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For all of these women, community health 

centers are their sole source of medical care. 
We simply cannot afford to cut the lifesaving 
and preventive care services for those who 
would not otherwise have access to such 
care, especially in our current economic cli-
mate. 

Study after study shows that preventive care 
makes a healthier person. Preventive care 
creates healthier outcomes throughout one’s 
life. And preventive care helps reduce health 
care costs, and will result in a healthier na-
tion—both fiscally and physically. 

Recently, I heard from one of my constitu-
ents, a woman named Cathy, who has been 
a health educator for the past 13 years. She 
started her teaching career at Planned Parent-
hood under Title X funded grants. Cathy said, 
‘‘Without knowledge and preventative services, 
we are bound to accrue more expenses in re-
active verses pro-active measures . . .’’ The 
House version of the FY11 Continuing Resolu-
tion would cut millions of American women off 
from birth control, cancer screenings, HIV 
tests, and other lifesaving care. 

This outrageous attack would have a dev-
astating impact on the women, men, and 
teens in our community. For the thousands of 
women in Sacramento, who depend on the 
services that community health centers that 
Title X supports, I urge my colleagues to vote 
against this harmful amendment. The defend-
ing of these vital health programs contained in 
the C.R. will devastate women’s health for 
generations to come. Increased costs, unin-
tended pregnancies, and spikes in sexually 
transmitted diseases, would all be con-
sequences of stripping this critical funding. 

Millions of young women, all around this 
country are looking to their leaders in Con-
gress for leadership. It is my hope that this 
body acts in their interests, and the interests 
of their families. We must not cut off their only 
access to medical care. 

I once again urge my colleagues to vote 
against this irresponsible amendment. As a 
mother and a grandmother, I find it offensive, 
and shameful. 

Ms. HIRONO. Mr. Chair, I rise today in 
strong opposition to the amendment offered by 
Congressman PENCE. 

Congressman PENCE’S amendment is a 
threat to women’s health. It would prohibit 
Planned Parenthood from receiving any fed-
eral funds. As a result, Planned Parenthood 
would be disqualified from receiving Title X 
family-planning grants and other health related 
program funds. 

Much of the cuts in H.R. 1 target the most 
vulnerable among us—the poor, children, 
young adults, and now women. We are a di-
verse country with good people on all sides of 
an issue, including abortion. I know this 
amendment strikes at a favorite target of the 
anti-choice group. Sadly, in pushing their anti- 
choice agenda, tens of thousands of women in 
our country will be denied health care services 
that have nothing to do with abortion. 

The vast majority of Planned Parenthood’s 
medical services are related to contraception, 
testing and treatment for sexually transmitted 
infections, cancer screening, and other serv-
ices like pregnancy tests and infertility treat-
ment. Abortion services comprise only 3 per-
cent of the medical care Planned Parenthood 
provides. Federal law already prohibits Title X 
funds from being used for abortion services. It 
is important to point out that there are no 

known violations of this law. Despite any 
claims to the contrary, the Pence amendment 
is clearly a direct attack on women’s preven-
tive health care. 

Congressman PENCE goes out of his way to 
name specific Planned Parenthood entities in 
his amendment that should not be funded, in-
cluding Planned Parenthood Hawaii. I would 
like to share with the Congressman and this 
body my views on how Planned Parenthood 
Hawaii has helped women and their families. 

In Hawaii, there are three Planned Parent-
hood centers, one in Honolulu on the island of 
Oahu, one in Kahului on the island of Maui, 
and one in Kailua-Kona on the island of Ha-
waii. Together, those three centers: 

Served 7,835 patients. 
Provided 2,582 cervical cancer screenings 

that detected 321 abnormal results that re-
quired further diagnosis and treatment. 

Provided 2,705 breast exams. 
Conducted 3,346 tests for chlamydia—the 

leading cause of preventable infertility—that 
resulted in 172 positive results and follow-up 
treatment. 

By eliminating funding for the Title X Family 
Planning Program, the Planned Parenthood 
Clinic in Kailua-Kona may have to close its 
doors. That center is one of the only dedicated 
sexual and reproductive health clinics on the 
island. The centers on Maui and Oahu would 
be forced to reduce their clinic hours. 

The Pence amendment eliminates a safety 
net program that provides family planning 
services and lifesaving preventive care to 3 
million Americans every year. I urge my col-
leagues to join me in opposition to this 
amendment. 

Mahalo nui loa (thank you very much). 
Mr. GARAMENDI. I yield back the 

balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. PENCE). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Indiana will be 
postponed. 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr. Chair-
man, I move that the Committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
WESTMORELAND) having assumed the 
chair, Mr. GINGREY of Georgia, Acting 
Chair of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, re-
ported that that Committee, having 
had under consideration the bill (H.R. 
1) making appropriations for the De-
partment of Defense and the other de-
partments and agencies of the Govern-
ment for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2011, and for other purposes, 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

f 

b 2350 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 
(Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky asked and 

was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr. 
Speaker, we have had I think a very 
elevated week of debate about the en-
tire government. This is one of those 
very rare occasions when the Congress, 
for a single span of time, debates prac-
tically every element in the Federal 
budget. That is a very, very rare occur-
rence, and I think we have had a very 
elevated debate on both sides of the 
aisle. I want to commend all of the 
Members, Republicans and Democrats, 
for a good debate on a whole host of 
issues. 

We are making progress, but we have 
a ways yet to go. I want to thank Mr. 
DICKS, the ranking member of this 
committee, for being very, very, very 
helpful in moving this process along. 

And I have to pause, Mr. Speaker, 
and remind us all of how important 
staff is to what we do. This staff has 
been fantastic. We have been working 
with Mr. DICKS and leadership on both 
sides to try to find a way to make the 
debate concise and reasonable in time. 
We have reached an agreement that we 
want to propound to the body now 
which we think is fair and will give ev-
eryone an opportunity to make their 
presentations in due course of time. 

f 

MAKING IN ORDER FURTHER CON-
SIDERATION OF H.R. 1, FULL- 
YEAR CONTINUING APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2011 
Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
during further consideration of H.R. 1 
in the Committee of the Whole pursu-
ant to House Resolution 92, no further 
amendment to the bill may be offered 
except: pro forma amendments offered 
at any point in the reading by the 
chair or ranking minority member of 
the Committee on Appropriations for 
the purpose of debate; amendments 8, 
13, 19, 23, 38, 42, 46, 47, 48, 49, 51, 54, 55, 
79, 80, 83, 88, 89, 94, 99, 101, 109, 117, 120, 
126, 127, 137, 141, 144, 145, 146, 149, 151, 
154, 159, 164, 166, 172, 174, 177, 185, 199, 
200, 207, 216, 217, 233, 241, 246, 251, 255, 
261, 263, 266, 267, 268, 274, 280, 281, 296, 
323, 329, 330, 331, 333, 336, 342, 344, 345, 
348, 367, 369, 377, 392, 396, 400, 401, 405, 
408, 409, 414, 424, 429, 430, 439, 445, 448, 
463, 464, 465, 467, 471, 480, 482, 483, 495, 
496, 497, 498, 504, 507, 515, 519, 524, 525, 
526, 533, 534, 536, 543, 548, 552, 560, 563, 
566, 567, 569, 570, 577, 578, and 583; 
amendments 27, 278, 466, and 545, each 
of which shall be debatable for 20 min-
utes; amendments 104 and 540, each of 
which shall be debatable for 30 min-
utes; amendment 273, which shall be 
debatable for 40 minutes; and amend-
ment 575, which shall be debatable for 
60 minutes; and that each such printed 
amendment: (1) may be offered only by 
the Member who caused it to be printed 
in the RECORD, or a designee; (2) shall 
not be subject to amendment, except 
that the chair and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Appro-
priations each may offer one pro forma 
amendment for the purpose of debate; 
and (3) shall not be subject to a demand 
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for division of the question in the 
House or in the Committee of the 
Whole; and that except as otherwise 
specified in this order, each printed 
amendment shall be debatable for 10 
minutes, and all specified periods of de-
bate shall be equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an oppo-
nent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. DICKS. Reserving the right to 
object, I just want to also join the 
chairman in congratulating the staff. 
This is the hardest-working staff I have 
ever seen in my career. The effort that 
is put in on a bipartisan basis, this is 
the cohesive and professional staff that 
I have seen, and I have been up here on 
the Hill for over 40 years. I just want to 
say that Jennifer Miller and David 
Pomerantz worked very hard to put 
this agreement together. We asked for 
some additional time. Our Members 

wanted a chance to express themselves 
on some of these very important and 
sensitive issues that are in this legisla-
tion. 

But it is my judgement that we 
should not object; we should accept 
this agreement and proceed forward 
and finish this legislation. 

I withdraw my reservation. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky? 

N O T I C E 

Incomplete record of House proceedings. Except for concluding business which follows, 
today’s House proceedings will be continued in the next issue of the Record. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

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

538. A letter from the Administrator, Rural 
Business-Cooperative Service, Department of 
Agriculture, transmitting the Department’s 
‘‘Major’’ final rule — Subpart A — 
Repowering Assistance Payments to Eligible 
Biorefineries (RIN: 0570-AA74) received Janu-
ary 24, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

539. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Fluazifop-P-butyl; Pesticide 
Tolerances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2009-0980; FRL- 
8861-1] received January 25, 2011, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

540. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Sulfentrazone; Pesticide Toler-
ances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2008-0125; FRL-8860-1] 
received January 25, 2011, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture. 

541. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Revisions to the California 
State Implementation Plan, San Joaquin 
Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District 
[EPA-R09-OAR-2010-0596; FRL-9249-2] re-
ceived January 25, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

542. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Approval and Promulgation of 
Air Quality Implementation Plans; Wis-
consin; The Milwaukee-Racine and She-
boygan Areas; Determination of Attainment 
of the 1997 8-hour Ozone Standard; With-
drawal of Direct Final Rule [EPA-R05-OAR- 
2010-0850; FRL-9258-7] received January 25, 
2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

543. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Hazardous Waste Management 
System; Identifying and Listing Hazardous 
Waste Exclusion [EPA-R05-RCRA-2010-0843; 
SW-FRL-9259-1] received January 25, 2011, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

544. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro-

tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Approval and Promulgation of 
Air Quality Implementation Plans: Ten-
nessee; Approval of Section 110(a)(1) Mainte-
nance Plan for the 1997 8-Hour Ozone Stand-
ards for the Nashville, Tennessee Area [EPA- 
R04-OAR-2010-0663-201061; FRL-9259-2] re-
ceived January 25, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

545. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Removal of Limitation of Ap-
proval of Prevention of Significant Deterio-
ration Provisions Concerning Greenhouse 
Gas Emitting-Sources in State Implementa-
tion Plans; Alabama [EPA-R04-OAR-2010- 
0697-201102; FRL-9259-8] received January 25, 
2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

546. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Removal of Limitation of Ap-
proval of Prevention of Significant Deterio-
ration Provision Concerning Greenhouse Gas 
Emitting-Sources in State Implementation 
Plans; Mississippi [EPA-R04-OAR-2010-0811- 
201101; FRL-9259-7] received January 25, 2011, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

547. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Revisions to the California 
State Implementation Plan, Santa Barbara 
Air Pollution Control District, Antelope Val-
ley Air Quality Management District, Ven-
tura County Air Pollution Control District 
and Placer County Air Pollution Control 
District [EPA-R09-OAR-2010-0860; FRL-9249-5] 
received January 25, 2011, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

548. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Testing of Certain High Produc-
tion Volume Chemicals; Second Group of 
Chemicals; Technical Correction [EPA-HQ- 
OPPT-2007-0531; FRL-8862-6] (RIN: 2070-AD16) 
received January 25, 2011, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

549. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Policy Division, Public Safety and Homeland 
Security Bureau, Federal Communications 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final rule — Wireless E911 Location Accuracy 
Requirements [PS Docket No.: 07-114] re-
ceived February 4, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

550. A letter from the Deputy Archivist of 
the United States, National Archives and 
Records Administration, transmitting the 
Administration’s final rule — New Agency 
Logos [NARA-10-0006] (RIN: 3095-AB70) re-
ceived January 24, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

551. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Safety 
Zone: Richardson Ash Scattering by Fire-
works, San Francisco, CA [Docket No.: 
USCG-2010-0902] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received 
February 4, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

552. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Regu-
lated Navigation Area; Thea Foss and Wheel-
er-Osgood Waterways EPA Superfund Clean-
up Site, Commencement Bay, Tacoma, WA 
[Docket No.: USCG-2008-0747] (RIN: 1625- 
AA11) received February 4, 2011, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

553. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Protec-
tion for Whistleblowers in the Coast Guard 
[USCG-2009-0239] (RIN: 1625-AB33) received 
February 4, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

554. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Regu-
lated Navigation Area, Chicago Sanitary and 
Ship Canal, Romeoville, IL; Safety Zone, 
Chicago Sanitary and Ship Canal, 
Romeoville, IL [Docket No.: USCG-2010-1054] 
(RIN: 1625-AA11, 1625-AA00) received Feb-
ruary 4, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

555. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Tem-
porary Security Zones; San Francisco Bay, 
Delta Ports, Monterey Bay and Humboldt 
Bay, CA [Docket No.: USCG-2010-0721] (RIN: 
1625-AA87) received February 4, 2011, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

556. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Safety 
Zone; Sacramento New Year’s Eve, Fire-
works Display, Sacramento, CA [Docket No.: 
USCG-2010-1079] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received 
February 4, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 
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