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So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 
114 through 117, 120, 121, 123, and 126, I 
was unable to cast my vote in person due to 
an unexpected illness. Had I been present, I 
would have voted ‘‘Yea.’’ 

Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I missed votes 
on Thursday, March 2, 2017. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘Nay’’ on rollcall 
No. 122, ‘‘Yea’’ on rollcall No. 123, ‘‘nay’’ on 
rollcall No. 124, ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall No. 125 and 
‘‘Yea’’ on rollcall 126. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

(Mr. HOYER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I rise for 
the purpose of inquiring of the major-
ity leader the schedule for the week to 
come, I yield to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. MCCARTHY), the major-
ity leader and my friend. 

(Mr. MCCARTHY asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, on Monday, no votes 
are expected in the House. 

On Tuesday, the House will meet at 
noon for morning-hour and 2 p.m. for 
legislative business. Votes will be post-
poned until 6:30. 

On Wednesday and Thursday, the 
House will meet at 10 a.m. for morning- 
hour and noon for legislative business. 

On Friday, the House will meet at 9 
a.m. for legislative business. Last votes 
of the week are expected no later than 
3 p.m. 

Mr. Speaker, the House will consider 
a number of suspensions next week, a 
complete list of which will be an-
nounced by close of business tomorrow. 

In addition, the House will consider 
several reform bills straight from our 
Better Way agenda: 

First, the Fairness in Class Action 
Litigation and Further Asbestos Claim 
Transparency Act, sponsored by Chair-
man BOB GOODLATTE, which ensures 
that only similarly injured parties can 
be in the same class for purposes of a 
class action suit, as well as requires 
public disclosure of reports on the re-
ceipt and disposition of claims for inju-
ries based on exposure to asbestos. 

Next, H.R. 725, the Innocent Party 
Protection Act, sponsored by Rep-
resentative KEN BUCK, which estab-
lishes a uniform standard for deter-
mining whether a defendant has been 
fraudulently joined to a lawsuit. 

And third, H.R. 720, the Lawsuit 
Abuse Reduction Act, sponsored by 
Chairman LAMAR SMITH, which restores 
accountability to our legal system by 
penalizing lawyers for filing baseless 
lawsuits. 

Our Federal litigation system is 
plagued with broken rules that unnec-
essarily harm American businesses and 
consumers. With these measures, we 
will follow through on our pledge to 
take on trial lawyers and crack down 
on lawsuit abuse through meaningful 
litigation reform. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the House will 
consider the Fiscal Year 2017 Depart-
ment of Defense Appropriations bill, 
sponsored by Chairman RODNEY 
FRELINGHUYSEN. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for that information. 

The gentleman mentions the Defense 
Appropriations bill is going to be 
brought forward. It is my under-
standing that the text was just intro-
duced this morning. Is that accurate? 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Yes. 
Mr. HOYER. Do you know when it 

will be marked up? 
I yield to the gentleman from Cali-

fornia. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. I thank the gen-

tleman for yielding. 
We passed this bill last year, working 

together with others. You will see the 
bill reposted, and we will vote on it 
next week. 

Mr. HOYER. Is the majority leader 
not aware of whether there will be a 
markup on the bill or will it come di-
rectly to the floor through the Rules 
Committee? 

Mr. MCCARTHY. It will come 
straight to the floor. 

Mr. HOYER. The gentleman just in-
dicated that this will be the bill that 
we passed last year. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. This bill reflects 
the 2017 NDAA, which passed with 375 
votes in the House and 92 votes in the 
Senate. 

Mr. HOYER. So I am correct, then, 
that the bill will be the same bill that 
we passed last year? Is that accurate? 

Mr. MCCARTHY. It is not the exact 
same, but it reflects the work of the 
NDAA. It is a bipartisan agreement. It 
is also—you will find as soon as it is 
posted to read all the way through it— 
a reflection of the 2017 NDAA bill. 

Mr. HOYER. The majority leader 
may not know, and I certainly under-
stand that. We will see what dif-
ferences might exist. If there are any 
substantive changes in the bill, we 
would hope that it would be subjected 
to a hearing or at least a markup. 

But the gentleman believes there is 
no substantive change. Is that accu-
rate? 

Mr. MCCARTHY. That is very accu-
rate. This is a bipartisan, bicameral 
agreement based upon the 2017 NDAA 
bill, which, if you watched, had 375 
votes in the House, 92 in the Senate. 

As you know as well as I do, and we 
have talked many times together about 
this, we cannot continue to have our 
military continue further with just the 
CR. If you have a continuing resolu-
tion, you now are saying that you have 
to fund what was last year. You can’t 
go through with what the future needs 
without putting together the appro-

priations process. And this is what we 
are going through right now. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the majority 
leader for that observation. 

I agree with the majority leader that 
subjecting the Defense Appropriations 
or any other appropriation is not a ten-
able or appropriate policy to pursue. 

The gentleman knows we were for an 
omnibus being passed in 2016, as an om-
nibus was passed in 2015, which, there-
fore, gives the administrators of any 
agency or Secretaries of any agency 
the opportunity to have the ability to 
plan over a period of time longer than 
months. 

So I certainly agree. But very frank-
ly, I want to tell the majority leader, 
on our side of the aisle we are very, 
very concerned that privilege will be 
accorded to the defense bill. 

Can the majority leader tell me 
whether or not we intend to adopt and 
pass, in the regular order, individual 
bills—the Labor-Health bill, the Inte-
rior bill, the Agriculture bill, et cetera, 
et cetera—in a similar manner? That 
means considering them on their mer-
its discretely, separately, individually. 

I yield to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

The gentleman knows we are work-
ing, in part, under the continuing reso-
lution short-term; but it is my inten-
tion, once we pass the FY 2017 defense 
bill, I will keep Members updated on 
the further floor schedule of appropria-
tions bills. It would be my goal to con-
tinue to pass the rest of the appropria-
tions bills. 

Mr. HOYER. I appreciate that, Mr. 
Leader, if that is your goal; and I hope 
that, in fact, we can pursue that goal. 
Very frankly, we believe that the sce-
nario is being set up to take care of the 
defense bill. 

I voted for the defense bill. I was one 
of those people. I intend to vote for the 
defense bill next week when it comes to 
the floor, if, in fact, as the gentleman 
represents, it is substantively the same 
as the bill that we have already adopt-
ed. 

What I am concerned about and what 
Members on my side of the aisle are 
very concerned about is that the re-
maining nondefense discretionary 
spending bills will be substantially al-
tered from that which we would have 
passed in December of last year in the 
2017. 

Of course, we were 4 months late 
doing that—or 3 months late, at least: 
October, November, and December. But 
I am hopeful, Mr. Leader, that those 
bills will, in fact, be considered dis-
cretely so that the American public 
can see us vote on those bills and on 
the priorities that are incorporated in 
those bills. 

Mr. Leader, it appears that the ma-
jority has stalled somewhat in their ef-
forts in a path forward on repeal of the 
ACA. President Trump’s address on 
Tuesday, it seems to me, didn’t offer 
many details. He does say, however, 
that everybody is going to be covered— 
everybody—with better health care, 
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cheaper. If that bill comes to the floor, 
I am going to vote for it, Mr. Leader. I 
want you to know that. Health care for 
everybody—quality, accessible, afford-
able, and cheaper. 

Now, as the majority leader knows, 
the budget resolution that was passed 
this year set a deadline of January 27 
for committees to report legislation re-
pealing the law. It is now March 2, and 
there are reports, Mr. Leader, that Re-
publicans have a draft bill that perhaps 
is located in H–157, that it is not being 
posted, and that Republicans have been 
told they can view it in H–157. 

I don’t know that I have the room 
number correct, and I am not sure that 
the information that I have is correct, 
but I will tell you that MICHAEL BUR-
GESS, or Dr. BURGESS, on your side of 
the aisle said this. He said it yesterday: 
People need to have access to this doc-
ument—apparently his presumption 
was he did not have access to the docu-
ment or he believed others should; not 
only Members of our side of the aisle, 
but also the public—and if there are 
problems, let’s talk through them. It’s 
been a long time in the works. Most of 
the pieces that are in there, people 
have seen in the past, but it does need 
to be an open process. 

Mr. Leader, let me repeat that. It 
does need to be an open process, ac-
cording to Dr. BURGESS. 

GUS BILIRAKIS says: We’re not having 
a hearing or anything. We’re not hav-
ing a hearing or anything. But there’ll 
be a place for us to view it, the draft. 

PAUL RYAN, the Speaker, said, 3 days 
ago: We’re going through the com-
mittee process. We’re doing this step 
by step. We’re having public hearings. 
We’re having committee work on legis-
lation. This is how the legislative proc-
ess is supposed to be designed. We are 
not hatching some bill in a back 
room—perhaps H–157; he didn’t say 
that, I said it—and plopping it on the 
American people’s front door. 

Mr. Leader, you and I both were here 
when the Affordable Care Act was 
passed. There was a lot of talk about 
the Affordable Care Act and how it was 
passed in the dark of night. That was 
baloney, of course. We had 79 bipar-
tisan hearings and markups over the 2 
years that we considered the Afford-
able Care Act. House Members spent 
nearly 100 hours in hearings, heard 
from 181 witnesses from both sides of 
the aisle, considered 239 amendments— 
both Democratic and Republican—and 
accepted 121 amendments. 

The original House bill was posted 
online 30 days before the first com-
mittee began their markup and more 
than 100 days before the committee in-
troduced their merged bill in the 
House. House Democrats posted the 
House bill—that was the final process— 
online 72 hours before the bill was 
brought to the floor, consistent with 
our rules. 

Now, to my understanding, the Ways 
and Means Committee has been told 
this bill is going to be marked up on 
Wednesday. There will not have been a 

single hearing, there will not have been 
a single witness, and Members cannot, 
on our side of the aisle—as I under-
stand it—see the bill today. 

I don’t know where all my Tea Party 
friends are who demanded full consid-
eration and that everybody read the 
bill. I don’t see them out on the lawn. 
I don’t see them out on the plaza. I 
don’t see them out on the sidewalk as 
they were when we were considering 
the bill and we had those 181 witnesses, 
the 100 hours of hearings that they 
thought weren’t sufficient. 
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I don’t know whether they will think 

that having a markup next Wednesday 
when the bill has not even been made 
available to Democratic Members of 
the House. Apparently, Republican 
Members have to go to a room to see it, 
and the public clearly has no idea of 
what that bill is. 

Mr. Leader, I hope you will tell me 
that I am wrong, that there will be 
hearings consistent with what Speaker 
RYAN said 3 days ago. I hope you will 
tell me, yes, we are going to honor 
what Speaker RYAN said, that we are 
going to have those hearings, we are 
going to have witnesses, and we are 
going to consider amendments. 

All of us understand that this is one 
of the biggest issues confronting the 
American people. We have had hun-
dreds of thousands of people showing 
up at town meetings saying how con-
cerned they are, yet, if my information 
is correct, Mr. Leader, they will have 
no opportunity to talk to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

I am further informed, and I hope the 
majority leader says this is wrong, 
that the markup will occur before the 
Congressional Budget Office has the op-
portunity to say how much it is going 
to cost. All this weeping and gnashing 
of teeth about balanced budgets and 
fiscal responsibility, a bill that affects 
18 percent of the gross domestic prod-
uct, and the critical need for people to 
have access to affordable, quality 
health care, not one of them will have 
an opportunity to know how much this 
repeal will cost. 

Again, Mr. Leader, I hope you are 
going to be able to tell me, no, Mr. 
Whip, we are going to have hearings, 
we understand how important this 
issue is, how much interest there is in 
this country, and we are going to give 
time for serious consideration, and we 
are going to have witnesses come be-
fore those hearings; and then after the 
witnesses, we are going to have a 
markup after substantial debate and 
consideration is allowed on both sides 
of the aisle. 

I now yield to the majority leader 
with the hopes that he will be able to 
give me some degree of confidence that 
PAUL RYAN, our Speaker, was correct, 
that we are going to follow regular 
order and make a transparent consider-
ation of this piece of legislation. 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. I thank the gen-

tleman for yielding. I always look for-
ward to your quotes. 

Mr. HOYER. I have some more. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. Now you have gone 

beyond. You now bring in rumors. I 
give you credit there. You have been 
here quite some time, much longer 
than I. I agree with you, this is a very 
big issue. That is why, for the last 6 
years, we have had hearings because all 
those hearings you reported, I would 
have wished you would have listened 
during those hearings. I would have 
wished you would have been able to do 
a healthcare bill that actually works. 
The essence of what the ACA did, it 
was about exchanges and the expansion 
of Medicaid. 

So my dear friend here tells me that 
was a big success. What do you tell all 
those people across this country? In 
fact, one-third of every county in this 
country now only has one health in-
surer. Humana just announced they are 
pulling out. Because you love quotes so 
much, let me read what the CEO of 
Aetna says: ObamaCare is failing. It 
has entered a ‘‘death spiral.’’ 

With Humana pulling out, that gives 
16 counties in Tennessee that have no 
one to care for them. The expansion of 
Medicaid—I know you are concerned 
about the budget, as am I—says within 
this 10-year window, in the tenth year, 
it will cost us $1 trillion. You know as 
well as I do that that is about the exact 
amount of money we spend for all dis-
cretionary spending in government 
today. We watched the ACA create 23 
CO-OPs. They were provided more than 
$2 billion. Eighteen of those 23 have 
collapsed. 

So, yes, for the last 6 years, we have 
been holding hearings, we have been 
listening to the public, and we have 
been working on this bill. Yes, we will 
go regular order. We will have a mark-
up in committee. When the bill comes 
out of committee, we will take that 
markup, we will go to the Committee 
on the Budget because it is reconcili-
ation, and we will bring that bill to the 
floor, just as the rules state we will do 
that. We have waited 6 years to do this, 
just as we moved one last year to the 
President as well, and he vetoed it. 

We cannot sit and wait for this fail-
ure to continue any longer. The health 
of this country deserves something 
much better. That is why we have been 
spending our time, that is why we have 
been working on it, and that is why we 
have been listening. We have had the 
wisdom to listen, but now I promise 
you we will have the courage to lead. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for his comment. It is, therefore, ex-
traordinarily sad that we have spent 6 
years with only one option that the 
majority would pursue: repeal. Not fix, 
not make it work better, not ensure 
that people can afford their care, not 
make sure that insurance companies 
had the competence to stay in the mar-
ket because the market was desta-
bilized for all of its lifetime to date by 
the Republicans saying all we are going 
to do is repeal. 

The gentleman talks about the cost. 
The gentleman cannot tell me some 4 
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days before he suggests passing a piece 
of legislation that will affect 18 percent 
of our gross domestic product what it 
will cost. Why? Because he has no score 
from the CBO. He can tell me all he 
wants about 6 years of waiting and lis-
tening. He has no score on this bill. My 
judgment is he will have no score when 
he marks it up. By the way, he will 
give no access, contrary to Speaker 
RYAN saying that we are going to go 
regular order. I reject, with all due re-
spect, Mr. Majority Leader, the fact 
that we had a hearing a year ago or 2 
years ago or 3 years ago, that the opin-
ion that was given at those times by 
various witnesses who differed on their 
conclusions, that we can apply that to 
the bill that you have introduced now. 

I don’t know what the bill you have 
introduced is. I don’t know whether 
you have introduced it or somebody 
else has introduced it. I don’t even 
know whether it exists. I told the gen-
tleman what I am told. He has not dis-
abused me of any of the assertions I 
made. He has not disabused me that it 
is not available publicly. He has not 
disabused me of the fact that we can’t 
see it. He has not disabused me of Dr. 
BURGESS saying it ought to be seen by 
everybody and considered, it should 
not be in a secret room someplace that 
people have to go to, like it is a secret 
document. We have to go down to the 
Capitol Visitor Center in the secure fa-
cilities of the Permanent Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence to see secret 
documents. Surely that is not the 
standard that we are giving to a bill 
that will have such, in my view, cata-
strophic effect on individuals, on jobs, 
and on businesses. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to tell the ma-
jority leader that I do not accept the 
proposition that a hearing over 6 years 
about repeal only—and I am not sure 
how many hearings there were. Maybe 
the majority leader knows. But I know 
for a fact that proponents of the bill 
were very difficult to get on the list of 
witnesses that we wanted to testify at 
some of those hearings. The American 
people, the Tea Party, all those people 
for and against who came to these 
town meetings should really lament. 
And, frankly, I think that the Speak-
er’s representation is not being fol-
lowed. The assertion that it was done 
last year, the year before, we have a lot 
of new Members in this Congress who 
weren’t here. Frankly, when we have 
bills introduced in Congress, we usu-
ally have hearings on them. That is the 
regular order. 

Now, we haven’t been following reg-
ular order on all these congressional 
review acts, Mr. Leader, so maybe the 
precedent nowadays is forget about 
hearings because most of the bills that 
we have considered during this Con-
gress have not had hearings. The rami-
fications of the repeal of these rules no 
one knows. There were no hearings on 
those. Frankly, we didn’t have hear-
ings on those year after year after year 
in the past. So, Mr. Leader, it appears 
that the representation you are mak-

ing is we know all about this, we don’t 
need hearings, we have been talking 
about this stuff forever, we are just 
going to act. The courage, I would sug-
gest to my friend, the courage would be 
to expose these to full and fair and 
open debate. That would be the cour-
age. 

Now, Mr. Leader, unless you want to 
respond to that, I will move on to a dif-
ferent subject. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Well, I would only 
like to end with this: I was here at the 
same time. I know you have your his-
tory, and I have the history that I re-
member. I remember seeing the Speak-
er at that time, now your leader, say 
we need to pass the bill to find out 
what is in it. I remember being here 
late that night. I remember a lot of 
people, citizens around this building 
complaining. You know what? The sad-
dest part of all that, their fears became 
true. They didn’t get to keep the doc-
tor or the health plan that they were 
promised. The premiums they were 
told would go down $2,500, that didn’t 
happen. They now find that they don’t 
have the care that they were promised. 
We have spent our time. 

You did make a statement that there 
are a lot of new people in this building. 
I would argue that is a reason why 
there are a lot of new people in this 
building, the ACA and the way you car-
ried it out. That is why we did not do 
that. You stipulated a little earlier, 
trying to state about a 3-day rule. That 
wasn’t your rule. That is a rule we in-
stituted and changed when we became 
the majority, Mr. Speaker. 

So we will have regular order. We 
will have regular order. We will take it 
through committee, we will have it 
open for debate, and we will bring it to 
the floor because we promised the 
American people, and we will keep our 
promise, just as the President, as you 
heard just this week, talked about the 
reform. We will protect preexisting 
conditions. We will make sure those 
who are 26 or younger can stay on their 
parents’ plan. The bans or lifetime lim-
its, we will protect those like we have 
always said we would. We will create a 
healthcare bill that actually empowers 
the individual, not more government. 
We will actually lower the premiums. 
That is the difference between us. We 
can have those debates, and I welcome 
them, because I think history will 
show your hearings and our hearings. 
But, at the end of the day, I want the 
history to show who actually did a bet-
ter job of providing health care to the 
American people at a lower cost. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Leader, you can be 
assured that history will show that. 
Can I see the bill today? 

Mr. MCCARTHY. You are not on that 
committee, so you can look at it when 
we mark it up. 

Mr. HOYER. In other words, they will 
mark it up before anybody in the pub-
lic, including a Member of the House of 
Representatives—— 

Mr. MCCARTHY. No. 
Mr. HOYER. Before then, we cannot 

see it. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. If the gentleman 
yields, I will answer his question. 

Mr. HOYER. Is that what the gen-
tleman is telling me? 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. It is similar to 

every other bill we move. They will 
post it before they mark it up so every-
body can see it and debate it. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Leader, reclaiming 
my time, that is not regular order. I 
have been here a long time. You have 
been here a long time. That is not reg-
ular order. Regular order is you intro-
duce a bill, you go up to this desk, and 
you put a bill in. We don’t follow that 
very much, but that is regular order. It 
is then printed. It is referred to a com-
mittee. The public can see it as soon as 
it is printed. It goes to the committee. 
They establish a hearing. The wit-
nesses then come before the committee 
and testify as to its positive and nega-
tive aspects. The committee then 
schedules a markup. It may even be the 
same day after the hearing, I get that. 
And then they mark it up. But the bill 
has been given to the public and to 
Members, invariably under regular 
order, substantially before that hap-
pens. 

You are telling me, as I understand 
it, Mr. Leader, I cannot see the bill 
today, 5 days before it is scheduled to 
be marked up. Is that accurate? 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. Have you seen a 

scheduled markup? I didn’t have it in 
my list. I don’t announce markups, but 
apparently this is another rumor you 
may have heard. 

Mr. HOYER. Is the leader telling me 
that he does not know personally 
whether a markup is scheduled on the 
Affordable Care Act repeal next week? 

I yield to my friend. 
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Mr. MCCARTHY. I thank the gen-
tleman for asking. That is a question 
to the chairman. I simply provide you 
the schedule for next week. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman, 
but that was not my question, whether 
the chairman of the committee knows. 
Maybe the gentleman does not know, 
in which case he can say no. 

My question is: Does the gentleman 
know whether a markup is scheduled 
for next week in the Ways and Means 
Committee on the repeal of the Afford-
able Care Act? 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. I thank the gen-

tleman for yielding. 
That is an action of the committees, 

and they will list as soon as they are 
prepared to do their markups. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I don’t 
know whether that is a ‘‘yes’’ or a ‘‘no’’ 
or ‘‘I don’t intend to tell you,’’ but it 
certainly does not tell me whether the 
majority leader knows that. 

I would suggest to the chairman of 
the committee, though, Mr. Speaker, 
that the majority leader ought to be 
informed of what the committee is 
doing on such an important issue. 
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I am just informed that while the 

majority leader may not know, The 
Hill newspaper knows and says: 
ObamaCare reconciliation markup on 
track for next week. 

They, perhaps, heard the same rumor 
I have heard, Mr. Leader. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Will the gentleman 
yield for one moment? 

The gentleman understands that this 
is coming through reconciliation, and 
reconciliation is created through com-
mittee, not by submitting a bill. So 
this is regular order. 

I thank the gentleman for his con-
cern, and I thank the gentleman for 
the last 6 years that we have had con-
cerns about this. I will provide the gen-
tleman with a number of hearings. In 
Energy and Commerce this year alone, 
they have had hearings and they have 
had votes on markups on improve-
ments and changes to our healthcare 
system. If the gentleman would like, I 
will provide those to him at a later 
date. 

But when it comes to reconciliation, 
committees will move that. When it 
goes through the committees, it will 
then go to the Budget Committee, and 
then it will come to the floor. That is 
regular order, and that is what we are 
following. 

Mr. HOYER. I ask you: Do you expect 
the Budget Committee to have a hear-
ing on it? 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. I expect to follow 

regular order. When a bill goes through 
Energy and Commerce and a bill comes 
through Ways and Means, it will then 
go for markup inside the Budget Com-
mittee, and then come to the floor. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman. 
I will close on this subject, unless the 

majority leader would like to make a 
comment. He does know I like quotes. 

Mr. Leader, you said the following: 
This bill is being pushed through because 

the majority in the Congress refuse to listen 
to the people. 

You said that on March 2, 2010. You 
were referring, of course, to us Demo-
crats who refused to listen to the 
American people, because your pre-
sumption was the American people was 
not for the proposition we were pro-
moting. 

There were two candidates for Presi-
dent who got major votes in this elec-
tion. One was Hillary Clinton, who 
said: I want to keep the Affordable 
Care Act. And one was Donald Trump, 
who said: I want to get rid of the Af-
fordable Care Act. Although, he has 
said then and now that he wants to 
have everybody covered at a cheaper 
price with assured benefits. As I said, 
we would support a bill like that. 

Of those two candidates that were 
running, one got 65 million votes and 
one got 62 million votes. Now, the one 
who got 62 million votes won the elec-
tion. Why? Because of the electoral 
college. He is the legitimate elected 
President of the United States. I do not 
question that at all. But it ought to 
give some degree of humility that he 

got 3 million less votes than the person 
that espoused policies other than those 
espoused by President Trump. It ought 
to give some pause to let the American 
people into the process and testify. 

I will tell the gentleman that what 
the Republican Party is recommending 
in repeal of the ACA will have very 
substantial consequences. You may 
think they are positive, I may think 
they are negative, but I hope neither 
one of us think that that won’t have 
very substantial consequences for our 
country. In that context, we ought to 
have allowed, and we ought to allow, 
the people of this country to testify on 
those consequences. 

Again, I will move on, unless the gen-
tleman wants to make an additional 
comment. 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. I thank the gen-

tleman for yielding. 
I just didn’t know that 4 months 

later we were still going to litigate 
who won the election. It has always 
been the electoral college. 

I know the gentleman likes to make 
a lot of quotes, but I think if you take 
my quote and you look at the date and 
you want to go back in time and you 
look at the polling, I think my quote is 
right. I think the American people 
were at that exact same position. 

You talk about consequences. The 
ACA has a tremendous amount of con-
sequences on the American public, and, 
unfortunately, they haven’t been posi-
tive. Some have, but the majority have 
not. That is why a number of people 
today, one-third of this Nation of the 
counties, 1,022, only have one 
healthcare provider. 

I listened to our President just this 
week right down this well. I know you 
haven’t commented about that or 
quoted anything he said there, but I 
listened to other people who com-
mented about that, people who are on 
different sides of the aisle who I know 
did not vote for him. 

Mr. Speaker, Van Jones, I know the 
man well. He and I philosophically dis-
agree. But he said that night, listening 
to President Trump, that he became 
America’s President. 

So I just say to my friend across the 
aisle, Mr. Speaker, that I think 4 
months is long enough to decide who 
won the race, and we don’t have to 
come back to this. If we really want 
this country to come together, I don’t 
think that type of questioning on this 
floor is productive. I think it is time to 
come together as one Nation and start 
solving these problems, but not try to 
bring back up and litigate who really 
won the election. 

Mr. HOYER. There are so many com-
ments I could make in response to 
that. 

No one today on this floor is ques-
tioning the legitimacy of President 
Trump’s Presidency—period. What I 
said was that more people voted for the 
candidate who wanted to keep the ACA 
than voted for the candidate who want-
ed to repeal the ACA. 

Secondly, if the gentleman refers to 
the polls of his quote in 2010, then I can 
refer to the polls today, which show 
that the majority of respondents be-
lieve that the ACA should be retained 
until and unless an acceptable replace-
ment is provided. 

The gentleman talks about 6 years. 
Not once in those 6 years, not once, has 
the majority party offered a com-
prehensive replacement for the Afford-
able Care Act. They have talked about 
it. 

By the way, on the 26-year-olds and 
on the preexisting conditions, the re-
peal bills didn’t say we were going to 
keep the preexisting conditions or the 
26 age or the lifetime limits or the an-
nual limits or the drug discounts for 
senior citizens. It didn’t say any of 
that. It said repeal the ACA. 

So the polling data today, Mr. Speak-
er, is that more people want to keep 
the ACA prior to the consideration and 
adoption of a replacement than want to 
repeal it. I agree with you, that is a 
change from 2010. And the reason it is 
a change is because they are now look-
ing at it very carefully. They are fig-
uring out what, in fact, it has done for 
them and their families and for their 
children who had preexisting condi-
tions and for their access to affordable 
health care, and they are saying: We 
are taking a second look. 

They do not now reflect that poll to 
which the gentleman referred that is 
now 7 years old and, very frankly, last 
year’s poll. Now they look at it dif-
ferently. 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, if I 

could just tell my friend, when I refer 
to a poll, I mean the main poll of elec-
tion day. If I look at what happened on 
2010 and I look at what took place in 
this last election, you are correct, one 
side campaigned on repealing and re-
placing ObamaCare. This is only the 
third time since World War II that the 
American public entrusted that to a 
Republican Party who have a majority 
in the House, a majority in the Senate, 
and the Presidency. 

So, yes, that is the poll I was looking 
at; the same as what transpired in 2010. 
That was the cornerstone and the foun-
dation of what people said in that last 
election. 

We are moving forward on that our 
promise. We have been working on this 
for more than 6 years with hearings, 
townhalls, and listening. We are going 
through reconciliation, the regular 
order. So the committees will mark up, 
send it in to the Committee on Budget, 
where they will do a markup, and then 
it will come to the floor. 

I thank the gentleman for his con-
cern. 

Mr. HOYER. Well, I think that is 
some degree of clarity in terms of the 
markup, and no hearing, no witnesses, 
and I presume no CBO score to tell us 
how much that legislation is going to 
cost. 

Now, Mr. Leader, two things. One is 
certainly less global and impactful, 
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but, nevertheless, important. I am sure 
the gentleman met with the Governors 
when they were in town, as I did. They 
met on a bipartisan basis. I met with a 
lot of the Republican Governors and 
Democratic Governors together. 

They are very concerned, as you 
know, not only about the ACA—which 
we talked about, which they have great 
concerns of the impact on their States, 
Republicans and Democrats, of the re-
peal of the Medicaid expansion, in par-
ticular, the impact it will have on 
them and their people—but they also 
are very concerned about the Market-
place Fairness Act. 

That is simply, frankly, trying to 
protect small businesses so that they 
can compete, the local mom and pop 
store can compete with the online ven-
dors so that everybody would have to 
pay the sales tax, whatever the State 
sales tax is. That bill, I believe, enjoys 
the majority support in this House. I 
think it has enjoyed the majority sup-
port since it passed the Senate pretty 
handedly. 

Does the gentleman know whether or 
not that bill is going to be considered 
at any point in time in the near term? 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. I thank the gen-

tleman for yielding. 
Yes, Mr. Speaker, we did meet with a 

bipartisan group of Governors, and 
that was one of the discussions as well. 
It is not scheduled at this time, but we 
will continue to work on that in com-
mittee. Our hope is to be able to find a 
solution in committee and be able to 
move that forward. 

Mr. HOYER. Lastly, Mr. Speaker, I 
want to say to my friend, the majority 
leader, that I look forward to working 
with him. I see that he recently ob-
served that the attorney general ought 
to recuse himself in dealing with issues 
of the relationship between the admin-
istration during the course of the cam-
paign and Russia, which the intel-
ligence community has said interfered 
in America’s election. 

All of us ought to be concerned about 
that—a foreign government interfering 
in our democracy; particularly, a gov-
ernment that is hostile to our inter-
ests; particularly, a government led by 
Mr. Putin, who has committed inter-
national crimes, who, contrary to 
international law, invaded Crimea, 
still holds Crimea inconsistent with 
international law, and has been sanc-
tioned. Hopefully, those sanctions will 
stay in place. 

I agree with the gentleman that, at 
the very least, the attorney general 
ought to recuse himself. I have asked 
him to step down. 

But we need to have, Mr. Speaker, an 
independent bipartisan commission 
with subpoena power, similar to the 9/ 
11 Commission, for the security of our 
country and, yes, for the confidence 
building for our President to see what, 
in fact, were the relationships between 
his campaign and Russia and to what 
extent Russia involved itself in trying 
to impact on the elections of the 
United States. 

I don’t have anything further to say. 
Unless the gentleman wants to say 
something, I will yield back. 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. I thank the gen-

tleman for yielding. 
This is a matter for investigation by 

the House Intelligence Committee. For 
years, we have investigated Putin’s 
hostile international actions. 

Just so the gentleman does know, 
Mr. Speaker, this week, Chairman 
NUNES and Ranking Member SCHIFF ap-
proved the scope of their committee’s 
inquiry into Russia’s measures of tar-
geting in the 2016 election. I support 
this bipartisan investigation. I have 
great faith that the committee will 
fully investigate all of the evidence 
and follow the facts wherever they 
lead. 

I know the gentleman, Mr. Speaker, 
made comments in regards to the at-
torney general. Attorney General Ses-
sions stated this morning that when-
ever it is appropriate, he will recuse 
himself. I agree with those remarks. 

As far as the ongoing investigation 
into Russia, I would, again, direct my 
friend to the bipartisan effort that is 
underway in the House Intelligence 
Committee. 

b 1200 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the majority 
leader for his comments. 

Let me say that I was very dis-
appointed to learn that Mr. NUNES, at 
the request of the administration, 
talked to members of the press before 
the investigations have occurred, be-
fore they have heard a single witness, 
to say that he really thought this was 
not a matter that really needed careful 
consideration. That is not a quote. I 
characterized what I read his comment 
to mean to the press. 

In addition, I understand the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security was also 
requested, and the FBI, to talk to the 
press to tamp down interest in those. 
The American people need to be very 
concerned about these issues. Every 
Member of this Congress, a separate 
and coequal branch of the Government 
of the United States, ought to be very 
concerned about that. 

The Bible says that the truth will set 
us free. And the truth will give us con-
fidence. And the truth should be known 
by the American people. 

The problem I have with the Intel-
ligence Committee is that the Intel-
ligence Committee—most of the infor-
mation they gather is not available to 
the public. I don’t know what they will 
do moving forward. 

But we found in the 9/11 Commission 
a perfect example of a commission 
equally divided with two extraor-
dinarily respected co-chairs that got to 
the bottom and made significant rec-
ommendations, most of which—almost 
all of which—were adopted in a bipar-
tisan fashion by this Congress. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I would hope that 
we would pursue that not in lieu of the 
Intelligence Committee—not in lieu of 

the Intelligence Committee—but in ad-
dition to. 

Benghazi, we had seven committees, 
and you thought on your side of the 
aisle that wasn’t enough, so you spent 
some $4 million on an additional spe-
cial committee to find exactly the 
same conclusion. 

So, in this case I do not oppose the 
work of the Intelligence Committee, 
but I certainly believe the American 
people would expect and would want a 
similar bipartisan commission as they 
saw work on the 9/11 tragedy to give 
them the confidence that Russia is not 
in any way undermining the independ-
ence of our government or undermining 
the democracy that we hold so dear. 

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

f 

ADJOURNMENT FROM THURSDAY, 
MARCH 2, 2017, TO MONDAY, 
MARCH 6, 2017 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at 4 p.m. on Monday, March 6, 
2017. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BACON). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia? 

There was no objection. 
f 

CELEBRATING THE 105TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF THE GRAND CAN-
YON STATE 

(Mr. BIGGS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Speaker, on Feb-
ruary 14, my home State of Arizona 
celebrated its 105th year as a member 
of the United States. The Grand Can-
yon State is an incredible State to 
raise a family in, to live in, and to play 
in. 

There is so much to love about Ari-
zona. We have over 300 days of sun-
shine. We enjoy the cool pines of Flag-
staff; the rustic and historic towns of 
Prescott, Show Low, and Tombstone, 
which give perspective into Arizona’s 
first days as a State; and we greatly 
benefit from the agricultural city and 
county of Yuma. 

Arizona’s lakes, mountains, forests, 
and skies provide countless activities 
throughout the year for natives and 
visitors alike. Arizona also enthusiasti-
cally hosts spring training, Super 
Bowls, college football playoff games, 
and the Waste Management Open, 
which many call ‘‘The Greatest Show 
on Grass.’’ 

Most of all, I love the people of Ari-
zona. Arizonans are diverse, patriotic, 
and fiercely independent people. They 
bring so much talent and potential to 
our communities. I am deeply honored 
to serve my constituents in Chandler, 
Gilbert, Mesa, Sun Lakes, and Queen 
Creek. 

After a long week in Washington, I 
cannot wait to step off the plane into 
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