H620

As the husband of a retired school-
teacher and the grateful father of four
sons and eight grandchildren, I know
firsthand the benefit of school choice.
We should strive for education that
recognizes the individual needs of our
students.

Last week, I was appreciative to visit
schools to experience school choice at
work. I visited a charter school, a pub-
lic school, and a homeschool group.
Thank you to Mark Brown, principal of
Horse Creek Academy in Aiken; to Dr.
Bill Coon, principal of Meadow Glen
Middle School in Lexington; and
Wendy Hoyle, the president of the
Aiken Area Home Educators. You
make a remarkable difference for stu-
dents.

I believe that Education Secretary
Betsy DeVos will make a very positive
difference in the tradition of Education
Superintendent Molly Spearman of
South Carolina.

In conclusion, God bless our troops
and we will never forget September the
11th in the global war on terrorism.

———

INFRINGING UPON WOMEN’S
RIGHTS

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

Ms. ADAMS. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to express my opposition to H.R.
7, the No Taxpayer Funding for Abor-
tion and Abortion Insurance Full Dis-
closure Act.

A woman’s right to choose shouldn’t
depend on her location, income, or in-
surance. It is just 2 days since the 44th
anniversary of Roe v. Wade, and Repub-
licans are, once again, attacking wom-
en’s health care.

This legislation would prevent Fed-
eral funds from being spent on health
benefits that include abortion cov-
erage, causing women and families who
depend on ACA to lose their coverage.

A woman who can’t afford an abor-
tion and needs one should not be
stripped of her constitutionally pro-
tected right to one because of her in-
surance.

We have to stand up and fight for our
sister’s right to choose and her right to
control her own body. It is not the Fed-
eral Government’s business. It is per-
sonal. It is my business.

I will continue to challenge any at-
tempt to infringe upon women’s rights
and strongly encourage my colleagues
to join me in protecting that right.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 7, NO TAXPAYER FUND-
ING FOR ABORTION AND ABOR-
TION INSURANCE FULL DISCLO-
SURE ACT OF 2017

Ms. CHENEY. Madam Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 55 and ask for
its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 55

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-

lution it shall be in order to consider in the
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House the bill (H.R. 7) to prohibit taxpayer
funded abortions. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived. The bill
shall be considered as read. All points of
order against provisions in the bill are
waived. The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the bill and on any
amendment thereto to final passage without
intervening motion except: (1) one hour of
debate equally divided and controlled by the
Majority Leader and the Minority Leader or
their respective designees; and (2) one mo-
tion to recommit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Wyoming is recognized
for 1 hour.

Ms. CHENEY. Madam Speaker, for
the purpose of debate only, I yield the
customary 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from  Massachusetts (Mr.
MCGOVERN), pending which I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. Dur-
ing consideration of this resolution, all
time yielded is for the purpose of de-
bate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. CHENEY. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have b legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Wyoming?

There was no objection.

Ms. CHENEY. Madam Speaker, I rise
today in support of House Resolution
55, which provides a closed rule for con-
sideration of H.R. 7, the No Taxpayer
Funding for Abortion and Abortion In-
surance Full Disclosure Act. This bi-
partisan bill will codify and make per-
manent what is commonly referred to
as the Hyde amendment and expand
Hyde amendment restrictions to all
Federal agencies.

First offered in 1976, the Hyde amend-
ment prevents taxpayer dollars from
being used to fund abortions through
government programs like Medicaid.
These restrictions have been main-
tained for more than 40 years through
the annual appropriations process, in-
cluding the most recent continuing res-
olution passed last December. It is
time that these important protections
against the use of taxpayer funding to
pay for abortion be made permanent.

A GAO report in 2014 found that,
under ObamaCare, over 1,000 insurance
plans covered elective abortion. Those
plans are purchased with taxpayer sub-
sidies. H.R. 7 would stop this and make
ObamaCare conform to the Hyde
amendment. If the Hyde amendment
had been applied to ObamaCare, as
President Obama promised it would be,
the number of federally subsidized
plans with elective abortion coverage
would have been zero.

As we work to repeal and replace the
deeply flawed ObamaCare, we need to
ensure taxpayer subsidies are not used
to pay for abortion coverage.

According to a Marist Poll conducted
last July, 62 percent of respondents—a
majority of the women asked—and in-
cluding 45 percent of those who iden-
tify as pro-choice do not support tax-
payer funding for abortions. H.R. 7 sim-
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ply codifies and makes permanent a
protection against the use of taxpayer
funding for abortion that the majority
of Americans and certainly a majority
of my constituents in Wyoming sup-
port.

Therefore, I urge support for the rule
to allow consideration of H.R. 7.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. I thank the gentlewoman from
Wyoming (Ms. CHENEY) for the cus-
tomary 30 minutes.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I
rise in opposition to yet another closed
rule. Last night in the Rules Com-
mittee, there were three thoughtful
amendments that were brought for-
ward. They were all germane and all
complied with the rules of the House.
Yet, once again, the Republicans in the
Rules Committee denied each and
every one of them.

There is no opportunity for any
amendments to be heard here today
and no opportunity for there to be a
real debate, and I regret that very
much. Again, that is the trend that we
see in this Congress.

Madam Speaker, I also oppose the
underlying bill. I have a fundamental
belief that politicians in Washington
should not have the right to interfere
in the health decisions of a woman; and
this deceptively titled bill will do just
that. It continues this Republican ma-
jority’s never-ending crusade against
women, and it is an attempt to take
away the constitutionally protected
right to abortion services for millions
of women, especially middle class and
low-income women. That is wrong.

Madam Speaker, these healthcare de-
cisions should be made between women
and their doctors, not politicians in
Washington.

Who the hell are we in this Chamber
to make these private and oftentimes
painful decisions for women?

Republicans claim that this bill is
about codifying the Hyde amendment,
which has been around for four dec-
ades. That is 40 years too long, in my
opinion. But this bill isn’t really about
the Hyde amendment. Despite what Re-
publicans claim, this extreme and
sweeping bill would go even further by
placing unprecedented limits on wom-
en’s access to reproductive health serv-
ices even if they want to pay for abor-
tion coverage out of their own pockets.

Placing restrictions on how women
with private insurance can spend pri-
vate dollars when purchasing health in-
surance would radically change our Na-
tion’s longstanding policy. It is deeply
troubling and must not become law.

Madam Speaker, just days ago during
the nationwide Women’s March, mil-
lions of people gathered all across the
country and around the globe to defend
women’s rights. These marches were
likely the single largest day of protest
in American history. More than half a
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