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couple of years ago was a miserable 
one—taking health care away from 
millions of Americans who are getting 
it because of the Affordable Care Act. 

But this one is just as insidious. I 
don’t know where women in my State 
would be without Planned Parenthood. 
My wife is one of tens of thousands— 
probably hundreds of thousands—of 
Connecticut women who got their pre-
ventative care from Planned Parent-
hood. She did that when she was young, 
didn’t have a lot of income, and needed 
to find a primary care provider who 
could get her access to basic health 
care services. There are 2.7 million pa-
tients all across the country who re-
ceive their health care, their preventa-
tive health care, from Planned Parent-
hood. More than 90 percent of what 
Planned Parenthood does all across the 
country is engage in preventive health 
care. 

In 2013, 400,000 Pap tests, 500,000 
breast exams, 4.5 million STI tests and 
treatments, including HIV tests. In 
Connecticut, there are 17 Planned Par-
enthood centers and they serve—here is 
the number—64,000 patients in the 
State of Connecticut. 

So we are going to shut down the 
government in order to take health 
care away from 64,000 women in Con-
necticut, all in order for a handful of 
people to make an ideological point 
that may get some additional votes 
within a Republican Presidential pri-
mary, despite the fact that since the 
1980s the law in this country has been 
clear: You can’t use Federal dollars for 
abortions. 

I oppose that law because I believe 
abortions are part of a panoply of med-
ical services that should be available 
to people in this country at their 
choice. Frankly, I think the govern-
ment should stay out of the business of 
deciding what medically necessary 
health care choices women can make. I 
don’t think we should be involved in 
that. So I don’t actually support the 
underlying law that prevents those dol-
lars from being used, but it is the law 
of the land, it has been the law of the 
land, and it will be the law of the land. 

We are saying we are going to shut 
down access to 64,000 women in Con-
necticut because the place they are 
getting health care also performs a 
health care service that is objection-
able to people who are running for 
President, but let us take that logic to 
its natural extrapolation. Let’s take it 
to its logical end point. If you believe 
no one should be eligible to get health 
care services from any institution that 
has anything to do with abortions or 
the full array of reproductive health 
care services, then you can’t actually 
stop at Planned Parenthood. You have 
to stop funding any hospital that has 
anything to do with offering a full 
array of health care services. You have 
to stop funding for health care centers 
that do the same. 

Why wouldn’t you stop sending Med-
icaid dollars to States such as Con-
necticut that have codified Roe v. 

Wade? What is the logical end to this 
policy if all of a sudden an organization 
that spends 90-plus percent of its re-
sources simply engaging in the good 
stuff of preventive health care now all 
of a sudden can’t serve anybody be-
cause they engage in a service that is a 
politically hot topic in Congress, de-
spite the fact that there is a law on the 
books that says they can’t use any of 
their Federal dollars for that par-
ticular service. 

Take this to its logical end, and we 
cut off Federal funding for not 64,000 
patients in Connecticut but virtually 
every patient in Connecticut if any as-
sociation with the provision of abor-
tions all of a sudden denies you Federal 
funding. I don’t concede the fact that 
the Hyde amendment is the law of the 
land, but I acknowledge that it is and 
it will be. 

This is just Presidential Republican 
primary politics finding its way onto 
the Senate floor. What this could lead 
to is not the defunding of Planned Par-
enthood, because they will not get the 
votes nor the Presidential signature to 
defund one of the most important pri-
mary and preventive health care pro-
viders in our States—I will not do that. 
I will not deny health care to 64,000 
Connecticut women. So all they do by 
creating this line in the sand, once 
again, is shut down the Federal Gov-
ernment, sucking thousands of jobs out 
of our economy, leading to tens of 
thousands of stories of individual mis-
ery, such as the woman from Bridge-
port who all of a sudden awoke to find 
her kid couldn’t go to his Head Start 
Program and so she had to think about 
quitting her new job in order to take 
care of her child. 

I get it that threats about shutdowns 
make good headlines. They play to a 
slice of a Presidential primary elec-
torate, but they are big headaches for 
real people. We are not playing with 
politics when we talk about shutting 
down the government over defunding 
Planned Parenthood or over repealing 
the Affordable Care Act. We are play-
ing with people’s lives. 

So I hope this is just the issue of the 
week in the Republican Presidential 
primary. I hope when we come back in 
September we are not seriously talking 
about another government shutdown. I 
hope we seriously are not talking 
about an attack on women’s health 
care all across this country. I hope we 
are not entertaining the idea that tens 
of thousands of women in my State are 
all of a sudden going to lose access to 
services or tens of thousands of women 
and men are going to lose access to 
programs such as Head Start, job train-
ing, and all the other things that get 
affected when the government shuts 
down. 

I am sick of shutdowns. I have only 
been in the Congress for less than a 
decade, and I have been through more 
of them, real and threatened, than I 
care to remember. I am certainly not 
going to stand for a shutdown threat-
ened on the basis of denying health 

care to women in the State of Con-
necticut or anywhere else across this 
country. 

I hope we can spend some time after 
this vote next week—that even my Re-
publican friends in the Republican 
Presidential primary will admit is a 
showboat—and get down to the real 
business of passing a budget that re-
spects the values and priorities of this 
country, that keeps our government 
operational, and separates, to the best 
we can, the business we do on the Sen-
ate floor from the business of sorting 
out who is going to be the next Repub-
lican nominee for President. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate be in a period of morning business, 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

100TH ANNIVERSARY OF 
DUCHESNE COUNTY 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, today, I 
pay tribute to Duchesne County—a re-
markable Utah county that is cele-
brating its 100th birthday. 

Located in northeastern Utah, 
Duchesne County is rich with natural 
resources and home to some of the 
State’s most majestic scenery. Thou-
sands flock to the region each year to 
fish its streams, which include the 
Strawberry, Duchesne, Lake Fork, and 
Yellowstone Rivers. Even more enjoy 
its mountains, including Utah’s high-
est, King’s Peak, which is 13,528 feet 
above sea level. Its vistas are breath-
taking and its valleys are serene and 
beautiful. 

The county has a meaningful history 
that traces its roots to Native Amer-
ican culture. In fact, much of present- 
day Duchesne County was originally 
part of the Uintah and Ouray Indian 
Reservations. In the early 1900s, other 
settlers began arriving in the region 
after Congress passed the Dawes Act. 
To farm and make improvements to 
the land, the government offered these 
individuals 160 acres under the Home-
stead Act. Today, approximately 18,000 
Utahns live in Duchesne County and 
contribute to its quality of life. 

Livestock and farming along with oil 
and natural gas resources continue to 
drive the local economy. Just like its 
early pioneers, Duchesne County’s citi-
zens work hard not only to support 
their families, but also to make their 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 04:49 Jul 31, 2015 Jkt 049060 PO 00000 Frm 00034 Fmt 0637 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G30JY6.074 S30JYPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
4T

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E


		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-08-26T17:20:17-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




