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Just this morning, I, along with sev-
eral of my House colleagues, marched
to the Supreme Court to stand in soli-
darity with the justice warriors who
are on the front lines, fighting for our
collective humanity because, today,
the Supreme Court begins deliberations
on the constitutionality of a Louisiana
State law that, if upheld by the Court,
would literally shut down every abor-
tion clinic across the State except for
one.

To put this further into perspective,
Mr. Speaker, this could leave just one
doctor to provide abortion care for
nearly 1 million individuals of repro-
ductive age across the entire State.

If Louisiana’s clinic shutdown law
takes effect, it will not only decimate
abortion access in Louisiana, but it
will further embolden State legisla-
tures around the country to do the
same.

Additionally, this law is literally
identical to the Texas law struck down
by the Court just 3 years ago in the
Whole Woman’s Health case.

Since the Texas case, the facts cer-
tainly haven’t changed. The precedent
certainly hasn’t changed. The only
thing that has changed is the makeup
of the Supreme Court, a court that is
now filled with judges who want to
strip us of our bodily autonomy.

Laws that restrict reproductive free-
dom undermine the very nature of
equality and disproportionately harm
the most vulnerable among us.

Every person, every individual, re-
gardless of income, sexual orientation,
or gender identity, deserves equitable
access to comprehensive reproductive
healthcare, including queer, trans, and
nonbinary individuals. As I often say,
people don’t live in checked boxes; we
live in nuance and intersectionality.

Abortion is healthcare. Reproductive
justice is economic justice. Reproduc-
tive justice is racial justice.

Mr. Speaker, the stakes are high. Our
fundamental human rights and 1lib-
erties are not and should not be up for
debate.
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I am proud to stand here on the floor
today to remind the courts that Roe v.
Wade is still the law of the land and
that the days of the Hyde amendment
are numbered and that we stand with
our partners in community, the orga-
nizers and resisters who are fighting
day in and day out to ensure that every
person has the right to self-determina-
tion over their reproductive health.

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

———

REPRODUCTIVE JUSTICE FOR
WOMEN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2019, the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Ms. TLAIB) is recognized for
the remainder of the hour as the des-
ignee of the majority leader.

Ms. TLAIB. Mr. Speaker, today’s
Special Order is a call for reproductive
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justice for women, those who can be-
come pregnant and families every-
where who believe, as I do, that repro-
ductive rights are a human right.

This Special Order hour comes as the
Supreme Court, today, considers yet
another attack on our right as women
and those who can become pregnant to
determine what we do with our own
bodies. Worse, it comes less than a
month after Senate Majority Leader
MCcCONNELL’s thankfully failed attempt
to pass, not one, but two, abortion
bans.

Never mind the 250-plus bills to re-
duce prescription drug costs, improve
access to the ballot box, and more that
would make a real difference in the
lives of the American people that he
could have taken up; instead, he tried
to control women’s bodies.

The obsession with telling women,
transgender folks, and nonbinary peo-
ple what to do with their own bodies
must end. The obsession with trying to
legislate what those who can become
pregnant can do and cannot do with
their own body must end.

I represent one of the most beautiful,
most Black cities in the country, the
city of Detroit. The issue of reproduc-
tive justice is one that is very much af-
fecting Black women and women of
color and transgender people all around
the world.

Of all female title X patients, for ex-
ample, 32 percent are Latinas, 21 per-
cent are Black, and 4 percent are Asian
American and Pacific Islander.

For the 2 million transgender people
in the United States, this funding
makes access to the hormone replace-
ment therapy and other transition-re-
lated care that they need very much
possible for their health.

How? With over 100 clinics across 17
States offering HRT, Planned Parent-
hood is one of the largest transition
care providers in the country. This
money, this funding that is often
threatened by anti-abortion rights ad-
vocates is actually a critical source of
healthcare for these women who al-
ready face health disparities.

Indeed, title X providers are one of
the few places where women of color
can access reproductive and preventive
healthcare services. It is really critical
in this institution, in this Chamber,
that we ensure that those health dis-
parities are not exacerbated by a re-
duction or revocation of that funding.

When we talk about 20-week abortion
bans, the stories illustrating why ac-
cess to them is so important are as
heartbreaking as they are harrowing.

Take Jenni L. from my home State
of Michigan as a perfect example. At
her 18-week ultrasound, Jenni and her
husband were given the devastating
news that their unborn son had severe
brain malfunction. For weeks after
that appointment, she visited multiple
specialists and genetic counselors who
all gave her unborn son the same prog-
nosis: He was unlikely to survive a full
term. So, at 21 weeks, Jenni termi-
nated her pregnancy.
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Jenni said: ‘‘Deciding to end my
much-wanted pregnancy was difficult
and deeply sad, but also deeply per-
sonal. At no point during that process
did I consider my legislators a part of
the conversation. I listened to my doc-
tors, genetic counselors, my family,
and my heart.”

Women like Jenni should absolutely
have the right to listen to their doctors
and their hearts when it comes to the
health of themselves, their unborn
children, and their bodies.

Had the GOP had their way, Jenni
would have spent the remainder of her
pregnancy term living in fear that at
any moment her son would pass away
from this awful prognosis or the fear
that she would give birth and watch
him suffer.

As a mother of two boys myself, 1
cannot imagine what Jenni went
through or her emotional trauma as
she considered or made that very per-
sonal choice. If she had to carry her
son or not is up to her.

She is just one story of many in
which a mother, through no fault of
her own, has had to make heart-
breaking decisions about her preg-
nancy.

Sadly, nearly 99 percent of abortions
actually do occur before this deadline
of 20 weeks into pregnancy, but they
decide to ignore that. They decide to
make this a political issue, and it is
not. It is a human issue, a women’s
issue.

For Jenni and the countless other
mothers like her, this legislative body
must keep their hands off of women’s
bodies. It is so critically important to
know, when we talk about this issue,
that it is an economic justice issue. It
is a racial justice issue. It is inter-
connected to so much of what we fight
for as women in this country, to have
ourselves be able to make very impor-
tant choices, not only about our jobs,
with no fear of discrimination, but also
about our health, which is so inter-
connected to so many other social jus-
tice issues that we face.

So it is critically important that we
really try to push back against this
continued agenda that has been politi-
cized and making the issue of choice
and the issue of healthcare for women
something that they are vilifying and
trying to use to a process.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from New York (Ms. OCASIO-

CORTEZ).
Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my esteemed colleagues,

AYANNA PRESSLEY and RASHIDA TLAIB,
for hosting this week’s Special Order
hour on an issue that is so critically
important to all people who want
healthcare and need equitable access to
reproductive healthcare and justice in
the United States.

Right now, we are facing a critical
juncture in the fight for healthcare and
reproductive healthcare in the United
States. Louisiana lawmakers designed
a law to push abortion out of reach. It
compounds the financial barriers of
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people struggling to make ends meet
that they already face when seeking
care, including the decades-old Hyde
amendment that has long denied af-
fordable abortion care for low-income
people.

When I think about this issue and
when any of us think about this issue,
we bring our whole selves to the con-
versation. When I think about the issue
of reproductive healthcare, I bring so
much of my experience working in hos-
pitality in restaurants.

Working in restaurants is a front line
for sexual harassment and sexual as-
sault. Working as a waitress, many of
my colleagues were sexually harassed
and sexually assaulted.

There were days when many of them
did not have access to reproductive
healthcare or even prenatal healthcare.
One woman I know was pregnant and
had no healthcare, and she had to show
up at free clinics for hours at a hos-
pital waiting for a new doctor every
time.

Another friend of mine that I had
worked with was in an abusive rela-
tionship, and, as we all know, reporting
rape is a very different issue than ac-
cessing reproductive healthcare in
time.

When we impose things like the Hyde
amendment, what we say is that, if you
are wealthy and have these conditions,
you can have access to reproductive
healthcare and an abortion, but, if you
are poor, you will not be afforded those
same issues. That is what the Hyde
amendment is telling the American
people and all people who are capable
of being pregnant or know a person or
are part of a family of someone who is
pregnant.

It is incredibly important that we ad-
vance and uphold issues of economic
and racial justice for all people, regard-
less of their income and regardless of
who they are.

Right now, choice is the law of the
land. That law should be extended to
all people, and there is no reason—
none—that a Democratic majority
should uphold the Hyde amendment in
the United States. We have to make
sure that all people have access to re-
productive justice and reproductive
healthcare.

Last, but not least, these decisions—
oftentimes heart-wrenching—are not
decisions to be made between a con-
stituent and a legislator. It is a deci-
sion to be made between a person and
their doctor.

Nobody’s healthcare should be up to
a senator or their State representative
to determine, no less, when so many of
these bodies are not representative and
do not contain in them people who can
become pregnant.

People do not understand, so many of
the people writing these laws do not
understand the scope and the breadth
that economic and reproductive justice
entails; and, to that, we have to make
sure that we eliminate the Hyde
amendment and allow all people to
have access to the reproductive justice
and healthcare that they need.
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Ms. TLAIB. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
GARCIA). )

Mr. GARCIA of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
I am proud to participate in this con-
versation about women’s rights and ac-
cess to healthcare services, especially
reproductive healthcare services.

I want to thank Congresswoman
TLAIB and Congresswoman PRESSLEY
for their leadership on this matter.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of women’s access to reproductive
healthcare.

The Louisiana law now being argued
at the Supreme Court today, in part, is
part of an ongoing national effort to ef-
fectively ban abortion without for-
mally bringing up Roe v. Wade. Even if
the right to abortion technically ex-
ists, it won’t matter if access to places
to get abortion care are eliminated.

Republicans have pushed hundreds of
restrictive laws throughout State leg-
islatures. If they truly cared about
women, my colleagues on the other
side of the aisle would have voted for
equal pay and for the Violence Against
Women Act, but they didn’t.

Instead, in 2020, they are still ques-
tioning a woman’s constitutional right
to safe and legal abortion, which has
been the law of the land for over 46
years. They want to turn back the
clock and deny women the right to re-
productive healthcare, to make choices
about their own bodies.

For many in my community, this is a
deeply personal matter. I took a strong
stance on reproductive rights before
the issue was widely discussed and ac-
ceptable in my own community, but,
for me, it has always been impossible
to separate the issues of economic jus-
tice and reproductive freedom.

The ability to control if, when, and
how to have children is at the core of
women’s ability to provide a decent
standard of living for themselves and
their families.

But let me be clear: While abortion
access is critical, women of color and
other marginalized women also often
have difficulty accessing contracep-
tion, comprehensive sex education, sex-
ually transmitted infection prevention
and care, adequate prenatal and preg-
nancy care, and so much more. In
short, one’s socioeconomic and immi-
gration status, ZIP Code, et cetera,
should not determine access to repro-
ductive help.

Abortion access is a critical step to-
ward achieving true reproductive jus-
tice for the communities I represent. If
the Supreme Court decides to strip
women of their practical access to
abortion services, as they are now con-
sidering, they will effectively reverse
Roe v. Wade and outright deny women
the ability to determine their own
health, family, and future.
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This is an assault on women, an as-
sault on freedom, and an assault on
self-determination. Women alone
should have the right to choose what is
best for them.
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Ms. TLAIB. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from the great State of
California (Mr. LOWENTHAL).

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to thank my colleagues,
Representatives TLAIB and PRESSLEY,
for yielding and allowing me to speak.

As we all know, this morning the Su-
preme Court heard the oral arguments
in Medical Services v. Russo, a case
that challenges the unconstitutional
abortion restrictions in Louisiana. The
Louisiana law would require abortion
providers to obtain admitting privi-
leges at a hospital within 30 miles or
else they must stop providing care.

Let’s be clear what this is about.
This restrictive law is meant to elimi-
nate access to abortion care. In fact, if
this law were allowed to stand, all but
one of Louisiana’s abortion clinics
would be shut down.

This should be a straightforward de-
cision for the Supreme Court. Three
years ago, the Court struck down an
identical Texas law in Whole Woman’s
Health v. Hellerstedt.

Americans overwhelmingly support
abortion access. Nearly 80 percent of
Americans do not want to see Roe v.
Wade overturned. Polling consistently
shows that there is not a single State
in the Union where residents want to
outlaw abortion. Not one.

Reproductive rights are central to in-
dividual liberties. What we are talking
about are deeply personal decisions
that should remain up to the woman,
not be decided by politicians. These
rights enable women to decide if or if
not and how they should start to grow
their family. This right should be an
absolute right and solely up to women
to make their own decisions about
their health and their future, and we
should respect them for making that
decision.

Reproductive rights also allow
women to control their economic secu-
rity and make the best choices for
themselves and their families. It is not
our place—any of us—to decide wheth-
er a woman should or should not get an
abortion.

Abortion remains one of the safest
outpatient medical procedures. How-
ever, placing the burden of admitting
privileges on abortion providers threat-
ens the safety of these procedures.
Nearly every professional medical asso-
ciation has said having admitting pro-
cedures will not make women safer.

But let’s be honest. We know there is
no medical reason for these out-
rageously restrictive laws. There are
only political reasons behind these
moves. Admitting privileges, as we
know, are often difficult for abortion
providers to obtain, solely because of
the ideological opposition to abortion.

Therefore, it is imperative that we
protect individual liberties and that we
protect reproductive rights and repro-
ductive education in order to build
healthy communities.

Ms. TLAIB. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Representative PRESSLEY for her in-
credible leadership on this important
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issue across the world and not just here
in the United States.

Also, this has been a wonderful expe-
rience for all of us new Members to ex-
perience a Special Order that has been
coordinated and created by the Con-
gressional Progressive Caucus to help
many of us be able to give a voice to
many folks at home.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from  Massachusetts (Ms.
PRESSLEY) for closing remarks.

Ms. PRESSLEY. Again, I thank Rep-
resentative TLAIB for cohosting the
Special Order hour. This is a joint Spe-
cial Order hour in partnership with the
Congressional Progressive Caucus and
also the Pro-Choice Caucus. It is excit-
ing that we are the first pro-choice ma-
jority Congress in the history of Con-
gress.

As heartened as I am by those who
come here to speak, support, to affirm
our reproductive rights and freedoms,
it is shameful that our reproductive
rights are even up for debate. It is 2020.
Support for abortion access is at an all-
time high. In fact, nearly 80 percent of
Americans do not want to see Roe v.
Wade overturned. There is not a single
State in the Nation where making
abortion illegal is popular. But here we
find ourselves having to fight back
against these insidious efforts to un-
dermine our reproductive rights and
freedoms, and we just keep pushing.

Just last month the House passed
legislation to move us one step closer
to ratifying the ERA. So we will just
keep speaking out, organizing, and mo-
bilizing when it comes to equality and
justice on all fronts. I am glad to see so
many of our colleagues here tonight
pushing back against these draconian
efforts that want to take us backwards.
We won’t stand for it—mot now, not
ever.

Ms. TLAIB. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
good colleague from Massachusetts for
her incredible, much-needed voice here
in this Chamber.

As we all know, this Sunday is Inter-
national Women’s Day. So let’s cele-
brate all the women all over the world
who stand up for what they believe in,
who speak truth to power, and who
fight for their communities as activ-
ists, voters, candidates, and elected of-
ficials.

This International Women’s Day I
want to uplift an issue that is personal
to me and so many of my sisters in
service. Violence against women in pol-
itics is a global problem. Research
shows that women around the world
are subjected to physical, sexual, eco-
nomic, and psychological violence for
choosing to participate in politics.
When I say around the world, I also
mean here in the United States.

As one of the first Muslim women in
Congress, my family and I face con-
stant death threats and harassment.
But this will not stop me from fighting
and being a voice for 13 District
Strong. But let’s be clear. Harassment,
abuse, and assault are not the cost of
doing politics.
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Women deserve to have their voices
heard. They deserve a seat at the table.
So this Sunday for International Wom-
en’s Day let’s finally commit to stop-
ping violence against women in poli-
tics.

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

—————

SENATE BILL REFERRED

A Dbill of the Senate of the following
title was taken from the Speaker’s
table and, under the rule, referred as
follows:

S. 1869. An act to require the disclosure of
ownership of high-security space leased to
accommodate a Federal agency, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure.

——————

ADJOURNMENT

Ms. TLAIB. Mr. Speaker, I move that
the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 5 o’clock and 55 minutes
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Thursday, March 5, 2020, at 9
a.m.

————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

4006. A letter from the Acting Director,
International Cooperation, Department of
State, transmitting Transmittal No. 04-20,
pursuant to Sec. 27(f) of the Arms Export
Control Act and Executive Order 13637; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

4007. A letter from the Assistant Secretary,
Bureau of Legislative Affairs, Department of
State, transmitting a report on data mining
activity in the Department of State for cal-
endar year 2019, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 2000ee-
3(c)(1); Public Law 110-53, Sec. 804(c)(1); (121
Stat. 363); to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs.

4008. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
viser, Office of Treaty Affairs, Department of
State, transmitting agreements concluded
pursuant to the Taiwan Relations Act, 22
U.S.C. Sec. 3301, et seq, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs.

4009. A letter from the Assistant Secretary,
Bureau of Legislative Affairs, Department of
State, transmitting a Presidential report to
Congress on the Treaty Between the Govern-
ment of the United States of America and
the Government of Australia Concerning De-
fense Trade Cooperation (Treaty Doc. 110-10),
Section 2(8); to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

4010. A letter from the Attorney Adviser,
Office of Chief Counsel, Federal Railroad Ad-
ministration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
System Safety Program and Risk Reduction
Program [Docket No.: FRA-2011-0060, Notice
No.: 12 and FRA-2009-0038, Notice No.: 8]
(RIN: 2130-ACT73) received March 2, 2020, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

4011. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
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ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus SAS Airplanes [Docket No.:
FAA-2019-0673; Product Identifier 2019-NM-
101-AD; Amendment 39-19832; AD 2020-02-20]
(RIN: 2120-AA64) received February 28, 2020,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

4012. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock-
et No.: FAA-2020-0098; Product Identifier
2020-NM-011-AD; Amendment 39-19844; AD
2020-03-20] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Feb-
ruary 28, 2020, pursuant to b5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

4013. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock-
et No.: FAA-2019-0399; Product Identifier
2018-NM-149-AD; Amendment 39-19823; AD
2020-03-10] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Feb-
ruary 28, 2020, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

4014. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Textron Aviation Inc. (Type Certifi-
cate Previously Held by Cessna Aircraft
Company) [Docket No.: FAA-2020-0156; Prod-
uct Identifier 2019-CE-053-AD; Amendment
39-21029; AD 2020-03-16] (RIN: 2120-AA64) re-
ceived February 28, 2020, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

4015. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Pratt & Whitney Turbofan Engines
[Docket No.: FAA-2019-0596; Project Identi-
fier 2019-NE-22-AD; Amendment 39-21101; AD
2020-04-01] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Feb-
ruary 28, 2020, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

4016. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Standard Instrument Ap-
proach Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums
and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Mis-
cellaneous Amendments [Docket No.: 31297;
Amdt. No.: 3892] received February 28, 2020,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-

ture.

4017. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Standard Instrument Ap-
proach Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums
and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Mis-
cellaneous Amendments [Docket No.: 31296;
Amadt. No.: 3891] received February 28, 2020,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

4018. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Amendment of the Class
E Airspace; Bowling Green and Somerset, KY
[Docket No.: FAA-2019-0834; Airspace Docket
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