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Well, according to every scrap of evi-

dence submitted to our subcommittee 
by a broad cross-section of experts, the 
answer is that these laws have not only 
failed to improve the forest environ-
ment; they have catastrophically 
harmed that environment. 

Surplus timber harvested from our 
national forests as a result of these 
laws has dropped dramatically since 
the 1980s, while acreage destroyed by 
forest fire has increased concurrently 
and concomitantly. Wildlife habitats 
that were supposed to be preserved are 
now being incinerated. 

Precipitation that once flowed to ri-
parian habitats now evaporates in 
overgrown canopies or is quickly 
claimed in the fierce competition of 
densely packed vegetation. We have 
lost vast tracts of our national forests 
to beetle infestations, as weakened 
trees can no longer resist their at-
tacks. 

The U.S. Forest Service reports that 
in the Tahoe Basin in my district, 
there is now four times the vegetation 
density as normal, and trees that once 
had room to grow and thrive now fight 
for their lives against other trees try-
ing to occupy the same ground. 

Revenues that our forest manage-
ment agencies once produced and that 
facilitated our forest stewardship have 
all but dried up. This has devastated 
mountain communities that once 
thrived from the forest economy, while 
precious resources are diverted for life-
line programs like secure rural schools 
and PILT. 

Despite a growing population, visita-
tion to our national forests has de-
clined significantly. We can no longer 
manage lands to prevent fire or even 
salvage dead timber once fire has de-
stroyed it. 

Appeals, lawsuits, and especially the 
threat of lawsuits have paralyzed and 
demoralized the Forest Service and 
created perverse incentives to do noth-
ing to manage our lands. 

The steadily deteriorating situation 
is forcing managers to raid forest 
treatment and fire prevention funds to 
pay for the growing costs of wildfire 
suppression, creating a fiscal death spi-
ral—the more we raid prevention funds, 
the more wildfires we have; the more 
wildfires we have, the more we have to 
raid our prevention funds. 

Ironically, our private forest lands 
are today conspicuously healthier than 
the public lands, precisely because the 
private lands are free from so many of 
the laws that are tying the hands of 
our public foresters. These laws may be 
making environmental law firms rich, 
but they are killing our national for-
ests. 

H.R. 2647 is the first step toward re-
storing sound, rational, and scientific 
management of our national forests. It 
streamlines fire and disease prevention 
programs and assures that fire-killed 
timber can be quickly removed to cre-
ate both the revenues and the room to 
restore fire-damaged lands. It protects 
forest managers from frivolous law-
suits. 

In my district, comprising the Sierra 
Nevada mountains in California, two 
major forest fires are now raging. The 
Butte fire in Amador County has al-
ready killed two people, left hundreds 
homeless, and destroyed 72,000 acres of 
forest land. The Rough fire in Fresno 
County has destroyed 141,000 acres, and 
they are still burning tonight. 

We have exhausted our firefighting 
budget, and, without relief, we will 
have to begin stripping funds intended 
for fire prevention. 

Mr. WESTERMAN’s bill would allow 
these catastrophic wildfires to be fund-
ed like every other natural disaster. 

Mr. Speaker, we have a very simple 
choice. We can continue the misguided 
environmental laws that, for 45 years, 
have become responsible for the de-
struction of hundreds of square miles 
of our national forests every year, or 
we can restore the sound forest man-
agement practices that will guarantee 
healthy and resilient forests for the 
next generation. 

This bill has already passed the 
House. It is now sitting in the Senate, 
and it is essential that the Senate act 
soon to put it on the President’s desk. 

Mr. WESTERMAN. I thank the gen-
tleman from California and would also 
like to thank the gentleman for his 
tireless efforts on the Natural Re-
sources Committee, the chairman of 
the Federal Lands Subcommittee. 

This is something that—I am a fresh-
man, and I have been working on for a 
small amount of time—but he has 
spent years working on this issue. I 
thank him for his tireless efforts and 
his desire to see healthy forests not 
only in his home State but across the 
country. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Alabama (Mr. PALMER). 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, some-
times overlooked in the debate sur-
rounding wildfires is the importance of 
forestry practices intended to prevent 
the wildfires before they start. 

The Resilient Federal Forests Act, 
authored by my friend from Arkansas 
(Mr. WESTERMAN), passed the House in 
July with bipartisan support. Since 
then, there have been multiple fires, 
major fires that are raging across the 
country. 

This bill would simplify and stream-
line environmental process require-
ments and reduce the cost of forest 
management projects intended to pre-
vent catastrophic wildfires. The bill 
would also allow for quick removal of 
dead trees to pay for reforestation 
after large fires and prevent the inci-
dence of reburn. 

As wildfires continue to burn in the 
Western United States, with tremen-
dous costs to people and property, it is 
important to note that these fires are 
literally sending billions of dollars of 
Federal assets up in smoke, depriving 
State government, local government, 
and the Federal Government of billions 
in revenues not just in wood products, 
but in recreation revenues. 

I am a small forest owner myself. I 
understand the value of a healthy well- 
managed forest. 

Mr. Speaker, America has already 
lost 9 million acres in valuable forests 
this year. Our forests continue to burn 
and more will be burned unless we act 
on this legislation. I encourage my col-
leagues in the Senate to quickly pass 
this much-needed legislation and send 
it to the President’s desk. 

Mr. WESTERMAN. I thank the gen-
tleman from Alabama. We are from 
Southern States, but good forestry 
management is very important to us as 
well. I have about 2.5 million acres of 
Federal forest in my district in Arkan-
sas, and we want to see that land man-
aged properly. We don’t want to see it 
go up in smoke. 

Mr. Speaker, we face a lot of conten-
tious issues in this body and in Con-
gress, but this shouldn’t be one of 
them. 

President Roosevelt, who was the fa-
ther of our national forests, along with 
Gifford Pinchot, said that this is one of 
our most treasured natural resources. 
We need to leave it in better shape for 
the next generation than what we re-
ceived it in. 

Right now, we are not doing that. 
This is not a partisan issue. This is 
something that we need to look at the 
science, we need to work together, and 
we need to do what is right for Amer-
ica. We need to do what is right for for-
ests because healthy forests create a 
winning situation on many levels. 

We get better air quality. We get bet-
ter water quality. We get a better econ-
omy. We get better wildlife habitat. We 
sequester more carbon. 

b 1845 
There is not a downside to a healthy 

forest, but we have to get our act right 
here in Washington, D.C. 

It is with that that I, again, plead 
with and encourage the Senate to take 
up this issue. Let’s have a debate on it. 
Let’s fix this and get ourselves back on 
the right path to healthy forests. We 
didn’t get here overnight, and we are 
not going to fix everything overnight, 
but we have to start sometime. The 
sooner we start, the sooner we can 
have our forests back in a healthy con-
dition and the sooner we can enjoy this 
national treasure that belongs to all of 
us in America. 

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

f 

VOTE ‘‘NO’’ TO DEFUNDING 
PLANNED PARENTHOOD 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the gentlewoman from 
Massachusetts (Ms. CLARK) is recog-
nized for 60 minutes as the designee of 
the minority leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members have 5 legislative days to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the sub-
ject of my Special Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Massachusetts? 
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There was no objection. 
Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Speaker, there has been a lot of talk 
about defunding Planned Parenthood. 
Some Republicans have made this such 
a priority that they are vowing to shut 
down our government, shut down our 
programs for veterans and hinder their 
ability to access services, WIC pro-
grams serving moms and babies, cur-
tail services for domestic violence, and 
close our national parks and land-
marks. 

The last Republican shutdown cost 
our economy $24 billion, but many of 
the GOP’s Presidential candidates said 
in their debate just last night that 
defunding Planned Parenthood is a pri-
ority. 

We are not talking about abortion 
here. We are talking about access to 
health care. Under current law, Federal 
money cannot be used for the coverage 
for abortion except in the most ex-
treme circumstances of rape, incest, or 
the possibility of the death of the 
mother. Even though most Americans 
disagree with that restriction and be-
lieve firmly that decisions surrounding 
pregnancy should be between a woman, 
her doctor, and her faith, that is not 
the law of the land currently. 

So if we are not talking about abor-
tion, what are we talking about? What 
is this threat that will be stopped by 
cutting off all Federal funding for 
Planned Parenthood? What we are 
talking about is denying health care to 
the 2.7 million patients who received 
care just last year at Planned Parent-
hood. 

More than 90 percent of what 
Planned Parenthood does is preventa-
tive care. This includes wellness 
exams, cancer screenings, contracep-
tion, prenatal care, and testing and 
treatment for STIs. Just last year, 
Planned Parenthood had over 2 million 
contraception patients, performed ap-
proximately 3.7 million STI tests, 
370,000 Pap tests, and 450,000 breast 
exams. These are the types of services 
patients receive at Planned Parent-
hood, and this preventive health care is 
what the majority would like to get rid 
of by defunding it. 

That is what is most important about 
this debate: the care that patients re-
ceive, the care that one in five Amer-
ican women will receive from Planned 
Parenthood at some point in their life. 

I would like to welcome my col-
league, at this point, from New Jer-
sey’s 12th District, Congresswoman 
WATSON COLEMAN. She is a strong voice 
for women and families. I am proud to 
call her a friend and a colleague, and I 
yield to the gentlewoman. 

Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. I thank 
the gentlewoman for yielding to me. 

Mr. Speaker, for the umpteenth time, 
men in Congress are leading the charge 
to limit women’s access to health care, 
but now, instead of just wasting tax-
payer dollars and time, they plan to 
take their outrageous tactics to a 
whole new level, perhaps shutting down 
the entire Federal Government if they 

don’t get their way. As the gentle-
woman from Massachusetts has al-
ready explained, that is absolutely ri-
diculous. 

Rather than consider legislation that 
would fund repairs to our Nation’s in-
frastructure or invest in our schools or 
create jobs for millions of Americans 
still out of work, we are considering 
legislation that would cut off support 
to an organization that provides vital 
health services to women and men who 
might not otherwise have access. 

Mr. Speaker, Planned Parenthood is, 
first and foremost, an organization 
dedicated to women’s health. What is 
more, despite the endless conservative 
rhetoric to the contrary, Planned Par-
enthood does not use a single dollar of 
Federal funds to provide abortions. 
This is really just a thinly veiled at-
tempt to allow Congress to regulate a 
woman’s uterus, and the end result 
won’t be the end of very legal abor-
tions. It will be the erosion of care, 
family planning, and medical treat-
ment for thousands of women. 

Wednesday’s Washington Post offered 
a perfect example. It profiled a single 
Planned Parenthood clinic in Ohio, a 
clinic that does not offer abortion serv-
ices. According to The Post, that clinic 
sees 7,100 patients each year, most of 
them young and poor. They administer 
3,400 pregnancy tests, they write 2,900 
birth control prescriptions, and they 
provide 13,200 screenings for sexually 
transmitted infections. 

Facilities like this make up nearly 
half of the Planned Parenthood centers 
nationwide. Cutting their funding will 
only result in more illness, more un-
planned pregnancies, and more babies 
born to mothers unprepared to care for 
them. 

In 2013, Planned Parenthood provided 
more than 71,000 patients with care in 
my State, the State of New Jersey. 
They provided almost 16,000 Pap tests 
to New Jersey women, and they con-
ducted more than 33,000 breast exams. 

In a shortsighted response to a series 
of questionably edited videos and false 
claims, we are going to take health 
care away from Americans with few, if 
any, alternatives. That is not what my 
constituents elected me for. That is 
not what they expected me to be doing 
in Congress. I am here to create jobs, 
to better educate our young people, 
and to reform our broken criminal jus-
tice system. By no means am I here to 
relitigate a woman’s right to choose. 

Quite frankly, I am not sure which I 
am more disgusted by: the fact that we 
are doing this again, or the fact that I 
have come to the floor of this House so 
many times before to express that dis-
gust. 

I urge my colleagues to consider tak-
ing up the work that really matters to 
the American people. I thank the gen-
tlewoman from Massachusetts. 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. I 
thank the gentlewoman from New Jer-
sey. 

I want to reiterate something that 
the Congresswoman said, that this is 

really a thinly veiled extremist posi-
tion. What we are talking about is ex-
actly as the gentlewoman from New 
Jersey put it. We are talking about re-
litigating rights that are established 
under the law and that have really 
nothing to do with abortion. They are 
having everything to do with the way 
that one in five American women re-
ceives her health care. And Planned 
Parenthood not only has a huge reach 
in the patients that they serve, but 
they historically serve low-income and 
underserved populations. 

For example, in 2013, 78 percent of 
Planned Parenthood patients had in-
comes of 150 percent of poverty or less. 
To put that in real terms, that is an in-
come of a little over $36,000 dollars a 
year for a family of four. So not only 
does Planned Parenthood provide crit-
ical services to low-income families, 
but they also have a geographic reach 
to help ensure all patients have a 
healthcare access point. 

Nationwide, they represent 54 per-
cent of all health centers in rural 
areas, medically underserved areas, 
and health provider shortage areas. 
And in some areas, they are even a 
larger part of the healthcare system. In 
Alabama, Washington, D.C., Delaware, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, Montana, 
Rhode Island, and Wyoming, they are 
100 percent of the health centers in 
rural areas, medically underserved 
areas, and health provider shortage 
areas. That is why Planned Parenthood 
is so critical. 

I am delighted to yield to my col-
league from California’s 33rd District. 
Congressman LIEU represents commu-
nities in Los Angeles. He is an Air 
Force veteran and Reservist, president 
of the freshman class of Democrats, 
and, as a California State senator, and 
now as a Congressman, he has had an 
unparalleled record on women’s issues. 

I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. TED LIEU of California. Thank 

you, Representative CLARK, for your 
great work on this issue. 

Madam Speaker, I rise to stand with 
Planned Parenthood. 

Last month, as it became more and 
more clear that Republicans were will-
ing to shut down the Federal Govern-
ment to defund Planned Parenthood, I 
received a letter from a constituent of 
mine in Los Angeles. She gave me per-
mission to read her letter. It says: 

Dear Congressman Lieu, 
I grew up in a small desert town that had 

a very high teen pregnancy and high school 
dropout rate. I made very poor choices as a 
young teenager, and I was drinking, 
partying, and ditching school at 15. During 
this time, I met a boy I cared for and started 
having sex. I knew that I didn’t want to end 
up pregnant like a lot of young girls in my 
town, so I went to the one place I knew 
would help: Planned Parenthood. They made 
me feel comfortable there. They performed a 
thorough exam and gave me birth control 
pills. They also contacted me confidentially 
to tell me I had an STD and would need to 
take antibiotics. Without treatment, this 
STD could have made me permanently infer-
tile. 

I thank God that I straightened my act out 
and, by the end of high school, I was getting 
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straight A’s. I went to a good college, grad-
uated from medical school, and began my 
residency. I met a great guy, who is now my 
husband, and again went to Planned Parent-
hood for birth control bills, STD screening, 
and Pap smears. Several years later, I finally 
went off the birth control pills, and my hus-
band and I got pregnant with our first of two 
healthy children. 

I feel compelled to share my story because 
of everything that Planned Parenthood has 
done for me in my lifetime. Planned Parent-
hood allowed me to make good, healthy re-
productive decisions and avoid ever having 
to make a decision as to whether or not to 
abort an unwanted pregnancy. 

That letter is from one of many con-
stituents and from millions of women 
across America that have benefited 
from Planned Parenthood. 

The two bills on the floor today that 
are attacking Planned Parenthood are 
a direct attack on American women. In 
reality, a vote to defund Planned Par-
enthood is a vote to deny health care, 
education, and opportunity to millions 
of Americans like my constituent. 

I stand with American women and 
with Planned Parenthood in opposition 
to these two bills, and I urge my col-
leagues to do the same. 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Thank 
you, Congressman LIEU. We appreciate 
your coming. The story that you 
shared is repeated over and over with 
the millions of women that count on 
Planned Parenthood for their 
healthcare services. 

I would now like to yield to my col-
league from Tennessee’s Ninth Dis-
trict. Congressman COHEN is a cham-
pion on women’s issues and a lifelong 
supporter of Planned Parenthood. 

Mr. COHEN. Thank you very much 
for the time, and thank you for sched-
uling this important hour, Special 
Order. 

Madam Speaker, this issue is ex-
tremely important to women, to men, 
to the Constitution, and to progress, 
and this week has been, unfortunately, 
very much an example of what the 
House has been doing throughout this 
session—messaging. 

We are about to have a shutdown of 
government because of Planned Par-
enthood, and the cost to our economy 
and to people for a shutdown of the 
Federal Government is astronomical. 
The last shutdown, which I think was 
in 2013—it might have been 2011—cost 
hundreds of billions of dollars to the 
economy. The stock market fell, people 
lost jobs, lost income, and lost services 
all because of Planned Parenthood. 
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The bottom line is that Planned Par-
enthood is an outstanding organization 
that serves women in this Nation, in 
my State, and in my city—mostly low- 
income women and a lot of women of 
color. 

There, they get their basic female 
healthcare services whether it is cer-
vical cancer exams, breast cancer 
exams, sexually transmitted disease 
tests, family planning programs. 

It is not about abortion. A very small 
part of it is abortion. It is not called 

‘‘Planned Abortion.’’ It is called 
‘‘Planned Parenthood.’’ 

Madam Speaker, most people are in 
need of those services. To cut them 
out, as they talked about, and to give 
them to community health centers is 
not the answer. That doesn’t work as it 
is going to disadvantage a lot of 
women. 

What we have had this week is a 
bill—the most recent bill—did anybody 
discuss the fact that this second bill 
didn’t go to committee? I guess it is 
called the ‘‘unborn baby bill,’’ what-
ever it is. Has that been discussed? 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. No. 
Mr. COHEN. That is the amazing 

thing. This bill that has come up—that 
will come up tomorrow, I guess—never 
went to committee. In fact, it was kind 
of just sprung on us on Monday, and 
they didn’t even get the language 
straight until maybe Tuesday. 

Madam Speaker, in the Congress, we 
generally have committee meetings. 
You have a hearing on a bill almost al-
ways—that is what committees are for, 
is to have hearings—sometimes by a 
subcommittee and then, later, by a full 
committee—and a markup, sometimes 
by the subcommittee, always at least 
by the full committee. Then it goes to 
the Rules Committee, and then it 
comes to the floor. 

When this Congress came about, the 
majority party made a big deal about 
how they were going to come in and 
change the way things were done and 
how there was going to be regular 
order. 

Bills weren’t going to be brought to 
the floor without any notice; commit-
tees would do their work; amendments 
would be offered; and people would get 
an opportunity to testify from the pub-
lic. 

This bill was given no markup in 
committee, no hearing in committee, 
no opportunity for the public to voice 
any concerns as to whether they were 
for it or against it, and no 
Congresspeople on the committee had a 
chance to voice their concerns. 

In essence, it was sprung on the pub-
lic. The bill will have a new definition 
of ‘‘abortion’’—unknown before in Fed-
eral law. That is a pretty major thing— 
with no hearing, no notice, no oppor-
tunity to address the issue, no oppor-
tunity to maybe bring in somebody 
who is an expert to say: You might 
have missed this. You might have 
missed that. This is the way it ought to 
be. No. 

Madam Speaker, this week in Con-
gress, the Republican side has basically 
said: We don’t want to hear from the 
public. We don’t want to hear from doc-
tors. We don’t want to hear from 
women. We don’t want to hear from 
them on another bill we had up today. 
We don’t want to hear from judges on 
something that affects the Federal 
courts, where the judges, in reviewing 
it, voted by 85 percent ‘‘bad idea’’—no 
judges, no lawyers, no doctors, no 
women, no public—because that side of 
the House knows how to do everything. 

They know how to define ‘‘abortion.’’ 
They know how to run the courts. They 
know how to run women’s lives. Choice 
and reproduction should be a decision 
between a woman, her family, her con-
science, and her doctor, not what this 
side wants. 

What this side wants is to repeal Roe 
v. Wade. They want to do away with a 
woman’s right to abortion. That is 
what this is about. They pick these 
other issues to talk about, but that is 
what they really want. If that happens, 
it is going to be no different than alco-
hol prohibition in the twenties and 
marijuana today. 

Alcohol was illegal. So what hap-
pened? People got alcohol and they 
drank, but they drank because orga-
nized crime supplied it for them—no 
taxes, lots of organized crime, lots of 
killings between organized crime. 

Marijuana. Do people have problems 
getting marijuana? People don’t have 
problems getting marijuana. It is ev-
erywhere. It was at George Bush’s 
school. It is everywhere. It is not hard 
to get, but it gives the cartels a way to 
sell it. It happens. 

Madam Speaker, when abortion was 
illegal in this country, wealthy women 
could afford to go to Mexico or wher-
ever it was legal and get abortions. 
Poor people went to get abortions, but 
they had to go to somebody who maybe 
didn’t have a clean area in which to do 
the procedure or the experience or the 
ability. Poor women went to back 
alleys and oftentimes had health det-
riments because of it and sometimes 
lost their lives. 

So abortion is not going to be out-
lawed in this Congress, I don’t think, 
but that is what they would like to do. 
Even if it is outlawed, it is still going 
to happen. If it happens, it is going to 
happen for the rich, and the poor are 
going to get the worst services. 

You can’t take your morality and 
tell the American public, when they 
want some service, some opportunity, 
some freedom, that they can’t have it, 
because they will find it. It will just be 
through a roundabout way. 

Madam Speaker, I thank Ms. CLARK 
for having this Special Order. I am 
going to always support Roe v. Wade 
and support Planned Parenthood. It 
does a lot for the women in my dis-
trict. As I said, it is one of the best or-
ganizations in our country, and I be-
lieve that. 

They help women with services they 
otherwise couldn’t get. In a lot of 
States like mine, where the Affordable 
Care Act has not been extended 
through the expansion of Medicaid, it 
is even more difficult for poor women 
to get medical services and even life- 
saving services. 

So thank you. We will continue to 
message and continue to fight and hope 
the American public realizes that what 
is going on here is shutting them out— 
no voice, no message—simply activity. 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. I 
thank the gentleman from Tennessee 
for his words and for his commitment 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 02:06 Sep 18, 2015 Jkt 049060 PO 00000 Frm 00054 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K17SE7.084 H17SEPT1em
cd

on
al

d 
on

 D
S

K
67

Q
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H6133 September 17, 2015 
to women and their access to health 
care and for pointing out the con-
founding thing about defunding 
Planned Parenthood, which is that we 
are not even talking about abortion, as 
we have already restricted that Federal 
funding. 

Madam Speaker, we are talking 
about access to health care to under-
served women, to low-income women, 
who are trying to get general wellness 
checkups, who are trying to have can-
cer screenings, who are trying to ac-
cess health care. 

It is Planned Parenthood that fills 
that void in our underserved popu-
lations, in our rural areas. That is 
where they make a critical difference. 

You are absolutely right in that the 
messaging that this is somehow about 
something else is completely hiding 
the fact that we are bringing bills to 
the floor without committee hearings, 
that we are not being transparent, and 
that we are misleading the American 
public about what this debate is about. 

I am delighted that we also have an-
other champion for working families 
and a great voice for the communities 
he serves. 

I yield to my colleague from Califor-
nia’s 36th District, Congressman RUIZ. 

Mr. RUIZ. I thank the gentlewoman. 
Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-

port of a woman’s right to choose, 
women’s health, and Planned Parent-
hood. 

You see, before I ran for Congress, I 
spent 9 years as an emergency medi-
cine physician. A few years ago, a 55- 
year-old woman came into my emer-
gency room with a gynecological hem-
orrhage. 

After we stopped the bleeding in the 
ER, we admitted her for diagnosis and 
treatment. Sadly, as I suspected, she 
had advanced cervical cancer, and 5 
months later, she died, leaving her 
family behind. 

Until recently, cervical cancer was 
the leading cause of cancer deaths for 
women in the United States. However, 
over the past 40 years, we have dra-
matically reduced the number of 
deaths from cervical cancer. 

According to the CDC, ‘‘This decline 
largely is the result of many women 
getting regular Pap tests, which can 
find cervical pre-cancer before it turns 
into cancer.’’ 

Madam Speaker, that is what is at 
stake in this debate. 

In fact, 97 percent of Planned Parent-
hood’s services are not abortion re-
lated. Planned Parenthood provides 
many health and wellness services, in-
cluding STI testing, contraceptives, 
and cancer screenings to over 2 million 
women and men each year. 

Opponents of Planned Parenthood’s 
want to turn this into a debate about 
abortion, but it is not. Let’s be clear. 
Defunding Planned Parenthood won’t 
reduce the number of abortions at all. 

This is a debate about cervical can-
cer. This is a debate about breast can-
cer. This is a debate about how many 
women we are going to allow to go 

undiagnosed and untreated. This is a 
debate about how many women we are 
going to allow to show up in emergency 
rooms like mine, with terminal cancer, 
too late to be saved. 

In California alone, Planned Parent-
hood health centers have provided over 
93,000 Pap tests for cervical cancer and 
97,000 breast exams to help prevent 
death from breast cancer. 

Madam Speaker, Planned Parenthood 
saves lives. 

Here is who actually loses if Planned 
Parenthood loses its funding: Women 
in geographically underserved areas 
lose; uninsured and underinsured 
women lose; women on Medicaid lose; 
and low-income women lose. 

Planned Parenthood fills that access 
gap and provides essential health serv-
ices to those who need it the most. 
Cutting their funding will have a long- 
term, devastating effect on the overall 
health of women in our communities, 
worsening health outcomes and health 
disparities for women across our Na-
tion. 

To me, this isn’t a political debate, 
because I have seen firsthand what 
happens when women don’t have access 
to preventative care. Women die; chil-
dren are left without their mothers; 
and families are torn apart. 

It is for these reasons that I oppose 
this misguided, mean-spirited, politi-
cally driven measure, and it is for 
these reasons that I stand with 
Planned Parenthood. 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. I 
thank the gentleman from California 
for sharing his experience as a medical 
doctor and as someone who stands with 
Planned Parenthood. 

Thank you for joining us. 
Congressman RUIZ raises an inter-

esting point about looking at our sys-
tem of health care. 

Part of the proposal from the Repub-
licans is that this is easy, that we can 
simply take the money from Planned 
Parenthood and give it to community 
health centers, but there is simply not 
the capacity in the system to handle 
these extra patients. 

Currently, more than half of Med-
icaid providers are not offering ap-
pointments to new Medicaid patients, 
but two-thirds of the States report dif-
ficulty in ensuring enough providers, 
including OB/GYN care. 

Madam Speaker, this hurts low-in-
come women especially hard because 60 
percent of Planned Parenthood pa-
tients access care through Medicaid 
and/or Title X, and 35 percent of women 
view their OB/GYN as their main 
source of care. 

So what we are talking about here is 
not abortion, but women’s health care, 
preventative measures that save lives. 

We know that over 90 percent of the 
services Planned Parenthood provides 
are preventative. We know that they 
serve underserved areas. 

We know that there isn’t enough ca-
pacity to see these patients in other 
settings and that eliminating funding 
for Planned Parenthood would mean 

over 390,000 patients would no longer 
receive health care. 

If all of this sounds crazy to you, you 
are not alone. It is why I came down 
here tonight, and I thank my col-
leagues who joined me. 

It is time that we reveal the false-
hoods of this argument and defeat 
these efforts—these radical efforts— 
that are threatening to shut down our 
government in order to defund Planned 
Parenthood, which carries so much of 
our healthcare system for women in 
this country and especially for low-in-
come women. 

It is time we stand up, debunk the 
lies and the mysteries that we are 
being told, and let women have the 
healthcare access that they need and 
deserve. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has passed with an 
amendment in which the concurrence 
of the House is requested, a bill of the 
House of the following title: 

H.R. 719. An act to require the Transpor-
tation Security Administration to conform 
to existing Federal law and regulations re-
garding criminal investigator positions, and 
for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate has passed bills of the following 
titles in which the concurrence of the 
House is requested: 

S. 1090. An act to amend the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As-
sistance Act to provide eligibility for broad-
casting facilities to receive certain disaster 
assistance, and for other purposes. 

S. 1580. An act to allow additional appoint-
ing authorities to select individuals from 
competitive service certificates. 

f 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED 

Bills of the Senate of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s 
table and, under the rule, referred as 
follows: 

S. 1090. An act to amend the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As-
sistance Act to provide eligibility for broad-
casting facilities to receive certain disaster 
assistance, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

S. 1580. An act to allow additional appoint-
ing authorities to select individuals from 
competitive service certificates; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. 
Madam Speaker, I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 7 o’clock and 17 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Friday, September 18, 2015, at 
9 a.m. 
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