brace its can-do spirit, and Congress 
has to stop saying: ‘‘Sorry, we just 
can’t.’’ 

The President’s budget is tailor-made 
to help hardworking middle class fami-
lies get ahead. It will invest in edu-
cation, strengthen workers’ skills, pro-
vide tax relief for the middle class, and 
rebuild our infrastructure. This is ex-
actly what we need to build on the 
record of the 58 months of job growth 
we are experiencing and to make sure 
that everyone shares in the gains of 
our growing economy. 

f 

FLORIDA AGRICULTURAL AND 
MECHANICAL UNIVERSITY 

(Ms. GRAHAM asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, to cele-
brate Black History Month, I rise to 
recognize Florida Agricultural and Me-
chanical University, one of the oldest 
and most prestigious Historically 
Black Colleges in the United States. 

The Florida Agricultural and Me-
chanical University, or ‘‘FAMU,’’ as it 
is more affectionately known in north 
Florida, was founded in 1887 with just 
15 students and two instructors. Today, 
the university has grown to enroll 
nearly 10,000 students, and it was 
named by the U.S. News & World Re-
port as the top public Historically 
Black College or university in the Na-
tion for 2015. 

I am proud to represent FAMU in the 
Second Congressional District of Flor-
ida. Their mission and the public serv-

ice they provide is a benefit to north 
Florida, to our State, and to our Na-
tion. 

f 

OBAMACARE HAS WON 

(Ms. SCHAKOWSKY asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, the 
Affordable Care Act is working. Here is 
what I hear: 

Women can afford to get pregnant be-
cause maternity is covered. Parents 
sleep better because their children are 
covered up to age 26. People with pre-
existing conditions are no longer terri-
fied that they are going to be unin-
sured. Small businesses are saving 
money. Doctors and nurses are saving 
lives because patients can come to 
them. In Illinois, over 700,000 individ-
uals are newly insured, and we are not 
even through with enrollment. 

As the President said in this Cham-
ber 2 weeks ago: ‘‘That is good news, 
people.’’ 

But, today, we have gone back to the 
Republican old song book—yet another 
vote to repeal ObamaCare. Let me 
warn them that they do this at their 
peril. Tens of millions of Americans, 
many insured for the first time and 
others who can finally afford insur-
ance, will not give it up without a 
fight. 

Let’s hope the 56th time of a vote to 
repeal will be the last so we can get to 
the real work of raising wages and cre-
ating good jobs and passing equal pay 
and of comprehensive immigration re-
form and improving retirement secu-
rity and passing a renewed Voting 
Rights Act. The war against 
ObamaCare is over, and ObamaCare has 
won. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 596, REPEAL OF THE PA-
TIENT PROTECTION AND AF-
FORDABLE CARE ACT 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 70 and ask for 
its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 70 

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider in the 
House the bill (H.R. 596) to repeal the Pa-
tient Protection and Affordable Care Act and 
health care-related provisions in the Health 
Care and Education Reconciliation Act of 
2010, and for other purposes. All points of 
order against consideration of the bill are 
waived. The amendment printed in the re-
port of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution shall be considered 
as adopted. The bill, as amended, shall be 
considered as read. All points of order 
against provisions in the bill, as amended, 
are waived. The previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the bill, as amend-
ed, and on any further amendment thereto, 
to final passage without intervening motion 
except: (1) 90 minutes of debate equally di-
vided among and controlled by the respec-

tive chairs and ranking minority members of 
the Committees on Education and the Work-
force, Energy and Commerce, and Ways and 
Means; and (2) one motion to recommit with 
or without instructions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
YODER). The gentleman from Texas is 
recognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN), 
pending which I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. During consider-
ation of this resolution, all time yield-
ed is for the purpose of debate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, House 

Resolution 70 provides for a rule to 
consider the full repeal of the flawed 
and ill-conceived Affordable Care Act. 

The rule provides for 90 minutes of 
debate, divided and controlled by the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. Further, the rule self- 
executes the Byrne amendment, which 
provides for a clean repeal of the entire 
Affordable Care Act. The rule further 
provides the minority with one motion 
to recommit with or without instruc-
tions. 

This approach—a full repeal—will 
give the House, particularly freshmen 
from both parties, an opportunity to 
have an up-or-down vote on the Afford-
able Care Act. 

More than just a full repeal, the leg-
islation before us provides for a process 
whereby the committees of jurisdiction 
are tasked with coming up with a re-
placement for the flawed law now being 
implemented. We know what ideas 
don’t work. Those are the ideas en-
shrined into law in the Affordable Care 
Act. Now let’s look toward ideas that 
will work. 

b 1230 

I do look forward to working with 
the Energy and Commerce Commit-
tee’s chairman, FRED UPTON, to craft 
meaningful legislation that will actu-
ally help the American people instead 
of strangle them with more govern-
ment regulation, which is what the Af-
fordable Care Act actually does. 

Americans should have the freedom 
to make their own health care deci-
sions. In March of 2010, the Patient 
Protection and Affordable Care Act 
was signed into law. It was drafted 
quickly and behind closed doors. It in-
cluded secret deals, loopholes, drafting 
errors, and funding cliffs that allowed 
Federal agencies to be created without 
congressional knowledge or oversight. 

More and more of the Affordable Care 
Act’s supporters are having to admit to 
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the American people that, in their rush 
to pass a bill, the same people who put 
their voting cards in the slot and 
helped the ACA become law didn’t ac-
tually know what was in the bill. 

Now people are finding out what is in 
the bill, and they are upset. So upset 
are the American people that in every 
election for the House and Senate since 
the passage of the Affordable Care Act, 
more and more Republicans were cho-
sen to replace supporters of the flawed 
law. 

Indeed, this past fall, President 
Obama, in no uncertain terms, de-
clared: 

Make no mistake, my policies are on the 
ballot. 

It is actually one of the few times I 
have ever agreed with this President. 
His policies were on the ballot, and the 
American people soundly rejected 
them, placing a historic majority of 
Republicans in the House and taking 
control of the Senate out of the hands 
of HARRY REID. 

The bottom line: the drafting and 
passage of the Affordable Care Act was 
not the way to achieve meaningful re-
form. Many errors occurred through 
the language. This is why the Supreme 
Court this spring will be hearing a case 
that could upend the Affordable Care 
Act’s subsidy structure. This case is 
entirely the fault of people who drafted 
and implemented the bill so poorly. 

With the Supreme Court case loom-
ing, this body—this body—must be pre-
pared to work for the American people 
and stave off the possible chaos which 
could ensue. The health care system in 
America needs reform and improve-
ment, but the law that was passed will 
cost the American taxpayer millions of 
dollars, will not improve care, nor will 
it make it more affordable. 

The bill that this House will vote on 
puts in place a procedure that will 
begin the process of crafting a replace-
ment that could truly bring affordable 
access to health care to all Americans. 
The so-called Affordable Care Act does 
not accomplish that goal. 

We need to start, and start fresh, and 
we need to address the issues with com-
monsense improvements that focus on 
the real issues at hand: creating a 
health care system that is focused on 
patients instead of payment, quality 
instead of quantity, affordability in-
stead of cheapness, and innovation in-
stead of stagnation. The first step is 
eliminating this bad legislation that 
simply does not work. That is why, 
today, I strongly support the repeal of 
the President’s health care law. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I want 

to thank the gentleman from Texas for 
the customary 30 minutes. 

I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, first of all, I rise in very 
strong opposition to this closed rule 
and to the underlying bill. Let me just 
say to my colleagues, to make it crys-
tal clear, that this is an absolutely 
closed rule. 

This bill had no hearings in any of 
the committees of jurisdiction; it was 
not reported out by any of the commit-
tees of jurisdiction; and the Committee 
on Rules decided last night that no 
Member, no Republican or Democrat, 
has the right to offer any amendments. 
This is a closed process. 

Whatever happened to regular order? 
So, Mr. Speaker, here we are again, 

back on the House floor with yet an-
other pointless attempt by the Repub-
lican majority to repeal the Affordable 
Care Act. Today’s exercise in time- 
wasting gamesmanship marks the 56th 
time that we have been down this well- 
traveled road. 

Fifty-six. Let’s see. That is two score 
and 16. It is 41⁄2 dozen. But no matter 
how you add it up, it has to be some 
sort of world record in political futil-
ity. 

So it is tempting to say that nothing 
has changed, but that is not exactly 
true because, in fact, a great deal has 
changed since my Republican col-
leagues first tried to repeal the ACA. 
Here are some of the things that 
changed: 

The number of uninsured Americans 
has dropped by 10 million people; 3 mil-
lion young adults have been able to 
gain coverage through a parent’s plan; 
insurance companies can no longer dis-
criminate on the basis of a so-called 
preexisting condition, like, say, being a 
woman; lifetime limits and caps on 
coverage have been eliminated; seniors 
have saved more than $11 billion in pre-
scription drugs, an average of $1400 per 
Medicare beneficiary; copays and 
deductibles for preventive services for 
Medicare patients have been elimi-
nated, and the solvency of the Medi-
care trust fund has been extended by 13 
years; and the growth in health care 
spending in this country is the slowest 
on record, while health care price infla-
tion is at its lowest rate in 50 years. 

All that has happened thanks to the 
Affordable Care Act. If the Republicans 
get their way, much of it will disappear 
in an instant. If Republicans get their 
way, millions of Americans would lose 
their health care coverage, millions 
more would lose the subsidies they re-
ceive to purchase plans, millions of 
children would lose CHIP coverage, 
millions of seniors would lose benefits, 
and the deficit would increase. 

So let’s be crystal clear, Mr. Speaker: 
this is no longer a theoretical political 
exercise; this is very, very, very real. If 
this Republican bill were ever to be-
come law, then real people would see 
real benefits taken away. That is why 
President Obama has said very plainly 
that he would veto this bill if it ever 
reached his desk. 

There is something else new about 
this 56th version of Republicans bang-
ing their heads against a brick wall. 
For the first time, according to Polit-
ico: 

House Republicans want to postpone the 
full repeal of ObamaCare for 6 months to 
allow time to come up with a replacement 
plan. 

I have to say, Mr. Speaker, when I 
read that, I actually laughed out loud. 
The health care crisis in this country 
has been happening for years and 
years—decades. How many studies have 
been done? How many reports issued? 
How many hearings and debates and 
news stories? But after all of that, my 
Republican friends still need another 6 
months to come up with a replacement 
plan. 

Here is an idea. Let’s vote down this 
rule with the understanding that in 6 
months—actually, I will give you 7, 
until after Labor Day—that in 7 
months you will be back here with 
your magic replacement plan, which I 
assume will be flown in on a unicorn 
sliding down a rainbow. 

I will tell you why, Mr. Speaker. Be-
cause Republicans have absolutely no 
intention of actually doing the hard 
work of health care reform. This is just 
a gimmick. It is a chance for their new 
freshmen to cast their symbolic vote 
against ObamaCare so they can put out 
a press release and act like they have 
accomplished something. 

As the Washington Examiner re-
ported: 

Republicans know that the repeal legisla-
tion isn’t ever going to become law. ‘‘We are 
just getting it out of the way,’’ one GOP aide 
told the Examiner when asked about the re-
peal vote. 

Just getting it out of the way, Mr. 
Speaker? What a cynical abuse of this 
House. It is a sham. It is a waste of ev-
eryone’s time. It deserves to be de-
feated in this House, and if it ever 
makes it out of the Senate, it deserves 
the quickest veto President Obama can 
muster. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I re-

serve the balance of my time. 
Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, at this 

time, I yield 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from Michigan (Mrs. DINGELL). 

Mrs. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

I rise in opposition to the rule and 
the underlying bill. I may be new to 
this Chamber, but it sure seems like 
Groundhog Day around here to me. 
This is the 56th time my friends on the 
other side of the aisle have tried to re-
peal or weaken this landmark law, and 
the puzzle for me is that I know that 
they believe in so many of the provi-
sions and support them. 

Since the passage of the Affordable 
Care Act, millions of people who didn’t 
have insurance now have it and have 
signed up for the marketplace plans; 
299,000 in Michigan alone. 

I know my friends on the other side 
of the aisle believe that nobody’s 
health coverage should be dropped 
when they suddenly get diagnosed with 
cancer. I know my friends on the other 
side of the aisle don’t want to tell 129 
million Americans that they are going 
to be denied insurance because they 
have a preexisting condition. I know 
my friends don’t want to kick young 
people off their parents’ insurance 
plan, and I know they never want to go 
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back to the days of lifetime caps on 
health coverage or tell seniors they 
have got to start paying more for their 
medicine again. This is why I am to-
tally perplexed, because if this bill 
were to pass, over 9.5 million Ameri-
cans would be hurt and left behind 
without access to quality, affordable 
coverage. 

The ACA may not be perfect. The 
last perfect law that there was agree-
ment on was the Ten Commandments; 
and honestly, in today’s climate, I am 
not sure we could get it through the 
Congress today. I urge my colleagues 
to work together with us on how to im-
prove the law instead of constantly 
trying to do something they don’t be-
lieve in. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, at this 
time, I am pleased to yield 4 minutes 
to the gentleman from Texas (Mr. SES-
SIONS), the chairman of the Committee 
on Rules. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I am 
delighted to rise on the floor today 
really for two reasons, perhaps three. 
First of all, to support and defend the 
Committee on Rules last night where 
we overwhelmingly are in favor of 
making sure that every Member of this 
body has an opportunity to vote up or 
down on this terrible piece of legisla-
tion that is the law that is known as 
the Affordable Care Act, or 
ObamaCare. 

This last election the people of this 
country openly asked the question in 
many districts across this country: Are 
you for or against this terrible law 
that was put through this Congress 
without one Republican vote? So it is 
only obvious that every single new 
Member of this body would want to 
have an opportunity to vote up or 
down. 

Secondly, I want to defend the gen-
tleman, Dr. BURGESS, a member of our 
committee, who was attacked last 
night. I unfortunately had taken 2 or 3 
minutes away from the chair to attend 
to some other matters of the com-
mittee and was not available to be in 
the chair. 

Thirdly, I want to stand up for my 
State of Texas. In defense of the State 
of Texas, there has been a lot of talk 
about Texas lately, not just last night, 
but lately. So I want to make sure that 
people have a better understanding to 
know why Texans are being attacked, 
and that is because we reject big, lib-
eral government that is embodied in 
the laws that are known as 
ObamaCare, or the Affordable Care 
Act. 

In defense of our great State of 
Texas, we represent people of the State 
of Texas, and I strongly stand with my 
fellow Texan and fellow committee 
member, the gentleman from 
Lewisville, Texas, Dr. MICHAEL BUR-
GESS. Dr. BURGESS is not just a proud 
member of our delegation and a proud 
Member who represents Texas, just as I 
do, born in Waco, Texas, but I stand 
today for why Texas is a great State. 

Evidently we have got to defend our 
honor. It was done last night in the 

Committee on Rules; it is being done 
today on the floor of the House of Rep-
resentatives. I stand in defense of 
Texas; although Texas I don’t think 
really needs much defense. 

Texans are proud people, and we have 
been a proud people since the days of 
the Alamo and San Jacinto. That is 
when we used to be our own nation. 
Texans are fiercely independent, and 
we, I think, lead to the very best not 
only for ourselves, but we are trying to 
do that also for America. 

Texas is thriving, and the reason why 
we are thriving is because of economic 
growth, robust job creation, and over-
all quality of life. American families 
and businesses all across this country, 
I think, look to Texas as the leader in 
freedom and economic opportunity. 
That is what the Lone Star State is. 

In our system of federalism, people 
can also vote with their feet. In the 
last 5 years, the Texas population grew 
by 1.8 million people. People from all 
over the United States, all 50 States, 
found a brighter future for themselves 
in Texas. 

Over 1.6 million veterans call Texas 
home. These are men and women who 
fought for the freedoms that we enjoy 
and have today. Because of our commu-
nities, they support our veterans, and 
people know when they look to Texas, 
those people in Texas care about vet-
erans and protecting our country. 

b 1245 

Our churches, our schools, our hos-
pitals, and our charities all lead the 
way in providing our citizens with 
things so that the government does not 
have to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BURGESS. I yield the gentleman 
an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Yesterday, in the 
Rules Committee, Dr. BURGESS was 
merely reflecting the views of our 
home State and the people who live 
there. Our Nation does better when we 
allow individuals to succeed, rather 
than look to government. We need to 
have a limited government, and people 
will then have more freedom. 

While some people may think that 
limited government and empowering 
families is ‘‘crazy,’’ I disagree. I think 
the numbers prove it. Texas has been 
called the great American job machine 
because we are the State that leads the 
Nation and the world. In fact, if Texas 
were its own country, it would have the 
13th highest GDP in the world. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I want to thank the gentleman from 
Texas for the wonderful commercial for 
Texas. We all should visit Texas. 

He said something that I thought was 
particularly interesting. He said: We’re 
bringing this bill to the floor because 
every freshman deserves a vote on the 
repeal of the Affordable Care Act. 

I guess I would ask the chairman: 
Does he believe that every freshman 
also deserves a vote on increasing the 

minimum wage or on comprehensive 
immigration reform or on adequate 
child care for our children in this coun-
try or on a whole number of other 
issues which we have routinely been 
denied the right to even have a vote on 
these issues on the House floor, which 
is supposed to be the greatest delibera-
tive body in the world? 

What he neglects to tell everybody, 
including these freshmen—some of 
whom are Republicans—is that under 
this rule, you can’t amend anything. 
You have been totally locked out. 

The committees of jurisdiction didn’t 
hold a hearing. The committees of ju-
risdiction didn’t hold a markup. Noth-
ing was reported out of any of these 
committees, notwithstanding the fact 
that they have been constituted and 
organized—nothing. 

It just shows up in the Rules Com-
mittee, and they bring it to the floor 
under a completely closed process. This 
is a lousy way to run a Congress. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. MATSUI). 

Ms. MATSUI. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong 
opposition to the rule and the under-
lying legislation. 

Here we go again. This bill marks yet 
another attempt by the Republican 
majority to repeal the Affordable Care 
Act but the first time after implemen-
tation of many of the provisions that 
Americans have relied upon. 

People think the ACA only provides 
the ability to buy health insurance on 
an exchange or marketplace. Yes, it is 
a new way to shop for health insurance 
in which you can compare plans apples 
to apples. Yes, it is a way to obtain 
subsidies to make that coverage more 
affordable. Yes, with all these benefits, 
people can join the system and cover 
themselves prior to a medical catas-
trophe. 

However, the Affordable Care Act has 
also accomplished so much more than 
that. Repealing the law lock, stock, 
and barrel that has been in place for 
nearly 5 years is not in anyone’s best 
interest. 

As an example, the ACA created the 
prevention and public health fund, an 
unprecedented mandatory investment 
in States’ public health systems. The 
need for this investment has become 
increasingly evident after public 
health emergencies in recent months— 
evidenced by Ebola and, today, mea-
sles. 

Repealing the ACA today would 
mean 129 million Americans could 
again be denied insurance coverage for 
preexisting conditions. It would mean 
Americans would no longer have access 
to free preventive services such as vac-
cines, disease screenings, well-child 
visits, and tobacco cessation. 

I heard from one of my constituents 
Lara who, as a freelance film producer 
with a former cancer diagnosis, found 
getting health insurance to be impos-
sible. Thanks to the ACA, she now has 
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coverage and is able to have regular 
checkups to make sure that the cancer 
does not return. 

Do you want to take away all of 
that? The health care providers, health 
plans, and consumer advocates in my 
district and across the country have 
worked hard to put these provisions in 
place and to make the ACA work. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman has expired. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield the gentle-
woman an additional 30 seconds. 

Ms. MATSUI. We can’t take this 
away now. It works. 

I urge my colleagues to vote down 
the rule and the underlying legislation. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS), a 
member of the Energy and Commerce 
Committee. 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Thank you, Dr. BUR-
GESS. You are doing an outstanding job 
with this course and health care in 
general. I appreciate it so very much. I 
know my constituents do. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of the rule and the underlying bill to 
repeal and replace the President’s 
health care law. 

Health care reform should lower 
costs and increase access; instead, the 
President’s signature piece of legisla-
tion didn’t let people keep the plans 
they liked, raised health care pre-
miums, and cut Medicare by $500 bil-
lion. 

When the President said, ‘‘If you like 
your plan, you can keep it,’’ my con-
stituents told me that wasn’t true. On 
average, a 30-year-old woman in Pasco 
County, Florida, will see her prices in-
crease over 30 percent. Costs haven’t 
been lowered. It is as simple as that. 

The Obama administration willingly 
cut Medicare to pay for a health care 
law that was poorly written and imple-
mented. 

Support H.R. 596, and repeal this law, 
and support a patient-centered, free 
market alternative that will lower 
costs and increase access to care. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for his comments. 
There is no replacement here. All the 
Republicans want to do is repeal the 
Affordable Care Act and take away all 
these important benefits that people 
have received as a result of it. 

At this point, Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. PERLMUTTER). 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Thank you, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, for giving me a chance to 
tell a little personal story about the 
success of the Affordable Care Act and 
its impact on the Perlmutter family. 

On election day, my wife, a teacher 
in the Jeffco school system in Colo-
rado, who had hardly ever been to the 
hospital, had something that they 
thought was pretty devastating. She 
went into surgery on election day. 

It turned out it was exploratory. A 
very rare condition was exposed which 
required a second surgery. Only a hand-
ful of surgeons across this country deal 

with that kind of condition. The sur-
geons who do it were outside of the 
network of the original insurance com-
pany that provided insurance for her. 

Because of the Affordable Care Act, 
we were able to go into the exchange 
and find an insurance company 
through an outstanding insurance 
broker. Rocky Mountain Health Plans 
had a surgeon who could handle this 
kind of condition and was within their 
network. 

It provided her with fantastic med-
ical care and peace of mind that she 
was going to somebody who knew pre-
cisely what they were doing, and it was 
all because of the Affordable Care Act. 

Under the Affordable Care Act, you 
cannot discriminate against people 
with a preexisting condition; so for her, 
she was able to have the peace of mind 
that is required for recovery. She got 
the best medical care possible through 
a coverage that was professional and 
prompt in its service. 

Physically, mentally, and emotion-
ally, the Affordable Care Act helped 
her find a physician equipped and 
qualified to help her condition. 

The Affordable Care Act is a civil 
rights act, and it has got to be upheld. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I am 
proud to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Kentucky (Mr. YARMUTH), 
a member of the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

Mr. YARMUTH. I thank my friend 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. Speaker, today, we will take our 
56th vote to repeal or undermine the 
Affordable Care Act. 

In my home State of Kentucky—a 
nationwide success story of this law— 
521,000 Kentuckians enrolled in health 
coverage last year. That is more than a 
half a million people in a State with a 
population of just over 4 million. Sev-
enty-five percent of those who signed 
up were previously uninsured. 

These are maps of before and after 
uninsured rates in our 120 counties. 
The orange and red represent unin-
sured rates of 14 percent to more than 
20 percent. The dark blue is less than 5 
percent. 

Today, after the Affordable Care Act, 
every single county has had a reduc-
tion in their uninsured rates. In some 
areas, uninsured rates have plummeted 
by more than 65 percent. 

As we watch these uninsured rates 
drop, as the counties on this map go 
from red to green or blue, that is an-
other person getting the care or treat-
ment they need, a family’s future 
transformed, lives saved. 

This law is a success. The Affordable 
Care Act is working, and you need to 
look no further than the Common-
wealth of Kentucky to see the proof. 

Repealing the Affordable Care Act at 
this stage would be an absolute death 
sentence to thousands of people in the 
Commonwealth of Kentucky and 
throughout the country. We cannot let 
this happen. 

I urge a vote against the rule and the 
underlying legislation. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, can I 
inquire of the gentleman from Texas if 
he has any more speakers? 

Mr. BURGESS. Yes. 
Mr. MCGOVERN. I was just curious 

because it seems like there is no enthu-
siasm on your side for debating this for 
the 56th time. 

Mr. BURGESS. I generally reserve 
my enthusiasm for closing. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, if we 
defeat the previous question, I will 
offer an amendment to the rule for con-
sideration of legislation that would en-
courage schools to provide career edu-
cation about local manufacturing jobs. 

To discuss our proposal, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. BROWNLEY). 

Ms. BROWNLEY of California. Mr. 
Speaker, instead of wasting time on 
bills that would strip health care away 
from millions of Americans, we should 
be focusing on legislation like my bill, 
the American Manufacturing Jobs for 
Students Act, which will help connect 
young people to highly skilled manu-
facturing jobs in their own commu-
nities. A strong middle class begins 
with early and effective career edu-
cation. 

Small business owners in my district 
have told me time and time again that 
they cannot find the workforce they 
need in the communities where they 
are located. Many high school grad-
uates are underemployed and have 
trouble finding innovative and inspir-
ing careers close to home. 

My bill would bridge that gap by fos-
tering connections between manufac-
turing jobs, small businesses, and 
schools. It will support student engage-
ment and professional relationships 
with local businesses through work-
place visits and hands-on learning ex-
periences. It will strengthen the econ-
omy and help employers find the em-
ployees they need close to home. 

By giving middle and high school stu-
dents the opportunity to learn first-
hand about exciting and innovative ca-
reers in manufacturing, we can 
strengthen our country’s economic 
competitiveness. We can also encour-
age manufacturers to keep their pro-
duction in the United States. 

We should do all we can to ensure 
that job creators stay here to provide 
opportunities for our own constituents. 
We should be working together on bills 
like the American Manufacturing Jobs 
for Students Act and not on bills which 
are dead on arrival when they reach 
the President’s desk. 

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on 
the motion on ordering the previous 
question on the rule. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, at this 
time, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from the Upper Peninsula of 
Michigan, Dr. DAN BENISHEK. 

Mr. BENISHEK. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in strong support of the rule and 
the underlying bill. 
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I have been a doctor in northern 

Michigan for 30 years, and I have al-
ways put the needs of my patients 
first. I believe it is time for Congress to 
do the same thing today. 

We need to get to work on finding bi-
partisan and commonsense solutions 
that will put the patient and their doc-
tor back in control of health care deci-
sions and help lower the cost of health 
care while maintaining the quality. 

b 1300 

We need to focus on things like al-
lowing people to purchase health insur-
ance across State lines, just like we 
can already do with car insurance, 
making health insurance portable so 
you can take it with you from job to 
job, another simple change that would 
improve access to health care. A few of 
these simple changes would dramati-
cally improve the quality of care avail-
able while lowering the overall cost. 

Many of the patients that I have been 
talking to tell me their health insur-
ance has gone up, their deductible has 
gone up. This is not bringing more 
health care to the American people. 
This is bringing less health care to the 
American people. They have less access 
to care now than they have had in the 
past. 

I hope all my colleagues today will 
join me in voting ‘‘yes’’ on H.R. 596 so 
that we can finally pass patient-cen-
tered improvements to our Nation’s 
health care system. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I am puzzled by what I 
just heard from the gentleman about 
all these alternatives to fix and im-
prove our health care system. 

Four years ago, the Republicans 
passed an identical bill like the one we 
are considering today in which they 
said they ordered their committees to 
report out alternative replacement lan-
guage or their vision of what a health 
care reform should be. That was 4 years 
ago. 

They have done nothing but dema-
gogue this issue for 4 years, and here 
we are again today, playing political 
gamesmanship with a bill to repeal the 
Affordable Care Act and take away 
health insurance for millions of Ameri-
cans, increase prescription drug prices 
for our senior citizens, raise taxes on 
middle class families, and they have 
nothing to replace it with. This is a 
waste of our time. This is an insult to 
the American people. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the 
distinguished gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. PELOSI), the Democratic 
leader. 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding and for his 
leadership on this important issue, as 
important as the health of the Amer-
ican people. 

I salute Congresswoman BROWNLEY 
for her alternative bill that we should 
be voting on, if we can defeat this rule, 
that helps students get manufacturing 
jobs, just what we have been asking 

for, a collaboration between business 
and education where kids are trained 
for good-paying jobs as they leave 
school. 

Instead, the Republicans are putting 
forth this rule that would, once again, 
for the 56th time, repeal the Affordable 
Care Act. 

We come together on the floor of the 
House right now, when we need to pass 
a homeland security bill to protect the 
American people. The Speaker said in 
December, when we didn’t pass the ap-
propriation bill for the year, we will do 
it after the first of the year. 

In January, the world was alarmed 
by what they saw in Paris. The whole 
world was galvanized around the issue 
of fighting terrorism and protecting 
homeland security, except in this her-
metically sealed House Chamber. 

We still haven’t done what we take 
an oath to do: support and protect the 
American people when we take an oath 
of office to uphold the Constitution of 
the United States. Instead, we have the 
Republicans continuing to bay at the 
Moon. They are baying at the Moon, 
something that is not going to work; 
and instead of proposing any, which we 
would be welcome to hear, good sugges-
tions they may have to approve the Af-
fordable Care Act, they are baying at 
the Moon—56 times. 

We have important work to do for 
the American people. They want us 
here to create jobs. They want us here 
to protect them. We need to pass that 
homeland security bill. Instead, in our 
hermetically sealed world, oblivious to 
what is going on outside, we are taking 
this up. 

They want to strip health security 
from America’s families. They are will-
ing to threaten what that means to our 
economy, willing to jeopardize the 
need for us to lower costs for busi-
nesses is what this bill does. 

I have said over and over again, even 
if everyone loves his or her health in-
surance or his or her health care, even 
if that were the case in our country, we 
would still have had to pass the Afford-
able Care Act because the cost to indi-
viduals, to families, to businesses large 
and small, to governments—local, 
State, and national—the cost was 
unsustainable. That was one of the 
things the Affordable Care Act set out 
to do, and I am so pleased to show that 
the statistics show that the rate of 
growth of health costs is going at a 
lower rate than ever in our history— 
very important. 

The CBO projected that this bill 
would save—what?—hundreds of bil-
lions of dollars, maybe up to $1 trillion 
over its projected life, the life that we 
have to account for when we put it be-
fore us. 

So this is about the health of our 
people. It is about the health of our 
economy. It is about lowering costs. 

It is important to know what is at 
stake, because families are seeing the 
full promise of the Affordable Care Act 
emerge, to make health care a right for 
all, not a privilege for the few: 

8.2 million seniors have saved more 
than $11.5 billion on their prescription 
drugs since this bill passed, an average 
of $1,407 per senior; 

105 million Americans no longer have 
a lifetime limit or an annual limit on 
their coverage. This is what you want 
to repeal today; 

129 million Americans with pre-
existing conditions no longer have to 
worry about being denied coverage be-
cause of their health status. That is 
what you want to repeal today. 

It is also important to note that, 
with the success of the Affordable Care 
Act and the 9.5 million people who are 
signed up in marketplaces, including 
Medicaid expansion, 19 million unin-
sured Americans will be covered in 
2015. 

In addition to that, the Affordable 
Care Act has pushed forth the solvency 
of Medicare for 13 years longer. That is 
what you want to repeal today. 

Our Founders, how beautiful they 
were in all that they did and wrote and 
their courage and their optimism for 
the future. They wrote about life, lib-
erty, and the pursuit of happiness in 
the Declaration of Independence. In 
that Declaration of Independence, that 
is the independence we want to give 
people: for a healthier life, the liberty 
to pursue their happiness without 
being job-locked because of a health 
care policy, free to be self-employed, to 
start a business, to change jobs, to pur-
sue their happiness. 

So this is about, again, the health of 
our country, not just the health care of 
our country. On our path forward 
today, and in the future, the Affordable 
Care Act will continue to rank up there 
with Social Security, with Medicare, a 
third pillar of economic and health se-
curity for the American people. 

So I urge our colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ 
on this rule. Enable Congresswoman 
BROWNLEY’s education proposal to 
match kids up with skills and jobs, 
something that this country needs to 
move on to legislation to create good- 
paying jobs, to add bigger paychecks 
for America’s working families, to stop 
the stagnation of wages, and to do so in 
a way that understands how important 
health care is to reducing the deficit in 
addition to improving the health of our 
country. 

Again, by the way, the clock is tick-
ing on the bill for homeland security. 
That is our responsibility: to support 
and protect. Let’s get about the busi-
ness that we take an oath to do instead 
of, for the 56th time, bay at the Moon. 
It is hard to understand why we would 
waste the time of this Chamber and the 
American people on this frivolous reso-
lution. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 2 minutes for the purpose of re-
sponse. 

First off, I don’t know. Maybe people 
weren’t paying attention, but the 
House has passed a funding bill for the 
Department of Homeland Security. It 
awaits action over in the Senate. So if 
the minority leader is concerned, per-
haps she can talk to people in the other 
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body about whether or not it might be 
a good idea for them to take some ac-
tion, and that would be the correct way 
to proceed. The House acts; the Senate 
acts. I refer people who are unclear on 
that concept to ‘‘Schoolhouse Rock,’’ 
and it will tell you how a bill becomes 
law. 

People talk about the 56th time we 
have had something on the floor. Obvi-
ously, I don’t know that I can attest to 
the accuracy of that count, but what I 
can attest to the accuracy of is that 11 
times the President of the United 
States has signed into law some action 
passed by the House of Representatives 
and the Senate and then subsequently 
signed by the President—11 times— 
modifying or changing his signature 
legislation, the Affordable Care Act. 
Probably what is more telling is the 28 
times—28 times—that the President 
has simply set aside part of his law be-
cause it wasn’t convenient. 

If the other side wants, I can go 
through and delineate these one by 
one. I have, actually, a document pre-
pared by the Galen Institute, and I 
would refer people to them if they 
would like to look at this. 

But really, some of the things that 
the President himself has set aside—I 
mean, who can forget, in a blog post, 
the administration setting aside the 
employer mandate, the entire em-
ployer mandate. Not surprising, be-
cause when the President was a can-
didate and he came down to Texas and 
debated Hillary Clinton for the nomi-
nation in 2008, he was against the man-
date, and then he was for it. So then he 
set it aside right before the Fourth of 
July in 2013. And for people who aren’t 
paying attention, guess what? It actu-
ally started January 1 of this year. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, if only 
we were debating another subsidy for 
Big Oil or another tax break for some 
special corporate interest, my col-
leagues would be down here with great 
joy advocating for it. 

But when it comes to a bill to ensure 
that millions and millions of our citi-
zens get health insurance, they want to 
repeal it. When it comes to protecting 
our senior citizens who are seeing their 
prescription drugs being lowered be-
cause of this bill, they want to repeal 
it. When it comes to eliminating pre-
existing conditions, they want to re-
peal it. I mean, that tells you all you 
need to know about where their prior-
ities are. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
BOYLE). 

Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I also want to thank the Re-
publican majority. 

As a new Member, I haven’t had the 
opportunity to speak on this issue on 
the House floor or vote on it. When I 
saw that the previous Congress had 
voted 55 times to repeal the Affordable 

Care Act, I was a little concerned that 
I would miss all the fun. So I am very 
happy that we now have a 56th vote on 
this issue, and it gives me an oppor-
tunity to say what a strong supporter I 
am of the Affordable Care Act. 

This has worked. More than 10 mil-
lion Americans have health insurance 
today that otherwise would not have it. 
More than 3 million children have been 
able to stay on their parents’ plan who 
otherwise would not have had health 
insurance. And another 3 million, on 
top of that, have extra protections 
through State-affiliated agencies, such 
as CHIP, that would not have it today 
if not for the Affordable Care Act. 

Now, with the rate of the uninsured 
at its lowest percentage in American 
history, you would think that with this 
success that maybe the downside would 
be that health care costs would have 
gone through the roof. In fact, quite 
the opposite has happened. We have 
just had a year in which health care 
costs rose by the lowest rate in 50 
years—and this is something that all 
Americans can celebrate, Democrats 
and Republicans. 

So, Mr. Speaker, for the 56th time, 
this Congress will attempt to repeal 
the entire Affordable Care Act. It is a 
mistake. I will join my colleagues in 
voting against it. 

I would say sincerely to Members on 
the other side, if there are those who 
are willing to look openly at this issue 
and say, yes, it has largely worked but 
let’s address those areas that could do 
better, I think you will find those, par-
ticularly new Members on this side of 
the aisle, who are open-minded toward 
that and want to address areas that 
can be improved. Look at all the times 
that Medicare has been improved since 
its initial passage in 1965. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. KING). 

b 1315 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Texas for 
yielding and for leading around this 
Nation on this issue. So far away from 
Texas as even Iowa, the gentleman 
from Texas has fought for the full 100 
percent repeal of ObamaCare and laid 
out, I think, a good strategy for the fu-
ture health care circumstances in 
America. 

First, Mr. Speaker, I would say that, 
when this passed, many of us went 
through a long battle here on the floor 
of the House of Representatives and 
outside among the masses of people 
that came here and surrounded the 
United States Capitol to plead: Do not 
take our liberty. Let us manage our 
own health and our own health care, 
and let us purchase a health insurance 
policy that is right for us, not one that 
the government thinks is right for us, 
and let’s do something that is constitu-
tional. 

Well, we watched as that drama un-
folded and engaged in that drama. I 
have a number of scars left over from 

that. In the end, ObamaCare passed by 
hook, by crook, and by legislative she-
nanigan. History shows that. The liti-
gation that has emerged and the litiga-
tion yet to emerge will shape this to 
some degree, but this Congress needs to 
resolve this. 

What had happened was, in the elec-
tion in 2010, 87 freshmen Republicans 
were elected into office here to come, 
and every single one of them ran on the 
full 100 percent repeal of ObamaCare. 
That was a transformative election. It 
shifted the majority from the Demo-
crats to the Republicans, Mr. Speaker, 
a mandate to repeal ObamaCare. We 
acted on that mandate. 

In fact, the morning after ObamaCare 
was passed, I was at the door—my staff 
was actually at the door. I had written 
a bill in the middle of the night to re-
peal ObamaCare. I had the first draft to 
repeal ObamaCare, a component of 40 
words, and it applies to two sections of 
the bill. That bill was drafted March 24, 
2010. It was filed March 25, 2010. I filed 
a discharge petition down here on the 
floor on the 16th of June 2010—it re-
ceived 173 signatures—with Repub-
licans in the minority, Mr. Speaker. It 
has been a long effort. 

We voted on the full repeal of 
ObamaCare, H.R. 2 by the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. Cantor), on the 19th 
of January 2011; another repeal by Mr. 
Cantor on the 9th of July 2012, always 
with the 40-word King language in it; 
and again on the 16th of May 2013, H.R. 
45. 

We have been bringing the full repeal 
of ObamaCare here to the floor over 
and over again to give everybody an 
opportunity—even those who didn’t 
have an opportunity to get involved in 
this debate—to go on record and tell us 
where you want to see the future of the 
health care circumstances here in the 
United States. Every Republican up to 
this point has voted to repeal 
ObamaCare. 

Every Member of the House, with the 
exception of those that were sworn in 
for the first time this Congress, has 
had that chance. Now we give everyone 
that chance, and we will send a full re-
peal over to the Senate so the nine 
freshmen Republicans over there can 
clearly also go on record. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BURGESS. I yield an additional 
30 seconds to the gentleman. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tleman from Texas. 

Because we want to elect a President 
who will take the oath on January 20, 
2017, to sign the repeal of ObamaCare 
at the podium on the west portico of 
the Capitol as the very first act of the 
next President of the United States. 

So I thank the leadership for incor-
porating my language into this bill. I 
thank those all across this country 
who have stepped up to defend our con-
stitutional liberties, our personal lib-
erties. When this is done, we will get to 
work on putting together a good health 
insurance and health care delivery sys-
tem in America in spite of all of the 
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time that we have lost fighting over 
this unconstitutional mess called 
ObamaCare. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I just 
would remind the gentleman from Iowa 
that there was a Republican Presi-
dential candidate named Mitt Romney 
who ran on the platform of total repeal 
of the Affordable Care Act, and he lost. 
And, by the way, Obama won Iowa by 
51–46. 

With that, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentlewoman from Connecticut (Ms. 
DELAURO). 

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day was Groundhog Day. How appro-
priate that the Republican majority 
chose today for their 56th attempt to 
repeal or to undermine the Affordable 
Care Act. These futile, ideological ges-
tures are getting old. 

The vote I cast for the health care 
law is one of the proudest I have cast 
in my political career because the re-
forms that we put in place are helping 
millions of families across the Nation. 
Americans can no longer be denied cov-
erage for a preexisting condition. Pre-
ventive screenings, maternity care, and 
pediatric care are now all covered. Sen-
iors enjoy relief from high drug costs. 
Millions of low-income children have 
health care through the CHIP program. 
Women’s health has been put on an 
equal footing. Insurers can no longer 
subject families to lifetime caps on 
coverage. Annual caps are being phased 
out. 

According to the Congressional Budg-
et Office, the Affordable Care Act has 
reduced the number of uninsured peo-
ple by 12 million last year, 19 million 
this year. My Republican colleagues 
don’t really care about that because 
they have health care as a Member of 
Congress. Why should they worry about 
people who do not have health care? 

The CBO has also cut its estimate of 
the cost of rolling out coverage to mil-
lions of Americans, a saving of $140 bil-
lion compared to previous estimates. 
This is good news. It should be on the 
front page of every newspaper. 

The Affordable Care Act has suc-
ceeded by putting people—not insur-
ance companies—in charge of health 
care. It has given millions of families 
care that they can depend on. We are a 
better country because of it. 

Let me say to my colleagues in the 
majority: Give it a rest. Get a life. The 
American people like this law. The Su-
preme Court has upheld it. We have 
had two elections around it. Stop try-
ing to take away people’s health care 
benefits. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, at this 
time, I yield 2 minutes to the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Massachu-
setts for being astute in reminding us 
of the vast bipartisan support for the 
important Affordable Care Act. If I 
might add, the past Presidential can-
didate who lost was the same Gov-

ernor, however, I understand, that sup-
ported it and succeeded in his support 
of it at that time. 

But I think what is important is to 
again remind this Nation that we are 
now on the 56th annual trip to repeal 
what has been a lifesaver to Americans 
across the country. Let me simply 
share these very potent points: 

People not having health insurance 
include 20 percent of the underinsured 
who delay receiving care when signs of 
illness appear; 15 percent of the under-
insured had problems paying medical 
bills; 10 percent of the underinsured 
needed prescription drugs but could not 
afford them; 8 percent were hounded by 
collection agencies, many of them 
went into bankruptcy because of 
health issues—of course we have tried 
to reform that—6 percent did not seek 
treatment even though they needed it; 
and, of course, a report by the Congres-
sional Budget Office, The Budget and 
Economic Outlook: 2015 to 2025 states 
that the actual cost of the Affordable 
Care Act is 7 percent lower than first 
calculated in 2010. 

Let me tell you the real issues, the 
story of a lady written up in The Ledg-
er, dated January 8, 2015, who was diag-
nosed with leukemia in 2013. She deter-
mined that her insurance at that time 
would not allow her to have health in-
surance. Her words are: ‘‘I thought I 
was going to die,’’ Ms. Gray said. In her 
scramble to try to get drugs, she was 
left holding the bag, yet she was able 
to get the Affordable Care Act starting 
on January 1, 2014. It gave her access to 
the recommended chemotherapy. Her 
cancer went into remission in the fall, 
and she is alive. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman has expired. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield the gentle-
woman an additional 15 seconds 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. What about the 
situation of the measles? Why do we 
have this dead-end road again, repeti-
tiously voting against the valuable Af-
fordable Care Act that has saved lives? 

Does anybody know about Medicare? 
It goes on and on and on. And many on 
the other side of the aisle opposed it in 
1965. 

I am going to stand on the right side 
of history and support the Affordable 
Care Act. Vote against this untimely 
bill. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 2 minutes for the purpose of a 
response. 

First off, when Medicare passed, it 
was passed with a bipartisan vote in 
the House of Representatives, and that 
is a matter of historic record. In fact, 
that is one of the weaknesses of the 
President’s takeover of health care in 
this country is that it passed only with 
Democratic votes in both the House 
and the Senate on final passage. 

Mr. Speaker, I also went through the 
number of times that the President has 
unilaterally delayed, deferred, or sim-
ply dismissed parts of his own law. One 
of, perhaps, the most troublesome, one 
of the most curious, is when the Presi-

dent set aside entry into his own pre-
existing pool in January of 2013, they 
did that because they were worried 
that they were going to run out of 
money in the preexisting fund. But the 
reality was that for anyone who was 
hoping to get coverage under the pre-
existing pool beginning in January– 
February of 2013, they were told: Sorry. 
Window closed. Go somewhere else. 

Then to add further insult to injury, 
when they couldn’t get the Web site up 
and working at the end of 2013, they ac-
tually had to extend coverage in the 
Federal preexisting pool until March of 
2014 so those patients would not be left 
out in the cold. 

So the President has been deeply in-
volved in delaying parts and deferring 
parts and repealing parts of his very 
own law. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself the balance of my time. 
Mr. Speaker, first of all, I ask unani-

mous consent to insert the text of the 
amendment that I intend to offer in 
the RECORD along with extraneous ma-
terials immediately prior to the vote 
on the previous question. This would be 
the amendment that Ms. BROWNLEY of 
California talked about, providing 
manufacturing training for our high 
school students. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MCGOVERN. Now, Mr. Speaker, 

let me begin by talking about the proc-
ess. Let me say two words about this 
process: it stinks. 

We have a bill before us today on the 
House floor that bypassed all of the 
committees of jurisdiction. And I say 
to my colleagues, Republicans and 
Democrats alike, if you are on the En-
ergy and Commerce Committee, on the 
Education and the Workforce Com-
mittee, or on the Ways and Means 
Committee, you should be outraged 
that legislation that is under your ju-
risdiction never went to your commit-
tees. It just showed up in the Rules 
Committee last night. And on top of all 
of that, no amendments are allowed; 
nobody can offer any ideas. 

I have heard some of my Republican 
colleagues talk about they have ideas 
for making the Affordable Care Act 
better or for replacing it. They don’t 
have the opportunity even to bring 
those ideas to this House floor. 

Four years ago, we voted on a similar 
measure which said that the Repub-
licans would have the committees of 
jurisdiction report out alternatives. It 
is 4 years later, and we are doing the 
same thing over and over and over 
again. It is a waste of taxpayer time. It 
is an insult to the American people. 

And as far as the substance of what 
my Republican friends are trying to do, 
I just wonder if any of my friends on 
the other side of the aisle would have 
the courage to say to people face to 
face, ‘‘I am going to take your health 
care away,’’ because that is what this 
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bill would do. That is what this bill 
would do, and it is shameful. 

When I first ran for office, I said to 
my constituents that one of the things 
I was committed to was to making sure 
that everybody in this country had 
health insurance. Health care ought to 
be a right. Nobody should have to 
worry whether or not they can afford 
to get the health care that, quite 
frankly, every American is entitled to 
and deserves. We have made a great 
stride forward with the Affordable Care 
Act. 

Is it perfect? No. 
Could it be better? Yes. 
But to come up with bill after bill 

after bill, 56 times of repeal, repeal, it 
is getting old. It is getting boring. Peo-
ple are sick of this. 

Let me just remind my colleagues 
about what this bill has accomplished, 
just because this is no longer a theo-
retical, abstract debate. These are 
some real things that have changed. 

The number of insured Americans 
has dropped by about 10 million people. 
I mean, that is a good thing. I am sorry 
my colleagues have a problem with 
that. But I think most Americans, 
Democrats and Republicans, think that 
is a good thing. 

Three million young adults have been 
able to gain coverage through a par-
ent’s plan. I think that is good. 

Insurance companies can no longer 
discriminate on the basis of a so-called 
preexisting condition, like, say, being a 
woman. I think that is a great thing. I 
am sorry my colleagues have a problem 
with that. 

Lifetime limits and caps on coverage 
have been eliminated. That is wonder-
ful. 

Seniors have saved more than $11 bil-
lion in prescription drugs, an average 
of $1,400 per Medicare beneficiary. That 
is positive. We knew that there was a 
flaw, the doughnut hole, in the Medi-
care prescription drug bill. This fixed 
it. 

Copays and deductibles for preven-
tive services for Medicare patients 
have been eliminated, and the solvency 
of the Medicare trust fund has been ex-
tended by 13 years. That is a good 
thing. Now, I know my friends on the 
other side of the aisle want to privatize 
Medicare or have no use for Medicare, 
but for those of us who want to see this 
program move well into the next cen-
tury in complete solvency, this is a 
good thing. 

b 1330 

The growth in health care spending 
in this country is the slowest on record 
while health care price inflation is at 
its lowest rate in 50 years. This didn’t 
happen by accident. This happened be-
cause we passed the Affordable Care 
Act, and if Republicans get their way, 
all of these things will disappear. 

This is a debate, I think, about val-
ues more than anything else. This is 
about whether or not we believe that 
everybody in this country ought to 
have health insurance, whether or not 

we ought to make the reforms that I 
have just mentioned part of the perma-
nent culture of this country. 

I think this is good. I voted for the 
Affordable Care Act. I am proud I voted 
for the Affordable Care Act. My 
friends, this issue about health care 
and access to health care has been 
around for decades and decades and 
decades, and my friends have done 
nothing. 

Their prescription for health care re-
form has been: take two tax breaks, 
and call me in the morning. That is the 
total reform that they have advocated 
in the time I have been here and in the 
time I have been paying attention to 
what has been going on in this Con-
gress. 

Mr. Speaker, it is time for us to ap-
preciate that this Congress did some-
thing positive in passing the Affordable 
Care Act, and we ought not to let ex-
tremists on the other side take the pro-
tections away from the American peo-
ple. 

We are going to fight you every step 
of the way because we believe that peo-
ple in this country are entitled to 
health insurance. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
vote ‘‘no’’ and defeat the previous ques-
tion. I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on the rule, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, let me first address the 
question of process because the Afford-
able Care Act did pass in the 111th Con-
gress. The Affordable Care Act, as it 
came to the 111th Congress under then- 
Speaker PELOSI, was not a bill that had 
been considered in any of the commit-
tees of jurisdiction. H.R. 3590 came to 
us from the Senate of the United 
States. 

Now, in fairness, H.R. 3590 had passed 
the floor of the House, I believe it was 
July of 2009; but H.R. 3590, when it 
passed the floor of the House, was a bill 
dealing with veterans housing. 

So it goes over to the Senate to 
await further work, and to be sure, in 
the meantime, H.R. 3200 and then a 
couple of follow-on bills were marked 
up in committees, and then the Speak-
er condensed things and introduced her 
own bill. 

We heard it on the floor of the House; 
and, indeed, it passed in November of 
2009. Mr. Speaker, that was the end of 
the line for that bill. No one has seen 
or heard from it again. 

My friends on the other side may re-
member some parts of that bill. What 
about the Independent Payment Advi-
sory Board? Was that included in the 
House-passed bill? No, it was not. 

Well, there was a public option be-
cause the Democrats felt very strongly 
about having a public option. Really, 
they wanted a single-payer system, so 
a way to move to a single-payer system 
was to include the public option, but 
the public option wasn’t in H.R. 3590. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3590, a House- 
passed bill dealing with veterans hous-

ing, went over to the Senate where, 
sometime between Thanksgiving and 
Christmas, it was pulled out of HARRY 
REID’s desk and amended. 

The amendment read ‘‘strike all after 
the enacting clause and insert.’’ All of 
the housing language was removed, and 
all of the health care language was in-
serted. This travesty was passed on 
Christmas Eve in 2009. 

A big snowstorm was bearing down 
on Washington, D.C., Senators wanted 
to get home to be with their families 
before the airport closed, and so it was 
passed in the early hours of Christmas 
Eve in 2009. 

Now, shortly after that, Massachu-
setts had a special election to fill the 
vacancy that occurred after the unfor-
tunate death of Senator Kennedy. That 
vacancy was filled for the first time by 
a Republican from Massachusetts. 

I think that was really the first time 
since the Earth cooled, the first time 
that a Republican had been elected 
from Massachusetts. The critical point 
on that was that HARRY REID no longer 
had 60 votes over in the Senate. 

Prior to that, he had been pretty 
much impervious: I have got 60 votes. I 
am going to do what I want. Democrats 
can bust a filibuster on anything be-
cause they have got 60 votes. 

After the loss of that 60th vote, H.R. 
3590 could not be changed—or at least 
HARRY REID’s assertion was that it 
could not be changed, and Speaker 
PELOSI would simply have to pass what 
he gave her. 

Now, there was a lot of resistance 
here on the House to passing—even on 
the Democratic side—there was a lot of 
resistance to passing that bill that 
came over from the Senate because it 
was not a House product. 

It had the Independent Payment Ad-
visory Board in it. It didn’t have a pub-
lic option in it. Many of the Demo-
cratic Members were reluctant to en-
gage on this. In fact, I think the quote 
from Speaker PELOSI that day was: I 
don’t have 100 votes for this thing over 
on the House side. 

Over the ensuing 3 months, they did 
convince and cajole enough of their 
Members to pass this by the slimmest 
of majorities in the early part of March 
of 2010, and that leads us to where we 
are today. 

Mr. Speaker, it was the 111th Con-
gress that passed this thing. I had 18 
amendments to the Affordable Care 
Act that I dutifully took up to the 
Rules Committee when we were in the 
minority and said: Look, I don’t like 
what you are doing, but let’s at least 
keep it from being quite the problem 
that it is going to be. 

Every one of those was rejected. I 
lost on a 9–4 vote. No surprise—it is the 
Speaker’s committee, she held the 
votes on the committee, but don’t tell 
me that this was a process of anything 
other than what was a very flawed and 
partisan process. 

Now, several people today have ref-
erenced the Founders and the Declara-
tion of Independence. The reality is, 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 01:46 Feb 04, 2015 Jkt 049060 PO 00000 Frm 00014 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K03FE7.020 H03FEPT1em
cd

on
al

d 
on

 D
S

K
67

Q
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H721 February 3, 2015 
Mr. Speaker, we are a country that was 
founded on the principle of government 
with the consent of the governed. 

No one was asking for this thing. No 
one wanted this thing. Sure, 14 percent 
of people in this country have been 
helped, so they like it. Seventeen per-
cent have been hurt, such as myself. I 
lost my health savings account under 
the Affordable Care Act. Seventeen 
percent of the country doesn’t like it. 

Most everyone else feels as if, ‘‘I am 
basically unaffected, I may have a 
problem ideologically either pro or 
con, but I have not been affected.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I do recommend that 
people pay attention. The employer 
mandate actually became effective 
January 1 of this year. It won’t really 
affect people until next year when me-
dium-sized businesses begin to file 
their taxes and find that if they have 
not kept up with all of the laborious 
reporting requirements and paperwork 
requirements under the employer man-
date, they are going to be in a world of 
hurt when they file their taxes for cal-
endar year 2015. 

Mr. Speaker, today’s rule provides 
for the consideration of a bill to repeal 
the Affordable Care Act, a piece of leg-
islation that the American people have 
time and again said they do not want. 

I thank Mr. BYRNE for his legislation 
and for working on this matter. I urge 
my colleagues to support both the rule 
and the underlying bill. 

The material previously referred to 
by Mr. MCGOVERN is as follows: 

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 70 OFFERED BY 
MR. MCGOVERN OF MASSACHUSETTS 

Strike all after the resolved clause and in-
sert: 

That immediately upon adoption of this 
resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant to 
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House 
resolved into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 645) to amend the Ele-
mentary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 to provide career education pathways in 
manufacturing. The first reading of the bill 
shall be dispensed with. All points of order 
against consideration of the bill are waived. 
General debate shall be confined to the bill 
and shall not exceed one hour equally di-
vided and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. After general 
debate the bill shall be considered for 
amendment under the five-minute rule. All 
points of order against provisions in the bill 
are waived. At the conclusion of consider-
ation of the bill for amendment the Com-
mittee shall rise and report the bill to the 
House with such amendments as may have 
been adopted. The previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions. If the 
Committee of the Whole rises and reports 
that it has come to no resolution on the bill, 
then on the next legislative day the House 
shall, immediately after the third daily 
order of business under clause 1 of rule XIV, 
resolve into the Committee of the Whole for 
further consideration of the bill. 

SEC. 2. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not apply 
to the consideration of H.R. 645. 

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT 
IT REALLY MEANS 

This vote, the vote on whether to order the 
previous question on a special rule, is not 
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote 
against the Republican majority agenda and 
a vote to allow the Democratic minority to 
offer an alternative plan. It is a vote about 
what the House should be debating. 

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the 
House of Representatives (VI, 308–311), de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on 
the rule as ‘‘a motion to direct or control the 
consideration of the subject before the House 
being made by the Member in charge.’’ To 
defeat the previous question is to give the 
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s 
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that 
‘‘the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the 
control of the resolution to the opposition’’ 
in order to offer an amendment. On March 
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated 
the previous question and a member of the 
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry, 
asking who was entitled to recognition. 
Speaker Joseph G Cannon (R-Illinois) said: 
‘‘The previous question having been refused, 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to 
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to 
the first recognition.’’ 

The Republican majority may say ‘‘the 
vote on the previous question is simply a 
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate 
vote on adopting the resolution . . . [and] 
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.’’ But that is not what 
they have always said. Listen to the Repub-
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative 
Process in the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s 
how the Republicans describe the previous 
question vote in their own manual: ‘‘Al-
though it is generally not possible to amend 
the rule because the majority Member con-
trolling the time will not yield for the pur-
pose of offering an amendment, the same re-
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre-
vious question on the rule. . . . When the 
motion for the previous question is defeated, 
control of the time passes to the Member 
who led the opposition to ordering the pre-
vious question. That Member, because he 
then controls the time, may offer an amend-
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of 
amendment. 

In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House 
of Representatives, the subchapter titled 
‘‘Amending Special Rules’’ states: ‘‘a refusal 
to order the previous question on such a rule 
[a special rule reported from the Committee 
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.’’ (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘‘Upon re-
jection of the motion for the previous ques-
tion on a resolution reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem-
ber leading the opposition to the previous 
question, who may offer a proper amendment 
or motion and who controls the time for de-
bate thereon.’’ 

Clearly, the vote on the previous question 
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools 
for those who oppose the Republican major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time, and I 

move the previous question on the res-
olution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX, 
this 15-minute vote on ordering the 
previous question will be followed by 5- 
minute votes on adopting House Reso-
lution 70, if ordered, and agreeing to 
the Speaker’s approval of the Journal. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 242, nays 
176, not voting 15, as follows: 

[Roll No. 54] 

YEAS—242 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Emmer 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 

Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice (GA) 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 

McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
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Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 

Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 

Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NAYS—176 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle (PA) 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle (PA) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 

Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu (CA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 

Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—15 

Cárdenas 
Chu (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Duckworth 
Gutiérrez 

Langevin 
Lee 
Lofgren 
Nunnelee 
Roe (TN) 

Rush 
Smith (WA) 
Tsongas 
Wilson (FL) 
Young (AK) 

b 1405 

Messrs. CARSON of Indiana, 
CUELLAR, Ms. HAHN, Mr. COOPER, 
Mrs. TORRES, Ms. LORETTA SAN-
CHEZ of California, and Mr. JOHNSON 
of Georgia changed their vote from 
‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

So the previous question was ordered. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This 

will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 242, noes 178, 
not voting 13, as follows: 

[Roll No. 55] 

AYES—242 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Emmer 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 

Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice (GA) 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 

Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 

Yoder 
Yoho 

Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 

Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOES—178 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle (PA) 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle (PA) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 

Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu (CA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 

Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—13 

Chu (CA) 
Duckworth 
Gutiérrez 
Langevin 
Lee 

Lofgren 
Nunnelee 
Roe (TN) 
Rush 
Smith (WA) 

Tsongas 
Wilson (FL) 
Young (AK) 

b 1413 

So the resolution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on 
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of 
the Journal, on which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

The question is on the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 267, nays 
148, answered ‘‘present’’ 1, not voting 
17, as follows: 
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