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Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act
The Supreme Court's decision to uphold the Affordablé Care Act ensures hard-working, middle
class families will get the security they deserve and protects every American from the worst
insurance company abuses. This law was also specifically designed to give States the resources and
flexibility they need to tailor their approach to their unique needs. With the uncertainty about the
Court's decision behind us, it's now time to focus on implementing this law in a smart and
non-bureaucratic way that works for the middle class.

Insurance companies no longer have unchecked power to cancel your policy, deny your child
coverage due to a pre-existing condition, or charge women more than men.

Over 86 million Americans have gained from coverage of preventive care free of charge, like
mammograms for women and wellness visits for seniors.

) YAY/NAY VOTES,
Fqual-Rights Amendment BY PARTY

THIS RESOLUTION HAS-A 0% CHANCE OF BEING ENACTED OR PASSED.

The following factors were considered:Fhe sponsor is a member of the minority party. (-10%); The resolution's title
starts with "Proposing an amendmentito the Constitution of the United." (-10%); Just 10% of all House joint-resotutions
in-2009-2010 were enacted or passed.

Carolyn Maloney: "I have introduced the-full 'start-over' ERA in each Congress since | arrived because the rights of
women deserve, to be constitutional, This Congress, | introduced H.J.RES 69 with over 155 original cospensors—This
would re-set the\ratifieation count at\zero and start the ratification process over-again. Tn addition to the 'start-over'
strategy, there is the "three-state' strategy, which would put the ERA-inour Constitution when an additional three states
ratify, which, when added to the original 35-states, add up to the nedessary 38 ratifications. However, some
Constitutional scholars believe that thisapproach would violate the Constitution and would likely be subject to a
challenge which would likely win in-eotrt and invalidate the entire ratification. Nevertheless, | support-beth-strategies and
believe in deing anything that will increase the chances that the ERAwill be included in{the Constitution. |
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H.R. 2059 June 13,2011 UNITED STATES
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Congressional actions for and about women
in the 111th and 112th congress

The "War on Women" describes the
legislative and rhetorical attacks on
women and women's rights taking
place across the nation. It includes a
wide-range of policy efforts designed
to place restrictions on women's
health care and erode protections for
women and their families. Examples
at the state and federal level have
included restricting contraception;
cutting off funding for Planned
Parenthood: state-mandated,
medically unnecessary ultrasounds;
abortion taxes; abortion waiting
periods; forcing women to tell their
employers why they want birth
control, and prohibiting insurance
companies from including abortion
coverage in their policies.

But is congress really waging a War
on Women?

S. 181

WOMEN'S RIGHTS

WOMEN'S EDUCATION

WOMEN'S HEALTH

CRIMES AGAINST WOMEN

WOMEN IN BUSINESS

Women make up 51% of the United
States population and are a powerful
voting bloc yet there are less than
100 women in the 112th Congress.
Of the 43 bills tracked here, only
37% were sponsored by a female
senator or representative.

This graphic reveals each law that
impacts women that has been
presented to the 11th and 112th
congresses. The status of each law, as
well as its description, sponsors and
roll call votes have been represented
here to quickly reveal the politics of
women in congress.

Lily Ledbetter fair pay act of 2009

The Lilly Ledbetter Fair Pay Act was a critical piece of legislation that corrected the impact of
a 2007 Supreme Court decision that sharply limited workers' opportunities to challenge wage
discrimination and undermined civil rights law that had been in place for decades.

The bill (H.R. 2831 & S. 1843) was defeated in April 2008 by Republicans in the Senate who
cited the possibility of frivolous lawsuits in their opposition of the bill and criticized Democrats
for refusing to allow compromises. The bill was re-introduced in the 111th Congress (as H.R.
11 and S. 181) in January 2009. It passed in the House of Representatives with 247 votes in
support and 171 against. The vote was split along party lines, with two Republicans voting in
favor and four Democrats voting against. The Senate voted 72 to 23 to invoke cloture on S.
181 on January 15, 2009.The Lilly Ledbetter Fair Pay Act passed the Senate, 61-36, on
January 22, 2009. Those in favor included every Democratic senator, two independents who

caucused with Democrats, and five Republican senators.

On January 29, 2009, Obama signed the bill into law. It was the first act he signed as
president, and it fulfilled his campaign pledge to nullify Ledbetter v. Goodyear.



