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Mr. SULLIVAN. Madam President, I 

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for the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

TRIBUTE TO LEE JORDAN 
Mr. SULLIVAN. Madam President, 

for the last few months, I have been 
coming down to the floor to recognize 
someone in my State who, through 
acts both small and large, has made 
the State better for all of us. I call this 
person our Alaskan of the Week. What 
I am going to do is I am going to talk 
a little bit about baseball as part of the 
Alaskan of the Week. 

We saw how important baseball is 
with regard to a sport that can bring 
Americans together. Just last week, I 
think people all across the country— 
certainly in DC and certainly here in 
the Senate—saw how important that 
is. 

We had that great game—Democrats 
and Republicans last week coming to-
gether. I am a little biased here about 
the Republican team, with Senator 
FLAKE and Senator PAUL. We didn’t 
win, but it was a good game. I know we 
are all still praying for those injured 
last week, Congressman SCALISE and 
others, but it is important to see how 
that great American pastime brings us 
together as a Nation. 

There are many great things about 
my wonderful State. But in Alaska, 
baseball also brings us together. So I 
would like to recognize today one of 
the many people throughout the State 
who keeps the special institution of 
baseball alive in Alaska. This gentle-
man’s name is Lee Jordan. He is from 
Eagle River. 

Now, I would venture to guess that 
most people, when they think of Alas-
ka, think about our spectacular moun-
tains and glaciers. They might think 
about fishing, our delicious salmon, 
thousands of miles of State and Fed-
eral parks, and our vast wilderness. 
But baseball probably isn’t the first 
thing that comes to many people’s 
mind when they think about Alaska. 

Actually, those who follow baseball 
understand how important Alaska 
summers are to taking young college 
students with raw talent and growing 
them under the midnight Sun into sea-
soned, professional baseball players. 
This is the Alaska Baseball League, 
and it is one of the premier baseball 
leagues in the summer in the United 
States. 

Let me give you a few names of those 
who have come up through the Alaska 
Baseball League. It has produced some 
of the most important Major League 
stars, including Mark McGwire, Barry 
Bonds, Tom Seaver, Dave Winfield, and 
Randy Johnson, just to name a few. I 
think those are all hall of famers. 

Alaska’s six-team league includes 
two teams in Anchorage, one in Fair-
banks, one in Palmer, one in Kenai, 
and—thanks to the unrelenting enthu-
siasm of Lee Jordan—one in Chugiak- 
Eagle River, AK, a picturesque area 
about 20 minutes from Anchorage, nes-

tled in the Chugiak Mountains. It is 
part of Anchorage, but it is also very 
much its own place, with a sense of 
pride and people who live there like 
Lee. 

Let me tell you a little bit about Lee 
Jordan. He was originally from Ala-
bama, where football, not baseball, was 
king. When he enlisted in the Army in 
1947, his choice of overseas assignments 
was, according to him, ‘‘anything but 
Alaska’’—‘‘anyplace but Alaska.’’ But 
he got Alaska, and he stayed and he 
loved it, and he settled in Chugiak- 
Eagle River. 

Before long, he owned the local news-
paper, the Alaska Star—now the 
Chugiak-Eagle River Star—and he was 
coaching his son’s Little League base-
ball team. When they got too old for 
Little League, he began to form new 
leagues for them to play in, which his 
boys did. Eventually, his sons got too 
old for all the leagues, but Lee kept up 
the love of the game. 

Then he and former State Senator 
Bill Stoltze, a good friend of mine and 
another huge booster of baseball in 
Alaska, hatched a plan to get a team to 
their area as part of the Alaska Base-
ball League. So the first Chugiak-Eagle 
River-Chinook game was in 2011, and it 
is now called the Lee Jordan Field and 
the Loretta French Sports Complex, 
and they have been going strong ever 
since. 

This is such a beautiful place. Right 
now in Alaska every year, we have a 
midnight Sun baseball game in Fair-
banks played on June 21, the summer 
solstice, the longest day of the year. 
That game begins at 10:30 p.m. and goes 
until the wee hours of the morning 
under a never-setting midnight Sun. 

But there are few more beautiful 
places in the world than Chugiak-Eagle 
River. Lee Jordan thinks the ballpark 
is the most beautiful ballpark any-
where, and I can’t disagree. 

As I have mentioned many times on 
the floor, it is all about communities. 
It is all about communities coming to-
gether, and Lee has made that happen 
for Alaskans and baseball lovers, not 
only in our great State but throughout 
the country. For that reason, he is our 
Alaskan of the Week. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Democratic leader. 
HEALTHCARE LEGISLATION 

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, we 
have a number of us gathered here this 
evening because we are so, so ap-
palled—and that is the word—by the 
process that is going on with 
healthcare. 

The idea that we could affect one- 
sixth of the Nation’s economy—the life 
and death, literally, of millions of 
Americans; the whole structure of our 
healthcare system, affecting doctors, 
nurses, and rural hospital workers— 
and that we could do all of that in such 
darkness, behind such closed doors is 
the greatest miscarriage of legislative 
practice that I have seen since I have 
been here in the House and Senate. 

We heard our colleagues, when the 
ACA came up, talk about an open proc-
ess: Read the bill. My good friend the 
leader will say: Well, we are going to 
have an amendment process. No, we are 
not. Unless we change reconciliation, 
we will have a mere 10 hours of debate 
on our side and then amendments seri-
atim for something as important as 
this? To say that we are having regular 
order, to say that we are having an 
amendment process, in all due respect, 
is a joke. 

Let me go over when we were in 
charge to show the complete contradic-
tion. The Senate Finance Committee 
held more than 50 hearings—Democrats 
and Republicans. 

How many hearings has the Senate 
Finance Committee had on this bill, 
this unknown bill? None. On the House 
bill—they are using the House bill, as I 
understand it, as a model. None. 

A markup, 8 days—can we get any 
commitment from our friends on the 
Republican side that we will have 8 
days of markup in the Finance Com-
mittee when their bill is ready? I doubt 
it. Some 130 amendments were consid-
ered. Two dozen Republican amend-
ments were agreed to—all in the com-
mittee process. 

Then, a bill went to the HELP Com-
mittee. There were 47 bipartisan hear-
ings, roundtables, and walkthroughs. 
They considered nearly 300 amend-
ments during the 13-day markup. That 
was one of the longest in history, as it 
should have been on such a major bill. 
There were 160 Republican amend-
ments. Our ranking member on the 
HELP Committee couldn’t be here be-
cause of plane delays, but she will aug-
ment that when she gets here. 

The Senate Finance Committee post-
ed its legislation online for 6 days be-
fore the markup. I ask rhetorically of 
my friend the majority leader: When 
his bill is ready, is it going to be posted 
for 6 days prior to debate or markup? 
Are the American people, our doctors, 
our nurses, our patients, and the can-
cer care groups going to get a chance 
to see it? I doubt it. That is not what 
it seems like. 

The Senate spent 25 consecutive days 
in session on healthcare reform. Again, 
I would ask my friend the leader, rhe-
torically: How many days are we going 
to spend on it under reconciliation? 

So, my friends, this is a travesty. 
Ask yourself, America: Why are our 
Republican colleagues rushing through 
a bill in the dark of night? 

I will tell you why. They don’t want 
you, Mr. and Mrs. American, to know 
about this bill. They don’t want you to 
see that it cuts healthcare for millions. 
They don’t want you to see that it will 
reduce opioid treatment. They don’t 
want you to see that it will hurt people 
in nursing homes. They don’t want you 
to see that millions will lose coverage 
and many more will get such minimal 
coverage that it will not help them un-
less, God forbid, they get the most seri-
ous of illnesses. That is what they 
don’t want you to see. 
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They are not going to get away with 

it because we know one thing: Even if 
the Senators don’t get to see the bill 
and even if the leader, who is a very 
good political person, gets 51 votes, the 
American people will then see the bill, 
and they will be aghast. They will won-
der why they believed President 
Trump’s promises that costs would go 
down and benefits would go up. They 
will wonder why they believed the 
promises that he would not cut Med-
icaid, Medicare, or Social Security. 

It is no conciliation to us, but our 
Republican friends—House, Senate, 
White House—will reap the whirlwind. 
It would be better for them—for them— 
to debate the bill in open process, even 
if they keep all their votes, because 
people will learn about the bill. 

When you do a bill in the dark of 
night, things happen that no one knows 
about. There are unintended con-
sequences that only a thorough vetting 
can reveal. When you do things in the 
dark of night, there are individual ac-
commodations that are made that are 
going to look ugly when they become 
public. So the only consolation we will 
have on this side—small consolation 
that it is—is the political blunder that 
our colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle are making that will not serve 
them well. 

I would make one more point. So why 
are they doing it this way? Why are 
they being so irrational, hurting peo-
ple, doing it in the dark of night? One 
reason. We know who the paymaster is 
here, we know who the motivator is— 
the handful of wealthy Americans who 
will get a huge tax break, benefiting 
from taking the dollars of healthcare 
away from millions of average Ameri-
cans. That is what really runs the 
other side of the aisle. I had hoped it 
wouldn’t run Donald Trump. He didn’t 
campaign like that, but it is running 
him too. That is the reason and the 
only reason. 

We will fight hard to prevent this bill 
from occurring. We will use the proce-
dural means we have, small as they 
might be. We will. It is a small consola-
tion to us, again, that our Republican 
colleagues will pay such an awful price 
to help their wealthy donors. 

Maybe it is not too late. Maybe the 
leader or maybe some of his colleagues 
on the other side of the aisle will say 
that as much as they might disagree 
with the ACA, to have a process in the 
dark of night is wrong. 

We would welcome discussion. That 
is why we wrote the leader and asked 
him to have a closed session in the Old 
Senate Chamber with Democrats and 
Republicans—without the press, with-
out anything else—to talk to each 
other. Maybe he will reconsider his re-
jection of that. 

I have a few parliamentary inquiries. 
First, is the Chair aware of the num-

ber of consecutive days in session and 
the number of hours the Senate consid-
ered H.R. 3590, the Patient Protection 
and Affordable Care Act? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sec-
retary of the Senate’s office notes that 

H.R. 3590 was considered on each of 25 
consecutive days of session, and the 
Senate Library estimates approxi-
mately 169 hours in total consider-
ation. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Twenty-five days of 
consecutive session on a bill that was 
partisan in the sense that Republicans 
were angry with it, but we still had the 
courage of our convictions to have a 
debate on the floor. 

The second Parliamentary inquiry: Is 
the Chair aware that a 25-consecutive- 
day period of session ranks second in 
terms of the longest period of consecu-
tive session in the history of the U.S. 
Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, the 
Chair is aware of that. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Again, when the shoe 
was on the other foot, we Democrats, 
knowing we would take brickbats, 
knowing there would be criticism, but 
for the good of the process and the 
good of the country, we were willing to 
have debate, hearings, and amend-
ments. Unless there is a dramatic 
change or I am misreading where my 
colleagues on the other side of the aisle 
are going, they are not going there. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUESTS—H.R. 1628 
Madam President, I ask unanimous 

consent that no motion to proceed to 
Calendar No. 120, H.R. 1628, the Amer-
ican Health Care Act, be in order until 
the bill has been the subject of a public 
hearing in the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
reserving the right to object, I remem-
ber full well 7 years ago. Senator Reid 
was the majority leader, and we were 
called into session the Monday after 
Thanksgiving, and we stayed here 7 
days a week until Christmas Eve. So 
why did we stay in session 7 days a 
week, from the Monday after Thanks-
giving until Christmas Eve? Our Demo-
cratic friends didn’t want anybody to 
go home. They didn’t want anybody to 
go home and have to explain what they 
were in the process of writing in the 
majority leader’s office. 

I think it is pretty safe to say that 
this subject has been very partisan 
from the beginning. Not a single Re-
publican voted for the bill, and our 
friends on the other side have made it 
perfectly clear that no Democrats will 
be voting to replace it. 

So through that process, when our 
colleagues on the other side had 60 
votes at the time, ObamaCare was im-
posed on our country. Over the last 7 
years, we have all witnessed and de-
bated its many failures. Over the last 7 
years, Republicans have offered ideas 
on a better way forward. Over the last 
7 years, Democrats have worked to pre-
vent Congress from acting. Basically, 
it is the same dynamic that we see 
today: ObamaCare continues to col-
lapse, Republicans are working to im-
plement better ideas, and Democrats 
are trying to prevent Congress from 
acting. I regret that Democrats an-
nounced their intention early on that 

they didn’t want to be a part of a seri-
ous bipartisan process to move past the 
failures of this law. Congress still has a 
responsibility to act, and the reconcili-
ation process will allow us to do so. 

Later, after that period in late 2009, 
our Democratic friends used reconcili-
ation to force ObamaCare on Ameri-
cans. It is a process that can be used in 
2017, the same way they used it in 2010, 
to move beyond its failures. 

I would remind colleagues of what 
happens when legislation comes to the 
floor under reconciliation. The minor-
ity leader is somehow arguing that rec-
onciliation is not an open process. It is 
an open process. There is an unlimited 
number of amendments. 

First, the bill text is received. Then a 
CBO score is issued. Members will have 
time to review both. After that, there 
is an open amendment process and a 
robust debate. It is the one type of 
amendment we have on the floor of the 
Senate on which no one can prevent 
amendments. Ultimately, at the end of 
the process, the Senate votes. That is 
how reconciliation works. 

We have been debating ObamaCare’s 
failures and what to do about them for 
so many years now. Members are very, 
very familiar with this issue. We have 
heard so many anguished stories from 
constituents who have been hurt by 
ObamaCare. Thankfully, at the end of 
the process, the Senate will have a 
chance to turn the page on this failed 
law. 

I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
The Democratic leader. 
Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 

heard what the leader had to say. I 
think anyone who has observed the rec-
onciliation vote-arama process knows 
it is not a robust amendment process. 
There are ways to correct that. Cer-
tainly, we have our differences pretty 
much on partisan lines between repeal-
ing ACA and amending it and making 
it better, but what we ought to be 
doing is discussing it with one another. 

So I would renew my request to the 
majority leader. What is the harm in 
us gathering in the Old Senate Cham-
ber, 100 Senators, Democrats and Re-
publicans, and maybe trying to come 
together? Is there any harm? I would 
renew my request that he join us in 
that because what the American people 
clamor for is some kind of bipartisan 
coming together. We have different 
views on how that should occur. 

You say: Repeal. Join us in repeal. 
We think that would hurt millions of 

people. 
We say: Make it better. 
You say that the ACA is irretriev-

able. I don’t agree. But why can’t we 
join together 100 strong in the Senate 
Chamber, no press, and just discuss our 
views with one another? Maybe some-
thing bipartisan and helpful could 
come out of this instead of this dark, 
hidden process. I would renew my re-
quest. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
I would just say to my friend, we can 
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have a meeting of all 100 Senators here 
on the Senate floor with an unlimited 
amendment process. There will be no 
failure of opportunity for anybody to 
offer an amendment, to get a vote on 
it, to try to change the law. That is the 
way reconciliation works. 

Mr. SCHUMER. I would just renew 
my request for one other—the leader 
said no. I get it. 

One more. Will we have time—more 
than 10 hours since this is a com-
plicated bill—to review the bill? Will it 
be available to us and the public for 
more than 10 hours before we have to 
vote for it, since our Republican leader 
has said there will be plenty of time for 
a process where people can make 
amendments? We need time to prepare 
those amendments. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I think we will 
have ample opportunity to read and 
amend the bill. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Will it be more than 
10 hours? That is my question. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I think we will 
have ample opportunity to read and 
amend the bill. 

Mr. SCHUMER. I rest my case. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Michigan. 
Ms. STABENOW. Madam President, 

as a senior member of the U.S. Senate 
Finance Committee, which held more 
than 50 hearings, roundtables, and 
walkthroughs on health care reform— 
we spent 8 days just marking up the 
bill in committee, considered more 
than 130 amendments, and more than 
two dozen Republican amendments 
were agreed to at that time in the com-
mittee—a committee that posted their 
legislation online for 6 days before the 
original committee markup; a com-
mittee that spent, with the Senate, 25 
consecutive days in session on health 
reform—the second longest consecutive 
session in the history of the U.S. Sen-
ate. In total, the Senate spent more 
than 160 hours considering the 
healthcare reform legislation. 

Based on that, Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that no amend-
ments be considered in order to Cal-
endar No. 120, H.R. 1628, the American 
Health Care Act, until the bill is re-
ferred jointly to the Committee on Fi-
nance and the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions and re-
ported favorably from the committees. 
This means no hearings, no bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
The Senator from Hawaii. 
Mr. SCHATZ. Madam President, I 

have a parliamentary inquiry. I have 
information that indicates that ap-
proximately 300 amendments were con-
sidered and that of those amendments, 
161 amendments offered by Republican 
members of the committee were adopt-
ed during the consideration of S. 1679. 
Is that correct? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sec-
retary of the Senate’s office, through 

the Senate Library, cannot confirm the 
total number considered but can con-
firm that 161 Republican amendments 
were adopted. 

Mr. SCHATZ. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that Calendar 
No. 120, H.R. 1628, be referred to the 
Committee on Finance for the purpose 
of conducting a public hearing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
The Senator from New Jersey. 
Mr. BOOKER. Madam President, I 

have a parliamentary inquiry. Am I 
correct in stating that the text of S. 
1796 and S. 1679 were posted on the 
websites for the respective committees, 
each for 6 days? The Affordable Care 
Act was posted on the websites of the 
respective committees, each of them, 
actually for 6 days prior to committee 
consideration? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sec-
retary of the Senate’s office, through 
the Senate Library, confirms that each 
committee posted its legislation online 
for 6 days prior to consideration. 

Mr. BOOKER. Madam President, with 
the hope for regular order, the hope for 
committee process, the hope for trans-
parency, the hope for the chance for 
the Senate to work as it was intended, 
I ask unanimous consent that no mo-
tion to proceed to Calendar No. 120, 
H.R. 1628, be in order until the bill has 
been the subject of executive session 
meetings in the Committee on Fi-
nance, during which amendments from 
the majority and minority received 
votes, and the bill has been favorably 
reported from the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
The Senator from Illinois. 
Ms. DUCKWORTH. Madam President, 

I ask unanimous consent that it shall 
not be in order in the Senate to con-
sider H.R. 1628 or any amendment of-
fered to H.R. 1628 unless the Director of 
the Congressional Budget Office cer-
tifies that H.R. 1628 or any amendment 
offered to the bill will not cause a sin-
gle veteran to lose health insurance 
coverage as a result of the bill’s Med-
icaid cuts, potential loss of market-
place tax credits for veterans, or re-
moval of critical patient protections. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
The Senator from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. CASEY. Madam President, this 

past Friday, when I was back in Penn-
sylvania, I had the opportunity to meet 
a family whom I have referred to very 
often on the floor—the Simpson family. 
Rowan Simpson, their son, is on the 
autism spectrum. I have talked a lot 
about Rowan’s disability in the context 
of the healthcare debate. 

We have now the beginnings of a de-
bate about what will be in the Senate 
bill, if one emerges. If we are going to 
be up front about what happens to fam-
ilies and individuals like Rowan, I 
think it would be important to know 
what happens to a family who has a 
loved one with a disability in the con-
text of both the Senate bill and the 
House bill merging. 

Madam President, on behalf of 
Rowan and families who have loved 
ones with disabilities, I ask unanimous 
consent that no motion to proceed to 
calendar No. 120, H.R. 1628, the Amer-
ican Health Care Act, be in order until 
the bill is jointly referred to the Com-
mittee on Finance and the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
The Senator from Minnesota. 
Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Madam President, 

one of the things that I would most 
like to work on is the cost of prescrip-
tion drugs. I think we should be mak-
ing sensible changes to the Affordable 
Care Act, but the bill that came over 
from the House does not really do that 
at all. Whether it is bringing the cost 
of drugs down for seniors by having ne-
gotiations under Medicare Part D or 
whether it is allowing for less expen-
sive drugs to come in—probably ge-
neric drugs or from other countries— 
the bill just does not do that. Now, sup-
posedly, a bill is being considered here, 
but it is being done in secret. So I can-
not have my say. 

For any bill in the Senate, commit-
tees meet and debate and vote on 
amendments that are offered by Sen-
ators on both sides of the aisle. We 
need to hear ideas from Members of 
both parties as to how to fix this bill— 
in the HELP Committee, for starters. I 
ask that we agree today that the bill 
will not come to the floor until the 
HELP Committee has had an open 
meeting and has considered amend-
ments from both parties. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that no motion to proceed to Cal-
endar No. 120, H.R. 1628, the American 
Health Care Act, be in order until the 
bill has been the subject of executive 
session meetings in the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions, during which amendments from 
the majority and minority will have re-
ceived votes and the bill will have been 
reported favorably from the com-
mittee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
LANKFORD). Is there objection? 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
The Senator from California. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 1376 
Ms. HARRIS. Mr. President, this 

healthcare bill will affect over 5 mil-
lion Californians. That is why it is so 
important that this bill goes to the 
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committees that are in charge of 
healthcare. It is so that it can get a 
hearing and members can discuss it 
and consider changes, and so that the 
public can understand what is in it. 
Any bill that is going to bypass our 
normal floor procedures and be voted 
on with only one party being heard and 
being on board should at least go 
through committee and have an open 
hearing process. 

The Democrats introduced a bill to 
change our process in order to say ex-
actly that any bill that gets the expe-
dited, simple majority reconciliation 
process of passing the Senate has to at 
least go through committee and have a 
hearing. 

I now ask my colleagues to agree to 
immediately consider that bill so that 
we can fix this process before this 
healthcare bill comes to the floor. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Committee on the Budget 
be discharged from further consider-
ation of S. 1376 and that the Senate 
proceed to its immediate consider-
ation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
The Senator from Massachusetts. 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUESTS—H.R. 1628 

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, last 
year, nearly 2,000 people in Massachu-
setts died from opioid overdoses. If the 
same number had died in America, it 
would have been 100,000 people. Thank 
God that because of the Affordable 
Care Act, many of those people re-
ceived treatment who otherwise would 
have passed away last year. The num-
ber would have been a much larger 
number across our State and across the 
country. Because of the Affordable 
Care Act, the number was low, but that 
number was still much too high. 

I want to be able to tell the people in 
Massachusetts what the impact of the 
Republican healthcare bill will be on 
their families in terms of getting ac-
cess to the opioid addiction treatment 
they will need so that the number does 
not continue to go up but to go down. 
I want to be able to tell them what 
that coverage will be before I vote upon 
it, but the majority will just not let 
that happen. They are keeping the bill 
hidden. They do not plan to make it 
public until the very last minute, with 
our having less than a day to view it 
before we vote upon it. That will be 
catastrophic for those families who 
need opioid addiction treatment—abso-
lutely catastrophic. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that no motion to proceed to Cal-
endar No. 120, H.R. 1628, the American 
Health Care Act, be in order until the 
bill has been the subject of executive 
session meetings in the Committee on 
Finance and the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions, during 
which amendments from the majority 
and minority received votes and the 
bill has been reported favorably from 
the committees. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
The Senator from New York. 
Mrs. GILLIBRAND. Mr. President, I 

am very worried about people who have 
preexisting conditions. I have watched 
two of my best friends survive cancer 
this year. They have both had inten-
sive treatments, surgeries, and chemo-
therapy. They both have young daugh-
ters. I cannot imagine how worried 
they are right now because they do not 
know what is in this healthcare bill, 
and they do not know whether or not 
they will actually be able to afford any 
insurance coverage. I am worried about 
millions of Americans who may not 
have access to affordable insurance 
under this bill because we have not 
read it. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that it not be in order to proceed 
to Calendar No. 120, otherwise known 
as the American Health Care Act, until 
the full text of the bill is available to 
the public for review and comment for 
a minimum of 30 days—that is the 
same amount of time we give everyday 
regulations that come out of our agen-
cies—because this bill could have such 
a negative effect on millions of Ameri-
cans. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
The Senator from Massachusetts. 
Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, I do not 

think we should vote on a bill that 
would touch every single human being 
in this country when one party is 
locked out of the debate—not able to 
read the bill and not able to discuss it 
and help make suggestions and 
changes. I think that families all 
across this country should be able to 
see this bill and be able to evaluate the 
impact on themselves and on their 
families. 

I am here today, in part, because of a 
little boy named Nicholas, who was 
born way too early, who is 2 years old, 
and who just received a diagnosis of au-
tism, in addition to his other medical 
challenges. Nicholas is a recipient of 
Medicaid. I talked to his mother today. 
She wants to know whether this bill is 
going to cut Nicholas’ care and what 
this means for Nicholas and his future. 

I think it is wrong for Republicans to 
push through a bill when Nicholas’ 
mother cannot evaluate what the im-
pact will be on her and on her child. So 
I believe we should post online any bill 
that is going to affect families like 
theirs. 

Mr. President, for that reason, I ask 
unanimous consent that a substitute or 
perfecting substitute amendment of-
fered to Calendar No. 120, H.R. 1628, not 
be in order if the text of the amend-
ment has not been filed at the desk and 
made available on a public website for 
at least 72 hours, along with an anal-

ysis by the Congressional Budget Office 
of the bill’s budgetary, coverage, and 
cost implications. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
The Senator from Hawaii. 

HEALTHCARE LEGISLATION 
Mr. SCHATZ. Mr. President, we 

Democrats are here on the floor to 
take a stand against a bill that is a dis-
aster for our Nation’s healthcare—Med-
icaid patients, families with loved ones 
in nursing homes, people who struggle 
with opioid addiction, women who rely 
on Planned Parenthood, and people 
who work in the healthcare industry. 
We stand with them and for them to-
night, but we also stand for the Amer-
ican public, who is being left in the 
dark about what TrumpCare will mean 
for them. 

This is not the normal order of Sen-
ate business. The Republicans are 
going about this in a way that is so 
procedurally flawed that it is an em-
barrassment to democracy itself. They 
are hiding this bill. They are hiding 
this bill because people will be out-
raged when they find out what is in it. 

That is why a Republican aide said 
that they are not releasing the bill— 
because ‘‘we aren’t stupid.’’ Think 
about what that statement means. 
First, it means that they have a bill. 
Second, it means that they think it is 
political suicide to make the bill pub-
lic. So they are bypassing the normal 
and necessary process that is needed to 
make good legislation. 

The way you make legislation is to 
allow the Sun to shine in, and that 
starts with hearings. Every legislative 
body in the country—from a school 
board to a county council—has hear-
ings because we have figured out over 
the centuries—for all of our flaws— 
that you need hearings, not just to pla-
cate the masses but to figure out 
whether your legislation is any good or 
not. 

Republicans have not held a single 
hearing on TrumpCare. No one who 
knows anything about healthcare is al-
lowed to say anything about this bill 
because they are not even allowed to 
see it, but anyone who has ever tried to 
understand the American healthcare 
system knows that it is complicated. 
The President said so himself. You 
need expert testimony, public input, 
and time to talk to your home State. 
That is the way you get a good prod-
uct, but Republicans have totally by-
passed the two committees that exist 
in order to consider legislation like 
this. 

Think about it. Under normal cir-
cumstances, this legislation would be 
in the Finance and HELP Committees’ 
jurisdictions. There would be hearings, 
and there would be a markup, but that 
is not the process that is being used. 
There is no markup. There are no com-
mittee hearings. It is just 13 dudes, and 
they are rushing to pass a bill without 
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