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The statement went on: 
Advocates of unrestricted abortion do not 

want the public to focus on these undeniable 
facts of fetal development, but the facts can-
not be ignored. They may claim that abor-
tion is a violent act, not against potential 
life, but against a living, growing human 
being, a life with potential. 

Governor Casey subscribed to that 
belief. 

Mr. Speaker, let’s be clear. Inten-
tionally stopping a heartbeat is not 
healthcare. 

H.R. 490 recognizes what science has 
already affirmed: that there is a baby 
growing in her mother’s womb, one 
with her own distinct heartbeat. 

Therefore, we have an obligation to 
protect the most vulnerable among us: 
to defend the defenseless. 

How can our country continue to 
flourish and claim itself as a champion 
of human rights when we allow our so-
ciety to rid ourselves of our own future 
generations? 

That is why I came to the floor today 
to urge support for the Heartbeat Pro-
tection Act, to give our country a 
chance to reflect on some of the deeper 
questions and deeper values, to walk in 
solidarity with one another when one 
encounters a difficult situation, and to 
stand in each another’s shoes with em-
pathy. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this legislation. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania for his eloquent words. 

I hadn’t heard the description deliv-
ered by Governor Casey in those years 
back. But Governor Bob Casey—God 
rest his soul—captured my attention 
years ago, 20 or more years ago. I had 
a quote from Governor Bob Casey, a 
Democrat, that I had on my bulletin 
board that I don’t have to look up any-
more. And it was this: 

Human life cannot be measured. It is the 
measure itself against which all other things 
are weighed. 

It rang so clear and true to me that 
I cut it out of the magazine and stuck 
it up on the bulletin board. His words 
echo in this Chamber today. I wish 
they echoed in his son over in the Sen-
ate the same way they echoed out of 
the mouth of Governor Bob Casey back 
in those days when he was denied the 
opportunity to speak before the Demo-
cratic National Convention because he 
is pro-life. And we look today and we 
see this issue has been more and more 
polarized. I hope that we can be more 
broad with this and that we can be 
more bipartisan than we are. 
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We do have bipartisan cosponsorship 
on this bill. It is narrow, but it exists. 

I urge, Mr. Speaker, this body to 
take this bill to the floor. 170 cospon-
sors is further ahead than any com-
parable piece of pro-life legislation. To 
have that many cosponsors and a good 
number of other Members who have 
said, ‘‘I am not ready to sign on the 
dotted line, but you bring it to the 

floor, and I will vote ‘yes,’ ’’ I think we 
get to ‘‘yes,’’ but we need to bring it 
here. 

There are concerns that, well, if we 
pass it off the floor of the House, the 
Senate won’t take it up. Well, we know 
they won’t take it up if we don’t pass 
it off the floor of the House. 

There is concern about the Supreme 
Court. Of course there is. We have to 
challenge the Court. We are going to 
live with the 1 million abortions a year 
in this country until we are willing to 
challenge the Court and do so success-
fully. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that we are 
going to see one or two more appoint-
ments to this Court in the next 2 or 3 
or more years, and we need to get the 
bill off the floor, onto the desk of Lead-
er MCCONNELL so that it has a chance 
then to go to the President’s desk, 
where I am very confident that Presi-
dent Trump will sign the bill. And then 
it has a chance to go—I am happy with 
it not being litigated, but we expect it 
will be litigated like every other effec-
tive piece of pro-life legislation. 

I appreciate the attention tonight, 
Mr. Speaker, and the speakers who 
have come to the floor to weigh in for 
innocent, unborn human life and to lay 
out the path for the future that we 
have to follow here if we are to answer 
to God and country for that gift from 
God, which is life, in the first priority, 
then liberty, then the pursuit of happi-
ness. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. POE of Texas (at the request of 
Mr. MCCARTHY) for after 4 p.m. today 
and for the balance of the week on ac-
count of personal reasons. 

Mr. STIVERS (at the request of Mr. 
MCCARTHY) for today and March 7 on 
account of his duties with the Ohio Na-
tional Guard. 

Mr. DEFAZIO (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today on account of flight 
delays. 
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PUBLICATION OF BUDGETARY 
MATERIAL 

STATUS REPORT ON CURRENT SPENDING LEVELS 
OF ON-BUDGET SPENDING AND REVENUES FOR 
FY2018 AND THE 10-YEAR PERIOD FY2018 
THROUGH FY2027 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET, 
Washington, DC, March 6, 2018. 

Hon. PAUL RYAN, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: To facilitate applica-
tion of sections 302 and 311 of the Congres-
sional Budget Act, I am transmitting an up-
dated status report on the current levels of 
on-budget spending and revenues for fiscal 
year 2018, and for the 10-year period of fiscal 
years 2018 through 2027. This status report is 
current through February 23, 2018. The term 
‘‘current level’’ refers to the amounts of 

spending and revenues estimated for each 
fiscal year based on laws enacted or awaiting 
the President’s signature. 

Table 1 in the report compares the current 
levels of total budget authority, outlays, and 
revenues to the overall limits, as adjusted, 
contained in H. Con. Res. 71, as agreed to on 
October 26, 2017, for fiscal year 2018, and for 
the 10-year period of fiscal years 2018 
through 2027. This comparison is needed to 
implement section 311(a) of the Congres-
sional Budget Act, which establishes a rule 
enforceable with a point of order against 
measures that would breach the budget reso-
lution’s aggregate levels. The table does not 
show budget authority and outlays for years 
after fiscal year 2018 because appropriations 
for those years have not yet been completed. 

Table 2 compares the current levels of 
budget authority and outlays for legislative 
action completed by each authorizing com-
mittee with the limits contained in the 
Statement of Committee Allocations of the 
Fiscal Year 2018 Concurrent Resolution on 
the Budget, published in the Congressional 
Record on November 2, 2017, for fiscal year 
2018, and for the 10-year period of fiscal years 
2018 through 2027. For fiscal year 2018 and the 
10-year period of fiscal years 2018 through 
2027, ‘‘legislative action’’ refers to legisla-
tion enacted after the adoption of the levels 
set forth in H. Con. Res. 71 and the State-
ment of Committee Allocations published in 
the Congressional Record on November 2, 
2017. This comparison is needed to enforce 
section 302(f) of the Congressional Budget 
Act, which creates a point of order against 
measures that would breach the section 
302(a) allocation of new budget authority for 
the committee that reported the measure. It 
is also needed to implement section 311(b), 
which exempts committees that comply with 
their allocations from the point of order 
under section 311(a). 

Table 3 compares the current status of dis-
cretionary appropriations for fiscal year 2018 
with the ‘‘section 302(b)’’ suballocations of 
discretionary budget authority and outlays 
among Appropriations subcommittees. The 
comparison is needed to enforce section 
302(f) of the Congressional Budget Act be-
cause the point of order under that section 
equally applies to measures that would 
breach the applicable section 302(b) sub-
allocation. The table also provides supple-
mentary information on spending in excess 
of the base discretionary spending limits al-
lowed under section 251(b) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act. 

Table 4 compares the levels of changes in 
mandatory programs (CHIMPs) contained in 
appropriations acts with the permissible lim-
its on CHIMPs as specified in section 5103 of 
H. Con. Res. 71. The comparison is needed to 
enforce a rule established in H. Con. Res. 71 
against fiscal year 2018 appropriations meas-
ures containing CHIMPs that would breach 
the permissible limits for fiscal year 2018. 

Table 5 displays the current level of ad-
vance appropriations for fiscal year 2019 of 
accounts identified for advance appropria-
tions pursuant to the Statement published in 
the Congressional Record on November 2, 
2017. These tables are needed to enforce a 
rule against appropriations bills containing 
advance appropriations that are: (i) not iden-
tified in the statement of the Chairman pub-
lished in the Congressional Record on No-
vember 2, 2017 and (ii) would cause the aggre-
gate amount of such appropriations to ex-
ceed the level specified in section 5104 of H. 
Con. Res. 71. 

In addition, a letter from the Congres-
sional Budget Office is attached that sum-
marizes and compares the budget impact of 
legislation enacted after the adoption of the 
budget resolution against the budget resolu-
tion aggregates in force. 
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