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Memorandum 

To: District 32 Republican Club

Re: Legislation & Politics 

From: Chuck Serio, Legislative Committee Chairman 

Date: August 31, 2017 

Repeal of Affordable Care Act – (Paul Amdt. No. 271) 

The most important legislative action that did not occur since the last meeting was the real repeal of 
the Affordable Care Act.  This was to be accomplished in the Senate via S. Amdt. 271 to S. Amdt. 
267 to HR 1628.  The Amendment was proposed by Senator Rand Paul (R-KY).  This would have 
been the most comprehensive repeal of Obamacare that was available through the reconciliation 
procedure that needed only a simple majority.  The so-called “skinny repeal” would have done little 
to change the current state of President Obama’s disastrous nationalization of the medical care 
system in the United States.  Professor Angelo Codevilla of Boston University claims in an op-ed 
in the Washington Times that some Republicans do not really want to repeal Obamacare because, 
“[T]hey are even more beholden to the insurance companies and hospital chains than the Democrats 
who passed it in the first place.”1  The roll call took place on July 26 and failed (45-55).  The repeal 
failed because seven Republicans joined the Democrats to defeat it.   Sens. Dean Heller (R-NV), 
Shelley Moore Capito (R-WV), Susan Collins (R-ME), John McCain (RAZ), Lamar 
Alexander (R-TN), Lisa Murkowski (R-AK), and Rob Portman (R-OH) voted against Sen. 
Paul’s clean Obamacare repeal bill.  All of these same Senators, with the exception of Susan Collins, 
had voted for the full repeal in December of 2015.2

HR 3004 – Kate’s Law

Kate’s Law amends the Immigration and Nationality Act to prevent more senseless murders like 
that of Kate Steinle who was murdered on a pier in the sanctuary city of San Francisco in front of 
her father.  The murderer, Juan Francisco Lopez-Sanchez, is an illegal immigrant who had been 
deported five times and had seven felony convictions at that time.  The bill increases the penalties 
for aliens convicted of illegal re-entry.3

On June 29, 2017, Kate’s Law passed the House (257-167).  One hundred and sixty-six of the NO 
votes were cast by Democrats.  Among the Maryland delegation, Andy Harris (R-MD 1) and Dutch 
Ruppersberger (D-MD 2) voted in favor of the bill.  The bill was received by the Senate on July 10, 
2017 and has taken no action on it. 

1 Angelo M. Codevilla, The Washington Times, Monday, July 10, 2017 
2 Sean Moran, Breitbart, July 26, 2017 
3 Fred Lucas, The Daily Signal, June 28, 2017 

http://www.md32gop.org/
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2017/jul/10/obamacare-fight-shows-republicans-also-slaves-to-i/
https://www.senate.gov/legislative/LIS/roll_call_lists/roll_call_vote_cfm.cfm?congress=115&session=1&vote=00169
https://www.congress.gov/bill/115th-congress/house-bill/3004?q=%7B%22search%22%3A%5B%22HR+3004%22%5D%7D&r=1
http://clerk.house.gov/evs/2017/roll344.xml




The dirty secret behind the
Senate’s Obamacare quandary
Republicans are as beholden to insurers as Democrats


Senate Majority Leader Jake Corman, R-Centre conducts a rules comity meeting at the Pennsylvania Capitol in


Harrisburg, Pa., Monday, July 10, 2017. (AP Photo/Matt Rourke) more >


By Angelo M. Codevilla - - Monday, July 10, 2017


ANALYSIS/OPINION:


Republicans pretend that they are powerless to do more about the great ship


Obamacare than to change the fuel on which it runs and rearrange its deck


chairs — never mind to sink it. Because they lack 60 votes to stop “unlimited


debate,” they claim to be unable to vote even on whether to allow health


insurance to be sold across state lines. They pretend to believe that fidelity to
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unlimited debate in the Senate trumps the importance of our health care


system. But the reason why they prop up Obamacare rather than tear it


down is that they are even more beholden to the insurance companies and


hospital chains than the Democrats who passed it in the first place.


Neither the filibuster nor the requirement of 60 votes to “cloture” it prevents


voting and passing anything that a majority wishes to pass. Moreover, Senate


rules can be made or changed by simple majorities. In practical terms, even


without “cloture,” a minority’s protracted talk cannot stop a determined


majority from voting. Potential filibusterers learned long ago that talking


nonsense to hold the floor day and night for weeks on end breaks them


physically and discredits them politically. But the main reason why no one


has tried a real filibuster for more than a half-century is that, in 1970, the


Senate adopted a “two track” procedure, by which once a bill fails to gain


enough votes to impose cloture (since 1975 that number has been 60) the


Senate simply goes on to other business. This has resulted in countless bills


having been effectively filibustered to death without a word having being


spoken, without anyone having incurred any effort or risk. This, the


avoidance of votes on risky, controversial matters — not any commitment to


extended debate — is what senators of both parties find so attractive about


the modern “virtual filibuster.”


If Republicans were serious about voting on any provision regarding health


care, or anything else, they would not have to bother eliminating the


filibuster. It would be enough to dare opponents actually to wage real ones


— complete with minority senators babbling and majority senators sleeping


on cots ready to answer quorum calls.


Real filibusters advertise the minority’s fatal political liability: refusal to


confront the questions at hand. Because holding the floor to the exclusion of


the majority makes it impossible to confute the majority, “extended debate”


refutes no one and persuades no one. As the minority filibusters with


scattershot or nonsense, the majority can repeat demands for roll-call votes


to decide on matters at hand.


Today however, Republicans are even more unwilling than Democrats to take


responsibility for basic choices. The Democrats’ Obamcare made health


insurance companies into public utilities. This is what the companies wanted.


Republicans had joined them in working out similar schemes (see the
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Heritage Foundation plan Romney-care in Massachusetts) and resented


being left out of the action. But whereas Republicans regarded the


companies as permanent stewards of health-care-as-public-utility,


Democrats viewed them as temporary administrators of rules designed to


evolve into a “single payer” system of socialist medicine.


As Obamacare brought grief, Republicans fed on public hate for it during four


election cycles. Today, they seem stuck with their original commitment to the


health of the health insurance industry — as if maintaining the companies as


public utilities and passing taxpayer money through them to lower patient


out-of-pocket costs were a step toward freedom rather than another step


toward socialism. The polls show that fewer that one in five voters approve of


the Republican plans. That is why open debates on what to do about health


care is the last thing on earth Republicans want.


Blaming “Senate rules” diverts attention from the basic choice that most


Republicans made long ago to service the very groups that supported


Obamacare: insurance companies and hospital administrators anxious for


predictable streams of income. That is why, rhetoric about competition and


freedom notwithstanding, Republican majorities in 2017-18 are no more


disposed than were Republican majorities in 2005-07 to allow Americans to


purchase any plan offered by any company certified in any state. Doing that


today would cut virtually all of Obamacare’s Gordian knots. But each and


every one of those complex rules means money for corporate constituents.


Competition is what they don’t want.


The Republican Party bets that pretense of commitment to Senate rules will


cover the reality of broken promises.


• Angelo M. Codevilla is professor emeritus of international relations at Boston


University.
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Senate Republicans shot down Sen. Rand Paul’s (R-
KY) clean Obamacare repeal bill on Wednesday.


by Sean Moran 26 Jul 2017 


Sen. Paul’s bill failed 45-55, seven moderate Republican senators voted against the clean repeal bill. The 
Senate continues to try to coalesce around an Obamacare repeal compromise bill. 


Paul called the bill the “Obamacare Repeal Reconciliation Act of 2017.” 


Sen. Paul consistently opposed the leadership’s healthcare bill, the Better Care Reconciliation Act 
(BCRA); the BCRA failed to pass through a procedural vote Tuesday night in the Senate. Paul offered 
his clean Obamacare repeal bill that would repeal large sections of Obamacare. 


Sen. Paul wrote in an exclusive op-ed for Breitbart News: 


This bill is a clean repeal – though only a partial repeal. Arcane Senate rules prevent a complete repeal 
from being considered today. So, this bill is just the beginning. This bill begins to unravel the nightmare 
of Obamacare. 


Let me be very clear, large parts of Obamacare remain after this repeal bill today. What this bill does, 
though, is force both sides to come together to find a bipartisan solution during the two-year 
transition. The bill gives us a two-year window for both sides of the aisle to come together to discover 
how we can get MORE insurance for MORE people for less cost. 


The Kentucky senator argued that even with Obamacare, 27 million Americans cannot obtain health 
insurance and that half of those citizens cannot get insured because it remains too expensive. Paul 
contends that Congress should change insurance regulations to allow small businesses, credit unions, 
and professional associations to create insurance pools that would increase coverage and lower costs. 


In a way, Paul’s bill serves as a litmus test for Republican senators on repealing Obamacare. All current 
GOP senators except for Sen. Susan Collins (R-ME) voted for a similar Obamacare repeal bill in 2015. 
Only Sens. Collins and Lisa Murkowski voted against the motion to start a debate on repealing 
Obamacare on Tuesday. Paul’s bill will show how many senators truly want to repeal Obamacare. 


Sens. Dean Heller (R-NV), Shelley Moore Capito (R-WV), Susan Collins (R-ME), John McCain (R-
AZ), Lamar Alexander (R-TN), Lisa Murkowski (R-AK), and Rob Portman (R-OH) voted against Sen. 
Paul’s clean Obamacare repeal bill. All of these senators except for Sen. Collins voted to rescind 
Obamacare in 2015. 


Conservative activist groups Americans for Prosperity and FreedomWorks urged Republican senators to 
vote for Sen. Paul’s clean Obamacare repeal bill. 



http://www.breitbart.com/big-government/2017/07/26/moderate-senators-shoot-down-rand-pauls-clean-obamacare-repeal-bill/
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Senate Republicans will continue to offer different amendments and substitute legislation to try to come 
around a compromise Obamacare repeal and replace bill. Many analysts speculate that the Senate will 
try to pass a “skinny repeal” bill that would repeal Obamacare’s individual and employer mandate, as 
well as the Affordable Care Act’s medical device tax. After which, Congress can create a conference 
committee between the House and the Senate to reconcile the differences between the House-passed 
American Health Care Act (AHCA) and the bill that passes through the upper chamber. 


Senator Paul contends that even after repealing Obamacare, he remains committed to working with his 
Senate colleagues to replace Obamacare with a free-market alternative. 


Paul charged, “Of course, it isn’t the last word. Some may want more repeal, and we can try that. Some 
have different replace ideas – I’m one of those people – and we have to keep working on THAT. But 
today let’s pass a repeal, one with a two-year window to wind down, and let’s do what we told the 
American people we would do. There are some, especially on the other side or in the media – or both – 
who ask, ‘Can Republicans govern?” 


Senator Rand Paul concluded, “That’s a good question. I say yes, but I tell you this – it’s hard to say yes 
if we can’t do something as simple as keeping our word. As simple as voting today how we voted before 
when we were asking to be in charge. If you tell people you’re going to do something, do it. It’s just that 
simple. Let’s repeal Obamacare.” 



https://townhall.com/tipsheet/guybenson/2017/07/26/senate-vote-on-obamacare-now-what-n2359723
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SA 271. Mr. ENZI submitted an amendment intended to be proposed to  
amendment SA 267 proposed by Mr. McConnell to the bill H.R. 1628, to  
provide for reconciliation pursuant to title II of the concurrent  
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2017; as follows: 


       Strike all after the first line and insert the following: 


     SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 


       This Act may be cited as the ``Obamacare Repeal  
     Reconciliation Act of 2017''. 


                                TITLE I 


     SEC. 101. RECAPTURE EXCESS ADVANCE PAYMENTS OF PREMIUM TAX  
                   CREDITS. 


       Subparagraph (B) of section 36B(f)(2) of the Internal  
     Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by adding at the end the  
     following new clause: 
       ``(iii) Nonapplicability of limitation.--This subparagraph  
     shall not apply to taxable years ending after December 31,  
     2017, and before January 1, 2020.''. 


     SEC. 102. PREMIUM TAX CREDIT. 


       (a) Premium Tax Credit.-- 
       (1) Modification of definition of qualified health plan.-- 
       (A) In general.--Section 36B(c)(3)(A) of the Internal  
     Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by inserting before the  
     period at the end the following: ``or a plan that includes  
     coverage for abortions (other than any abortion necessary to  
     save the life of the mother or any abortion with respect to a  
     pregnancy that is the result of an act of rape or incest)''. 
       (B) Effective date.--The amendment made by this paragraph  
     shall apply to taxable years beginning after December 31,  
     2017. 
       (2) Repeal.-- 
       (A) In general.--Subpart C of part IV of subchapter A of  
     chapter 1 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by  
     striking section 36B. 
       (B) Effective date.--The amendment made by this paragraph  
     shall apply to taxable years beginning after December 31,  
     2019. 
       (b) Repeal of Eligibility Determinations.-- 
       (1) In general.--The following sections of the Patient  
     Protection and Affordable Care Act are repealed: 
       (A) Section 1411 (other than subsection (i), the last  
     sentence of subsection (e)(4)(A)(ii), and such provisions of  
     such section solely to the extent related to the application  
     of the last sentence of subsection (e)(4)(A)(ii)). 
       (B) Section 1412. 
       (2) Effective date.--The repeals in paragraph (1) shall  
     take effect on January 1, 2020. 
       (c) Protecting Americans by Repeal of Disclosure Authority  
     To Carry Out Eligibility Requirements for Certain Programs.-- 
       (1) In general.--Paragraph (21) of section 6103(l) of the  
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     Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by adding at the end  
     the following new subparagraph: 
       ``(D) Termination.--No disclosure may be made under this  
     paragraph after December 31, 2019.''. 
       (2) Effective date.--The amendment made by paragraph (1)  
     shall take effect on January 1, 2020. 


     SEC. 103. SMALL BUSINESS TAX CREDIT. 


       (a) Sunset.-- 
       (1) In general.--Section 45R of the Internal Revenue Code  
     of 1986 is amended by adding at the end the following new  
     subsection: 
       ``(j) Shall Not Apply.--This section shall not apply with  
     respect to amounts paid or incurred in taxable years  
     beginning after December 31, 2019.''. 
       (2) Effective date.--The amendment made by this subsection  
     shall apply to taxable years beginning after December 31,  
     2019. 
       (b) Disallowance of Small Employer Health Insurance Expense  
     Credit for Plan Which Includes Coverage for Abortion.-- 
       (1) In general.--Subsection (h) of section 45R of the  
     Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended-- 
       (A) by striking ``Any term'' and inserting the following: 
       ``(1) In general.--Any term'', and 
       (B) by adding at the end the following new paragraph: 
       ``(2) Exclusion of health plans including coverage for  
     abortion.--The term `qualified health plan' does not include  
     any health plan that includes coverage for abortions (other  
     than any abortion necessary to save the life of the mother or  
     any abortion with respect to a pregnancy that is the result  
     of an act of rape or incest).''. 
       (2) Effective date.--The amendments made by this subsection  
     shall apply to taxable years beginning after December 31,  
     2017. 


     SEC. 104. INDIVIDUAL MANDATE. 


       (a) In General.--Section 5000A(c) of the Internal Revenue  
     Code of 1986 is amended-- 
       (1) in paragraph (2)(B)(iii), by striking ``2.5 percent''  
     and inserting ``Zero percent'', and 
       (2) in paragraph (3)-- 
       (A) by striking ``$695'' in subparagraph (A) and inserting  
     ``$0'', and 
       (B) by striking subparagraph (D). 
       (b) Effective Date.--The amendments made by this section  
     shall apply to months beginning after December 31, 2015. 


     SEC. 105. EMPLOYER MANDATE. 


       (a) In General.-- 
       (1) Paragraph (1) of section 4980H(c) of the Internal  
     Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by inserting ``($0 in the  
     case of months beginning after December 31, 2015)'' after  
     ``$2,000''. 
       (2) Paragraph (1) of section 4980H(b) of the Internal  







     Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by inserting ``($0 in the  
     case of months beginning after December 31, 2015)'' after  
     ``$3,000''. 
       (b) Effective Date.--The amendments made by this section  
     shall apply to months beginning after December 31, 2015. 


     SEC. 106. FEDERAL PAYMENTS TO STATES. 


       (a) In General.--Notwithstanding section 504(a),  
     1902(a)(23), 1903(a), 2002, 2005(a)(4), 2102(a)(7), or  
     2105(a)(1) of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 704(a),  
     1396a(a)(23), 1396b(a), 1397a, 1397d(a)(4), 1397bb(a)(7),  
     1397ee(a)(1)), or the terms of any Medicaid waiver in effect  
     on the date of enactment of this Act that is approved under  
     section 1115 or 1915 of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C.  
     1315, 1396n), for the 1-year period beginning on the date of  
     enactment of this Act, no Federal funds provided from a  
     program referred to in this subsection that is considered  
     direct spending for any year may be made available to a State  
     for payments to a prohibited entity, whether made directly to  
     the prohibited entity or through a managed care organization  
     under contract with the State. 
       (b) Definitions.--In this section: 
       (1) Prohibited entity.--The term ``prohibited entity''  
     means an entity, including its affiliates, subsidiaries,  
     successors, and clinics-- 
       (A) that, as of the date of enactment of this Act-- 
       (i) is an organization described in section 501(c)(3) of  
     the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 and exempt from tax under  
     section 501(a) of such Code; 
       (ii) is an essential community provider described in  
     section 156.235 of title 45, Code of Federal Regulations (as  
     in effect on the date of enactment of this Act), that is  
     primarily engaged in family planning services, reproductive  
     health, and related medical care; and 
       (iii) provides for abortions, other than an abortion-- 


       (I) if the pregnancy is the result of an act of rape or  
     incest; or 
       (II) in the case where a woman suffers from a physical  
     disorder, physical injury, or physical illness that would, as  
     certified by a physician, place the woman in danger of death  
     unless an abortion is performed, including a life-endangering  
     physical condition caused by or arising from the pregnancy  
     itself; and 


       (B) for which the total amount of Federal and State  
     expenditures under the Medicaid program under title XIX of  
     the Social Security Act in fiscal year 2014 made directly to  
     the entity and to any affiliates, subsidiaries, successors,  
     or clinics of the entity, or made to the entity and to any  
     affiliates, subsidiaries, successors, or clinics of the  
     entity as part of a nationwide health care provider network,  
     exceeded $1,000,000. 
       (2) Direct spending.--The term ``direct spending'' has the  
     meaning given that term under section 250(c) of the Balanced  
     Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 (2 U.S.C.  







     900(c)). 


     SEC. 107. MEDICAID. 


       The Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 301 et seq.) is  
     amended-- 
       (1) in section 1902-- 
       (A) in subsection (a)(10)(A), in each of clauses (i)(VIII)  
     and (ii)(XX), by inserting ``and ending December 31, 2019,''  
     after ``January 1, 2014,''; and 
       (B) in subsection (a)(47)(B), by inserting ``and provided  
     that any such election shall cease to be effective on January  
     1, 2020, and no such election shall be made after that date''  
     before the semicolon at the end; 
       (2) in section 1905-- 
       (A) in the first sentence of subsection (b), by inserting  
     ``(50 percent on or after January 1, 2020)'' after ``55  
     percent''; 
       (B) in subsection (y)(1), by striking the semicolon at the  
     end of subparagraph (D) and all that follows through  
     ``thereafter''; and 
       (C) in subsection (z)(2)-- 


[[Page S4219]] 


       (i) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ``through 2019''  
     after ``each year thereafter''; and 
       (ii) in subparagraph (B)(ii)(VI), by striking ``and each  
     subsequent year''; 
       (3) in section 1915(k)(2), by striking ``during the period  
     described in paragraph (1)'' and inserting ``on or after the  
     date referred to in paragraph (1) and before January 1,  
     2020''; 
       (4) in section 1920(e), by adding at the end the following:  
     ``This subsection shall not apply after December 31, 2019.''; 
       (5) in section 1937(b)(5), by adding at the end the  
     following: ``This paragraph shall not apply after December  
     31, 2019.''; and 
       (6) in section 1943(a), by inserting ``and before January  
     1, 2020,'' after ``January 1, 2014,''. 


     SEC. 108. REPEAL OF DSH ALLOTMENT REDUCTIONS. 


       Section 1923(f) of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C.  
     1396r-4(f)) is amended by striking paragraphs (7) and (8). 


     SEC. 109. REPEAL OF THE TAX ON EMPLOYEE HEALTH INSURANCE  
                   PREMIUMS AND HEALTH PLAN BENEFITS. 


       (a) In General.--Chapter 43 of the Internal Revenue Code of  
     1986 is amended by striking section 4980I. 
       (b) Effective Date.--The amendment made by subsection (a)  
     shall apply to taxable years beginning after December 31,  
     2019. 
       (c) Subsequent Effective Date.--The amendment made by  
     subsection (a) shall not apply to taxable years beginning  
     after December 31, 2025, and chapter 43 of the Internal  
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     Revenue Code of 1986 is amended to read as such chapter would  
     read if such subsection had never been enacted. 


     SEC. 110. REPEAL OF TAX ON OVER-THE-COUNTER MEDICATIONS. 


       (a) HSAs.--Subparagraph (A) of section 223(d)(2) of the  
     Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by striking ``Such  
     term'' and all that follows through the period. 
       (b) Archer MSAs.--Subparagraph (A) of section 220(d)(2) of  
     the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by striking  
     ``Such term'' and all that follows through the period. 
       (c) Health Flexible Spending Arrangements and Health  
     Reimbursement Arrangements.--Section 106 of the Internal  
     Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by striking subsection (f). 
       (d) Effective Dates.-- 
       (1) Distributions from savings accounts.--The amendments  
     made by subsections (a) and (b) shall apply to amounts paid  
     with respect to taxable years beginning after December 31,  
     2016. 
       (2) Reimbursements.--The amendment made by subsection (c)  
     shall apply to expenses incurred with respect to taxable  
     years beginning after December 31, 2016. 


     SEC. 111. REPEAL OF TAX ON HEALTH SAVINGS ACCOUNTS. 


       (a) HSAs.--Section 223(f)(4)(A) of the Internal Revenue  
     Code of 1986 is amended by striking ``20 percent'' and  
     inserting ``10 percent''. 
       (b) Archer MSAs.--Section 220(f)(4)(A) of the Internal  
     Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by striking ``20 percent''  
     and inserting ``15 percent''. 
       (c) Effective Date.--The amendments made by this section  
     shall apply to distributions made after December 31, 2016. 


     SEC. 112. REPEAL OF LIMITATIONS ON CONTRIBUTIONS TO FLEXIBLE  
                   SPENDING ACCOUNTS. 


       (a) In General.--Section 125 of the Internal Revenue Code  
     of 1986 is amended by striking subsection (i). 
       (b) Effective Date.--The amendment made by this section  
     shall apply to plan years beginning after December 31, 2017. 


     SEC. 113. REPEAL OF TAX ON PRESCRIPTION MEDICATIONS. 


       Subsection (j) of section 9008 of the Patient Protection  
     and Affordable Care Act is amended to read as follows: 
       ``(j) Repeal.--This section shall apply to calendar years  
     beginning after December 31, 2010, and ending before January  
     1, 2018.''. 


     SEC. 114. REPEAL OF MEDICAL DEVICE EXCISE TAX. 


       Section 4191 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is  
     amended by adding at the end the following new subsection: 
       ``(d) Applicability.--The tax imposed under subsection (a)  
     shall not apply to sales after December 31, 2017.''. 







     SEC. 115. REPEAL OF HEALTH INSURANCE TAX. 


       Subsection (j) of section 9010 of the Patient Protection  
     and Affordable Care Act is amended by striking ``, and'' at  
     the end of paragraph (1) and all that follows through  
     ``2017''. 


     SEC. 116. REPEAL OF ELIMINATION OF DEDUCTION FOR EXPENSES  
                   ALLOCABLE TO MEDICARE PART D SUBSIDY. 


       (a) In General.--Section 139A of the Internal Revenue Code  
     of 1986 is amended by adding at the end the following new  
     sentence: ``This section shall not be taken into account for  
     purposes of determining whether any deduction is allowable  
     with respect to any cost taken into account in determining  
     such payment.''. 
       (b) Effective Date.--The amendment made by this section  
     shall apply to taxable years beginning after December 31,  
     2016. 


     SEC. 117. REPEAL OF CHRONIC CARE TAX. 


       (a) In General.--Subsection (a) of section 213 of the  
     Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by striking ``10  
     percent'' and inserting ``7.5 percent''. 
       (b) Effective Date.--The amendment made by this section  
     shall apply to taxable years beginning after December 31,  
     2016. 


     SEC. 118. REPEAL OF MEDICARE TAX INCREASE. 


       (a) In General.--Subsection (b) of section 3101 of the  
     Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended to read as follows: 
       ``(b) Hospital Insurance.--In addition to the tax imposed  
     by the preceding subsection, there is hereby imposed on the  
     income of every individual a tax equal to 1.45 percent of the  
     wages (as defined in section 3121(a)) received by such  
     individual with respect to employment (as defined in section  
     3121(b).''. 
       (b) SECA.--Subsection (b) of section 1401 of the Internal  
     Revenue Code of 1986 is amended to read as follows: 
       ``(b) Hospital Insurance.--In addition to the tax imposed  
     by the preceding subsection, there shall be imposed for each  
     taxable year, on the self-employment income of every  
     individual, a tax equal to 2.9 percent of the amount of the  
     self-employment income for such taxable year.''. 
       (c) Effective Date.--The amendments made by this section  
     shall apply with respect to remuneration received after, and  
     taxable years beginning after, December 31, 2017. 


     SEC. 119. REPEAL OF TANNING TAX. 


       (a) In General.--The Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is  
     amended by striking chapter 49. 
       (b) Effective Date.--The amendment made by this section  
     shall apply to services performed after September 30, 2017. 







     SEC. 120. REPEAL OF NET INVESTMENT TAX. 


       (a) In General.--Subtitle A of the Internal Revenue Code of  
     1986 is amended by striking chapter 2A. 
       (b) Effective Date.--The amendment made by this section  
     shall apply to taxable years beginning after December 31,  
     2016. 


     SEC. 121. REMUNERATION. 


       Paragraph (6) of section 162(m) of the Internal Revenue  
     Code of 1986 is amended by adding at the end the following  
     new subparagraph: 
       ``(I) Termination.--This paragraph shall not apply to  
     taxable years beginning after December 31, 2016.''. 


                                TITLE II 


     SEC. 201. THE PREVENTION AND PUBLIC HEALTH FUND. 


       Subsection (b) of section 4002 of the Patient Protection  
     and Affordable Care Act (42 U.S.C. 300u-11) is amended-- 
       (1) in paragraph (3), by striking ``each of fiscal years  
     2018 and 2019'' and inserting ``fiscal year 2018''; and 
       (2) by striking paragraphs (4) through (8). 


     SEC. 202. SUPPORT FOR STATE RESPONSE TO SUBSTANCE ABUSE  
                   PUBLIC HEALTH CRISIS AND URGENT MENTAL HEALTH  
                   NEEDS. 


       (a) In General.--There are authorized to be appropriated,  
     and are appropriated, out of monies in the Treasury not  
     otherwise obligated, $750,000,000 for each of fiscal years  
     2018 and 2019, to the Secretary of Health and Human Services  
     (referred to in this section as the ``Secretary'') to award  
     grants to States to address the substance abuse public health  
     crisis or to respond to urgent mental health needs within the  
     State. In awarding grants under this section, the Secretary  
     may give preference to States with an incidence or prevalence  
     of substance use disorders that is substantial relative to  
     other States or to States that identify mental health needs  
     within their communities that are urgent relative to such  
     needs of other States. Funds appropriated under this  
     subsection shall remain available until expended. 
       (b) Use of Funds.--Grants awarded to a State under  
     subsection (a) shall be used for one or more of the following  
     public health-related activities: 
       (1) Improving State prescription drug monitoring programs. 
       (2) Implementing prevention activities, and evaluating such  
     activities to identify effective strategies to prevent  
     substance abuse. 
       (3) Training for health care practitioners, such as best  
     practices for prescribing opioids, pain management,  
     recognizing potential cases of substance abuse, referral of  
     patients to treatment programs, and overdose prevention. 
       (4) Supporting access to health care services provided by  
     Federally certified opioid treatment programs or other  







     appropriate health care providers to treat substance use  
     disorders or mental health needs. 
       (5) Other public health-related activities, as the State  
     determines appropriate, related to addressing the substance  
     abuse public health crisis or responding to urgent mental  
     health needs within the State. 


     SEC. 203. COMMUNITY HEALTH CENTER PROGRAM. 


       Effective as if included in the enactment of the Medicare  
     Access and CHIP Reauthorization Act of 2015 (Public Law 114- 
     10, 129 Stat. 87), paragraph (1) of section 221(a) of such  
     Act is amended by inserting ``, and an additional  
     $422,000,000 for fiscal year 2017'' after ``2017''. 


     SEC. 204. FUNDING FOR COST-SHARING PAYMENTS. 


       There is appropriated to the Secretary of Health and Human  
     Services, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise  
     appropriated, such sums as may be necessary for payments for  
     cost-sharing reductions authorized by the Patient Protection  
     and Affordable Care Act (including adjustments to any prior  
     obligations for such payments) for the period beginning on  
     the date of enactment of this Act and ending on December 31,  
     2019. Notwithstanding any other provision of this Act,  
     payments and other actions for adjustments to any obligations  
     incurred for 


[[Page S4220]] 


     plan years 2018 and 2019 may be made through December 31,  
     2020. 


     SEC. 205. REPEAL OF COST-SHARING SUBSIDY PROGRAM. 


       (a) In General.--Section 1402 of the Patient Protection and  
     Affordable Care Act (42 U.S.C. 18071) is repealed. 
       (b) Effective Date.--The repeal made by subsection (a)  
     shall apply to cost-sharing reductions (and payments to  
     issuers for such reductions) for plan years beginning after  
     December 31, 2019. 
                                 ______ 



https://www.congress.gov/congressional-record/volume-163/senate-section/page/S4220
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You’re attacking the wrong Utah Republican 
Posted July 21, 2017 02:25 PM by Chris Pandolfo 


The long knives are out for the wrong Utah Republican. 


A concerted effort is underway from ruling-class Republicans to hang Senator Mike Lee, R-Utah, for stopping 
the Senate GOP’s phony Obamacare “repeal” legislation. 


Even though Senator Lee’s plea for full repeal and principled opposition to Obamacare is the universal position 
given lip-service by virtually every member of the GOP for the past seven years, terms like “cargo cult” and 
“self-inflicted fiasco” are attached to Lee by the duplicitous conservatives-in-name-only at The Wall Street 
Journal, and elsewhere. 


As Politico recounts, moderate Republicans in “conservative” media are hoisting Sen. Mike Lee up as “the main 
cause of the GOP’s recent dysfunction”:  


A cohort of Republicans from the center-right are bearing down on Lee as the main cause of the GOP’s recent 
dysfunction — even though Sen. Jerry Moran (R-Kan.) jumped with Lee on Monday in coming out against Senate 
Majority Leader Mitch McConnell’s plan to repeal and replace the health law. 


Talk show host Hugh Hewitt said Lee and Sen. Rand Paul (R-Ky.) “saved Obamacare” from Republicans’ repeal 
efforts. Lee maneuvered to “preserve every word of Obamacare,” wrote Republican healthcare policy strategist Avik 
Roy. The Wall Street Journal’s editorial page labeled him one of the “Obamacare Republicans" in an editorial 
Republicans widely circulated on Capitol Hill. 


Astoundingly, when Republicans are placed in power and it becomes time to turn conservative theory into 
governing practice, these media conservatives are content with betrayal. Seven years’ worth of promises from 
Republican leadership that Obamacare must be repealed — “root and branch” — and think-pieces by 
“intellectuals” and “experts” explaining how Obamacare’s regulations are killing health insurance. Now these 
so-called conservatives are attacking Senator Lee for attempting to do what they all said needed to be done. 


Chief among Lee’s critics is his Senate colleague from Utah, who sandbagged Lee’s repeal efforts, according to 
Politico. 


 “I don’t see him looking for a path to yes. It seems like he’s against everything right now,” said Sen. Orrin 
Hatch, R-Utah. “That’s the way it looks to me.” 


Let’s be clear: Mike Lee is under attack for trying to keep Orrin Hatch’s promises. Actually, he’s only trying to 
partly keep Hatch’s 2012 election promise to repeal Obamacare; Lee has already compromised to the center by 
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agreeing to vote for faux-repeal, provided the original language of Senator Ted Cruz’s consumer freedom 
amendment is included in the language. 


Lee’s terms for “yes” are obvious to anyone paying attention, yet Senator Hatch dishonestly slings arrows at 
him as the majority of the GOP conference opposes health insurance choice and freedom. 


Running for reelection in 2012, Orrin Hatch presented himself to voters as a tea-party conservative. He told 
voters in his state that Obamacare would “lead us down to destruction and eat us alive” and vowed to repeal it. 
Senator Hatch — the longest-serving Republican senator in history — also promised that this term would be his 
last term in office, as he will be 84 years old in 2018. 


In both cases, Orrin Hatch lied. He is now straddling the fence regarding reelection, most likely indicating that 
he’d like to run but is delaying a formal announcement for as long as possible to dissuade potential primary 
challengers from jumping in the race. 


And as for repealing Obamacare? Sen. Hatch openly declared himself in favor of keeping Obamacare’s 
individual mandate until 2020 as part of the GOP’s Obamacare “repeal” effort. This position is consistent with 
Sen. Hatch’s history of pro-government-intervention positions on health care — and contrary to what he’s told 
voters. (Yet the editorial board and pages of the WSJ are silent on this “Obamacare Republican.”) 


The campaign conservatives, like Hatch, have become governing liberals. The most influential voices for 
Obamacare repeal when President Obama was in office have become the converse in 2017. This is the 
Republican apparatus, what CR’s Daniel Horowitz calls the “GOP’s duplicity game” — attack the people who 
say what they said during campaigns, and then flip the script when they are in power. 


I’m not being an absolutist,” Senator Mike Lee told Politico Thursday. “I’m a little frustrated by some who are 
eager and willing to call me out for saying this doesn’t go far enough in doing what we promised to do for seven 
years.” 


Criticizing “our self-interested senators,” the Wall Street Journal’s Kimberley Strassel names Senator Lee as 
one of a “handful of senators” blocking a vote on the GOP bill. “Few things drive conservative voters battier 
than phony politicians, those who say one thing and do another to avoid hard choices,” she writes. 


Mike Lee is a conservative fighting to keep Republican promises. Senator Hatch is exactly the kind of “phony” 
Strassel says conservative voters hate, undermining Lee’s fight to ensure greater freedoms in America. Yet 
Hatch is mentioned nowhere in her piece. 


Could it be more obvious that the wrong lawmaker is under assault?   


Chris Pandolfo is a staff writer and type-shouter for Conservative Review. He holds a B.A. in politics and 
economics from Hillsdale College. His interests are conservative political philosophy, the American 
founding, and progressive rock. Follow him on Twitter for doom-saying and great album recommendations 
@ChrisCPandolfo.
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Summary: H.R.3004 — 115th Congress


(2017-2018)All Information (Except Text)


There are 2 summaries for H.R.3004.


Shown Here:


Passed House without amendment (06/29/2017)


(This measure has not been amended since it was introduced.


The summary has been expanded because action occurred on the


measure.)


Kate's Law


(Sec. 2) This bill amends the Immigration and Nationality Act to


revise provisions relating to the reentry of removed aliens.


The bill provides that an alien who has been excluded, deported,


removed, or denied admission, or who has departed the United


States while under an outstanding order of exclusion,


deportation, or removal, and who subsequently crosses or


attempts to cross the border into the United States, shall be


fined, imprisoned not more than two years, or both. ("Crosses


the border" refers to the physical act of crossing the border,


regardless of whether the alien is free from official restraint.)


The bill revises reentry of criminal offender provisions to
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provide that an alien who was convicted before such removal or


departure of:


three or more misdemeanors or for a felony shall be fined,


imprisoned up to 10 years, or both;


a felony for which the alien was sentenced to not less than 30


months in prison shall be fined, imprisoned up to 15 years, or


both;


a felony for which the alien was sentenced to not less than 60


months shall be fined, imprisoned up to 20 years, or both; or


murder, rape, kidnapping, or a felony offense relating to


peonage and slavery or terrorism, or of three or more felonies of


any kind, shall be fined, imprisoned up to 25 years, or both.


An alien who has been excluded, deported, removed, or denied


admission three or more times and thereafter enters, attempts to


enter, or crosses or attempts to cross the border to, or is at any


time found in, the United States shall be fined, imprisoned not


more than 10 years, or both.


The bill states that it shall be an affirmative defense to a reentry


violation (thus placing the burden of proof on the defendant)


that: (1) prior to the alleged violation, the alien had received


Department of Homeland Security (DHS) consent to reapply for


U.S. admission; or (2) with respect to an alien previously denied


admission and removed, the alien was not required to obtain


such advance consent and had complied with all other applicable


admissions laws and regulations.


In a criminal proceeding under this section, an alien may not


challenge the validity of any prior removal order. (Currently, the
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validity of a prior deportation order may be challenged under


certain grounds.)


A removed alien who enters, attempts to enter, or crosses or


attempts to cross the border to, or is at any time found in, the


United States shall be incarcerated for the remainder of the


sentence that was pending at the time of deportation without


any reduction for parole or supervised release unless the alien


affirmatively demonstrates that DHS has consented to the alien's


reentry.
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H.R.3004 - Kate's Law


115th Congress (2017-2018)


Introduced Passed House Passed Senate To President Became Law


Sponsor: Rep. Goodlatte, Bob [R-VA-6] (Introduced 06/22/2017)


Committees: House - Judiciary


Latest Action: 06/29/2017 Motion to reconsider laid on the table Agreed to without objection. (All Actions)


Roll Call Votes: There have been 2 roll call votes


Tracker:


Shown Here:
Engrossed in House (06/29/2017)


115TH CONGRESS
1ST SESSION


AN ACT
To amend section 276 of the Immigration and Nationality Act relating to reentry of removed aliens.


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in Congress assembled,


SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.


This Act may be cited as “Kate’s Law”.


SEC. 2. ILLEGAL REENTRY.


Section 276 of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1326) is amended to read as follows:


“REENTRY OF REMOVED ALIEN


“SEC. 276. (a) REENTRY AFTER REMOVAL.—Any alien who has been denied admission, excluded, deported, or removed, or


who has departed the United States while an order of exclusion, deportation, or removal is outstanding, and subsequently enters, attempts to enter,
crosses the border to, attempts to cross the border to, or is at any time found in the United States, shall be fined under title 18, United States Code,
imprisoned not more than 2 years, or both.


“(b) REENTRY OF CRIMINAL OFFENDERS.—Notwithstanding the penalty provided in subsection (a), if an alien described in that subsection was
convicted before such removal or departure—


“(1) for 3 or more misdemeanors or for a felony, the alien shall be fined under title 18, United States Code, imprisoned not more than 10
years, or both;


“(2) for a felony for which the alien was sentenced to a term of imprisonment of not less than 30 months, the alien shall be fined under such
title, imprisoned not more than 15 years, or both;


“(3) for a felony for which the alien was sentenced to a term of imprisonment of not less than 60 months, the alien shall be fined under such
title, imprisoned not more than 20 years, or both; or


“(4) for murder, rape, kidnapping, or a felony offense described in chapter 77 (relating to peonage and slavery) or 113B (relating to terrorism)
of such title, or for 3 or more felonies of any kind, the alien shall be fined under such title, imprisoned not more than 25 years, or both.


“(c) REENTRY AFTER REPEATED REMOVAL.—Any alien who has been denied admission, excluded, deported, or removed 3 or more times and
thereafter enters, attempts to enter, crosses the border to, attempts to cross the border to, or is at any time found in the United States, shall be fined
under title 18, United States Code, imprisoned not more than 10 years, or both.


“(d) PROOF OF PRIOR CONVICTIONS.—The prior convictions described in subsection (b) are elements of the crimes described, and the penalties in
that subsection shall apply only in cases in which the conviction or convictions that form the basis for the additional penalty are—


“(1) alleged in the indictment or information; and


“(2) proven beyond a reasonable doubt at trial or admitted by the defendant.
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“(e) AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES.—It shall be an affirmative defense to a violation of this section that—


“(1) prior to the alleged violation, the alien had sought and received the express consent of the Secretary of Homeland Security to reapply for
admission into the United States; or


“(2) with respect to an alien previously denied admission and removed, the alien—


“(A) was not required to obtain such advance consent under the Immigration and Nationality Act or any prior Act; and


“(B) had complied with all other laws and regulations governing the alien’s admission into the United States.


“(f) LIMITATION ON COLLATERAL ATTACK ON UNDERLYING REMOVAL ORDER.—In a criminal proceeding under this section, an alien may not
challenge the validity of any prior removal order concerning the alien.


“(g) REENTRY OF ALIEN REMOVED PRIOR TO COMPLETION OF TERM OF IMPRISONMENT .—Any alien removed pursuant to section 241(a)(4) who
enters, attempts to enter, crosses the border to, attempts to cross the border to, or is at any time found in, the United States shall be incarcerated for
the remainder of the sentence of imprisonment which was pending at the time of deportation without any reduction for parole or supervised release
unless the alien affirmatively demonstrates that the Secretary of Homeland Security has expressly consented to the alien’s reentry. Such alien shall be
subject to such other penalties relating to the reentry of removed aliens as may be available under this section or any other provision of law.


“(h) DEFINIT IONS.—For purposes of this section and section 275, the following definitions shall apply:


“(1) CROSSES THE BORDER TO THE UNITED STATES.—The term ‘crosses the border’


refers to the physical act of crossing the border, regardless of whether the alien is free from official restraint.


“(2) FELONY.—The term ‘felony’ means any criminal offense punishable by a term of imprisonment of more than 1 year under the


laws of the United States, any State, or a foreign government.


“(3) MISDEMEANOR.—The term ‘misdemeanor’ means any criminal offense punishable by a term of imprisonment of not


more than 1 year under the applicable laws of the United States, any State, or a foreign government.


“(4) REMOVAL.—The term ‘removal’ includes any denial of admission, exclusion, deportation, or removal, or any agreement by


which an alien stipulates or agrees to exclusion, deportation, or removal.


“(5) STATE.—The term ‘State’ means a State of the United States, the District of Columbia, and any commonwealth, territory, or


possession of the United States.”.


Passed the House of Representatives June 29, 2017.


Attest:


Clerk.


115TH


CONGRESS
1ST


SESSION


H. R. 3004


AN ACT
To amend section 276 of the Immigration and Nationality Act


relating to reentry of removed aliens.


Text - H.R.3004 - 115th Congress (2017-2018): Kate's Law | Congress.gov | Library of Congress


2 of 2 7/2/17, 7:24 PM







White House Backs 2 Bills Targeting Illegal Immigration - The Daily Signal


1 of 2 6/29/17, 1:38 PM



http://dailysignal.com/2017/06/28/white-house-backs-2-bills-targeting-illegal-immigration/





White House Backs 2 Bills Targeting Illegal Immigration - The Daily Signal


2 of 2 6/29/17, 1:38 PM







FINAL VOTE RESULTS FOR ROLL CALL 344
(Republicans in roman; Democrats in italic; Independents underlined)


H R 3004 RECORDED VOTE 29-Jun-2017 5:26 PM


QUESTION: On Passage


BILL TITLE: Kate’s Law


AYES NOES PRES NV


REPUBLICAN 233 1 6


DEMOCRATIC 24 166 3


INDEPENDENT


TOTALS 257 167 9


---- AYES 257 ---


Abraham


Aderholt


Allen


Amodei


Arrington


Babin


Bacon


Banks (IN)


Barletta


Barr


Barton


Bergman


Biggs


Bilirakis


Bishop (MI)


Bishop (UT)


Black


Blackburn


Blum


Bost


Brady (TX)


Brat
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Buchanan


Buck


Bucshon


Gohmert
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Gottheimer


Gowdy


Granger


Graves (GA)


Graves (LA)


Graves (MO)
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Grothman


Guthrie


Handel


Harper


Harris


Hartzler


Hensarling


Herrera Beutler


Hice, Jody B.


Higgins (LA)


Higgins (NY)


Hill


Holding


Hollingsworth


Hudson


Huizenga


Hultgren


Hunter


Hurd


Newhouse


Noem


Norman


O'Halleran


Olson


Palazzo


Palmer


Paulsen


Pearce


Perry


Peterson


Pittenger


Poe (TX)


Poliquin


Posey


Ratcliffe


Reed


Reichert


Renacci


Rice (SC)


Roby


Roe (TN)


Rogers (AL)


Rogers (KY)


Rohrabacher


Rokita


Rooney, Francis


Rooney, Thomas J.
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Budd


Burgess


Byrne


Calvert


Carter (GA)


Carter (TX)


Cartwright


Chabot


Cheney


Coffman


Cole


Collins (GA)


Collins (NY)


Comer


Comstock


Conaway


Cook


Cooper


Costello (PA)


Courtney


Cramer


Crawford


Crist


Cuellar


Culberson


Curbelo (FL)


Davidson


Davis, Rodney


DeFazio


Demings


Denham


Dent


DeSantis
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Diaz-Balart


Donovan


Duffy


Duncan (SC)


Duncan (TN)


Dunn


Emmer
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Esty (CT)


Farenthold


Faso


Ferguson


Fitzpatrick
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Jenkins (KS)


Jenkins (WV)


Johnson (LA)


Johnson (OH)


Johnson, Sam


Jones


Jordan


Joyce (OH)


Katko


Keating


Kelly (MS)


Kelly (PA)


Kind


King (IA)


King (NY)


Kinzinger


Knight


Kuster (NH)


Kustoff (TN)


Labrador


LaHood


LaMalfa


Lamborn


Lance


Langevin


Larson (CT)


Latta


Lewis (MN)


Lipinski


LoBiondo


Loudermilk


Love


Lucas


Luetkemeyer


Lynch


MacArthur


Marchant


Marino


Marshall


Massie


Mast


McCarthy


McCaul


McClintock


McHenry


McKinley


Ros-Lehtinen


Roskam


Ross


Rothfus


Rouzer


Royce (CA)


Ruppersberger


Russell


Rutherford


Sanford


Schweikert


Scott, Austin


Sensenbrenner


Sessions


Shimkus


Shuster


Simpson


Sinema


Smith (MO)


Smith (NE)


Smith (NJ)


Smith (TX)


Smucker


Speier


Stefanik


Stewart


Swalwell (CA)


Taylor


Tenney


Thompson (PA)


Thornberry


Tiberi


Tipton


Trott


Turner


Upton


Valadao


Wagner


Walberg


Walden


Walker


Walorski


Walters, Mimi


Weber (TX)


Webster (FL)


Wenstrup


Westerman
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Ruppersberger








Fleischmann


Flores


Fortenberry


Foxx


Franks (AZ)


Frelinghuysen


Gaetz


Gallagher


Garrett


Gianforte


Gibbs


McMorris Rodgers


McSally


Meadows


Meehan


Messer


Mitchell


Moolenaar


Mooney (WV)


Mullin


Murphy (FL)


Murphy (PA)


Williams


Wilson (SC)


Wittman


Womack


Woodall


Yoder


Yoho


Young (AK)


Young (IA)


Zeldin


---- NOES 167 ---


Adams


Aguilar


Amash


Barragán


Bass


Beatty


Bera


Beyer


Bishop (GA)


Blumenauer


Blunt Rochester


Bonamici


Boyle, Brendan F.


Brady (PA)


Brown (MD)


Brownley (CA)


Bustos


Butterfield


Capuano


Carbajal


Cárdenas


Carson (IN)


Castor (FL)


Castro (TX)


Chu, Judy


Cicilline


Clark (MA)


Clarke (NY)


Clay


Cleaver


Clyburn


Cohen


Gabbard


Gallego


Garamendi


Gonzalez (TX)


Green, Al


Green, Gene


Grijalva


Gutiérrez


Hanabusa


Hastings


Heck


Himes


Hoyer


Huffman


Jackson Lee


Jayapal


Jeffries


Johnson (GA)


Johnson, E. B.


Kaptur


Kelly (IL)


Kennedy


Khanna


Kihuen


Kildee


Kilmer


Krishnamoorthi


Larsen (WA)


Lawrence


Lawson (FL)


Lee


Levin


Panetta


Pascrell


Payne


Pelosi


Perlmutter


Peters


Pingree


Pocan


Polis


Price (NC)


Quigley


Raskin


Rice (NY)


Richmond


Rosen


Roybal-Allard


Ruiz


Rush


Ryan (OH)


Sánchez


Sarbanes


Schakowsky


Schiff


Schneider


Schrader


Scott (VA)


Scott, David


Serrano


Sewell (AL)


Shea-Porter


Sherman


Sires
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Brown (MD)
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Highlight

Hoyer




Chuck

Highlight

Sarbanes
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Highlight

Raskin
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The only Republican to oppose Kate's Law is Justin Amash of Michigan








Connolly


Conyers


Correa


Costa


Crowley


Davis (CA)


Davis, Danny


DeGette


Delaney


DeLauro


DelBene


DeSaulnier


Deutch


Dingell


Doggett


Doyle, Michael F.


Ellison


Engel


Eshoo


Espaillat


Evans


Foster


Frankel (FL)


Fudge


Lewis (GA)


Lieu, Ted


Loebsack


Lofgren


Lowenthal


Lowey


Lujan Grisham, M.


Luján, Ben Ray


Maloney, Carolyn B.


Maloney, Sean


Matsui


McCollum


McGovern


McNerney


Meeks


Meng


Moore


Moulton


Nadler


Neal


Nolan


Norcross


O'Rourke


Pallone


Slaughter


Smith (WA)


Soto


Suozzi


Takano


Thompson (CA)


Thompson (MS)


Titus


Tonko


Torres


Tsongas


Vargas


Veasey


Vela


Velázquez


Visclosky


Walz


Wasserman Schultz


Waters, Maxine


Watson Coleman


Welch


Wilson (FL)


Yarmuth


---- NOT VOTING 9 ---


Chaffetz


Cummings


Gosar


Long


McEachin


Napolitano


Nunes


Scalise


Stivers
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Delaney
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Highlight

Cummings
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