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Sessions Sutton Walz
Sestak Tanner Wamp
Shea-Porter Taylor Wasserman
Sherman Teague Schultz
Shimkus Terry Waters
Shuler Thompson (CA) Watson
Shuster Thompson (MS)  att
Simpson Thompson (PA) Weiner
Sires Thornberry Welch
Skelton Tiahrt Westmoreland
Slaughter Tiberi
Smith (NE) Tierney Wexler
Smith (NJ) Titus Whitfield
Smith (WA) Tonko Wilson (OH)
Snyder Towns Wilson (SC)
Souder Tsongas Wittman
Space Turner Wolf
Speier Upton Wu
Spratt Van Hollen Yarmuth
Stark Velazquez Young (AK)
Stearns Visclosky Young (FL)
Stupak Walden
NOT VOTING—42

Barrett (SC) Garrett (NJ) Rangel
Barton (TX) Gonzalez Ros-Lehtinen
Berman Grijalva Roskam
Brown-Waite, Hoekstra Roybal-Allard

Ginny Honda Sanchez, Linda
Buyer Larson (CT) T.
Capuano Lee (CA) Sanchez, Loretta
Clarke Loebsack
Conaway Murphy (NY) Zgg:tk (og/;l)iy
Crowley Murphy, Patrick
Dayvis (IL) Murphy, Tim Sha}degg
Diaz-Balart, L.  Nadler (NY) Smith (TX)
Diaz-Balart, M.  Nunes Sullivan
Flake Payne Waxman
Gallegly Quigley Woolsey

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote.
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So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. TIM MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Madam
Speaker, on rollcall Nos. 826, 827, 829, 830,
and 831, | was unavoidably detained.

Had | been present | would have voted
“yea” on rollcall No. 826; “aye” on rollcall No.
827; “aye” on rollcall No. 829; “yea” on rolicall
No. 830; and “yea” on rollcall No. 831.

————
LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

(Mr. CANTOR asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. CANTOR. Madam Speaker, 1
yield to the gentleman from Maryland,
the majority leader, for the purpose of
announcing next week’s schedule.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Madam Speaker, on Monday the
House will meet at 12:30 p.m. for morn-
ing-hour debate and 2 p.m. for legisla-
tive business with votes postponed
until 6:30 p.m.

On Tuesday, the House will meet at 8
a.m. for morning-hour debate. The
House will then meet at 9 a.m. for leg-
islative business and recess imme-
diately. The House will reconvene at
approximately 10 a.m. in a joint meet-
ing with the Senate to receive Her Ex-
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cellency, Dr. Angela Merkel, Chan-
cellor of the Federal Republic of Ger-
many.

On Wednesday and Thursday, the
House will meet at 10 a.m. for legisla-
tive business.

On Friday, the House will meet at 9
a.m. for legislative business.

We will consider several bills under
suspension of the rules. The complete
list of suspension bills will be an-
nounced by the close of business to-
morrow.

In addition, Madam Speaker, we will
consider the Expedited Card Reform for
Consumer Act of 2009; H.R. 2868, the
Chemical Facility Antiterrorism Act of
2009; and H.R. 3962, Affordable Health
Care for America Act.

Mr. CANTOR. Madam Speaker, I
would like to ask the gentleman if he
can give us any indication about the
days on which we could expect these
particular bills to be debated and voted
upon on the House floor.

Mr. HOYER. I would expect the cred-
it card bill to be considered as early as
Wednesday; the Chemical Facility
Antiterrorism Act to be considered as
early as Wednesday or Thursday; and
the Affordable Health Care Act as early
as Thursday.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman
for that.

Madam Speaker, I would like to say
to the gentleman that I noticed that
this morning we Republicans, just like
the public, were not allowed to attend
the Speaker’s unveiling of the public
option bill.

I know that the gentleman here on
this House floor and I have always
talked about the mneed for trans-
parency, certainly at this particular
occasion, and at the press conference
the public nor any Republican was al-
lowed to attend.

I would note for the record, Madam
Speaker—I know the gentleman knows
this—that the steps of the Capitol are
and should be open to the public. I
would think, Madam Speaker, that in
the spirit of trying to work together,
when we have such a transformative
piece of domestic legislation, that if
there is a press conference for the pub-
lic on public grounds to discuss public
option, it should be open to all.

Madam Speaker, I just felt that the
gentleman would agree with me on
that. But I would like to at this point
turn to what the events of next week
will be.

Mr. HOYER. Will the gentleman
yield before we get to next week?

Mr. CANTOR. I yield.

Mr. HOYER. I am informed that Fox
News is talking a lot about this, but
the fact of the matter is it was open to
the public. There were public there, as
a matter of fact. If the gentleman’s
contention is somehow this was walled
off or there were people who were pro-
hibiting people from being there in at-
tendance at the rollout of America’s
health care bill, I was there. I saw no-
body turned away. I saw nobody pre-
cluded from attending.
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If the gentleman’s contention is that
every time he has a press conference he
calls me up or somebody else up and
says, By the way, I’'m having a press
conference, if you want to come by,
come by, I will check my phone records
and my e-mail and any other messages
that I have, but the gentleman and I
both know that doesn’t happen.

We have been considering this bill for
some period of time. I will go into that
a little later. But I think the gentle-
man’s contention that somehow he or
any other Republican was precluded
from being on the site at the foot of
the Capitol steps is incorrect, and I re-
ject it.

Mr. CANTOR. Madam Speaker—and I
don’t intend to belabor this point with
the gentleman—but I do know for a
fact that individuals were precluded
from entering. And I'm told that invi-
tations were issued with RSVPs, and if
you were not on the list of RSVPs, you
couldn’t enter. And I do know for a fact
that people were prohibited from doing
S0.

Again, Madam Speaker, I would say,
this is not just some ordinary press
conference. This was a press conference
held on the front steps of the Capitol.
This was a press conference, the sub-
ject of which was a piece of legislation
that portends to transform one-sixth of
this economy of this country and to
deal with the most personal issues of
health care universally applied to all
people.

So I do thank the gentleman for his
concern and his belief that it should
have been open, because I believe as
well.

Mr. HOYER. I believe, so we accu-
rately express it, that it was open.

Mr. CANTOR. Again, I don’t want to
belabor the point any further. I just po-
litely disagree with the gentleman,
having known, and the fact is there
were people stopped from entering.

With that, Madam Speaker, I would
turn to some inquiries that I have
about how we are going to proceed in
discussing this massive 1,990 pages of
legislation; how it is that if the gen-
tleman believes that we are going to be
taking it up as early as Thursday, then
could he tell us if the bill itself, in gen-
eral, does it resemble H.R. 3200?

Mr. HOYER. There are certainly, as I
think I indicated in the press, three
committees worked off that base. The
three committees, as you know, re-
ported somewhat different bills. Those
bills have been put together and there
are additions and subtractions from
that bill.

But I would say to the gentleman
that the overwhelming part of that
bill, as I have indicated, has been on-
line for over 3 months. There have been
literally thousands of town meetings
with reference to the substance of the
bill—not the specific bill that was just
put on the line at 10 a.m. this morning.
And now there are 8 million hits on the
Rules Committee Web site, downloads.
So Americans are doing what we indi-
cated we’d give them the opportunity
to do—and we wanted them to do.
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I'm sure you have, I don’t know
whether you personally have, but I'm
sure your side has downloaded it as
well. From that standpoint, the notice
that we promised to give is being
given. It is a massive bill. It is a very
consequential bill. We believe it’s a
very important bill for every Amer-
ican, every American family, every
American business, and for our coun-

try.
That bill is going to get and has been
getting, over the last, frankly, 8

months, where we have had a large
number of hearings, from 2007 to this
date, somewhere in the neighborhood
of 60 hearings. I'm not sure of that spe-
cific number. I had it, but I can’t recall
it right now. There were markups on
the bills, over 100 amendments pre-
sented in each committee and consid-
ered and voted upon.

So that this bill, as I said before in
the colloquy last week, has had more
discussion, more town meetings, has
been read more extensively than any
bill in the 29 years that I have been
here in the House of Representatives.

So again, I would reiterate to the
gentleman that this bill has received
extraordinary oversight, extraordinary
review, and extraordinary input from
the citizens of this country and, in-
deed, in the markups of three commit-
tees, input from the members of the
three committees.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman.

As the gentleman knows, Madam
Speaker, not every one of the Members
in this body serve on those three com-
mittees. From what I can gather of the
gentleman’s statement that if the dis-
cussion in the committees and the dis-
cussion in the town halls across this
country over the summer were indic-
ative of the discussions surrounding
this new bill, then perhaps I am to con-
clude that this bill is H.R. 3200, because
the point, Madam Speaker, is that this
is a new bill.

It was unveiled today, and, again, I
pointed out to the gentleman, Madam
Speaker, very troubling that it was un-
veiled in a closed press conference.
Somehow the majority felt and the
Speaker felt it necessary to block Re-
publicans and the public from that un-
veiling. Now we have a new bill, it is
over 1,900, nearly 2,000 pages long. We
do have a concern that we have ade-
quate time to look at this bill, to un-
derstand this bill, to debate this bill.

I would ask the gentleman how much
time for debate will be given on this
House floor of this 1,990-page bill?

I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Let me again express the fact that I
believe this bill has received the most
extensive consideration of any bill
since I have been in Congress, and that
hasn’t always happened.

The gentleman has been here for a
number of years, and he was here, I be-
lieve, on June 25, 2003. He recalls that
that was a bill which was the most
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massive change in Medicare in over a
quarter of a century. The gentleman
probably recalls that bill; the prescrip-
tion drug bill, referred to affection-
ately. I know the gentleman must
clearly remember how we considered
that bill. But just on the off chance he
doesn’t, let me remind him.

On June 25, 2003, a new version was
introduced and referred to committee.
Hear me. New bill, introduced, referred
to committee on June 25. On June 26,
at 6:20 a.m. in the morning, a rule for
martial law was considered by the
Rules Committee, with 3 hours of de-
bate and a Rangel substitute permitted
with 1 hour of debate. On June 26 at
6:556 p.m., debate began pursuant to
House Resolution 299. Then the House
proceeded with 3 hours of general de-
bate. On 6/27—6/27—at 2:32 a.m., there
was a b0-minute vote, and the bill
passed 216-215 after all of about 36
hours of exposure from introduction to
passage.

Now, that bill, of course, went to
conference, and it came back from con-
ference. Let me remind my friend
about the timing on the conference re-
port.

On 11/21/2003 at 1:17 a.m., the con-
ference report was filed. At 11/21/2003 at
3:41 a.m., 2 hours and approximately 20
minutes later, martial-law consider-
ation of conference report by the Rules
Committee. At 11/21, the same day,
2003, at 11:26 p.m.—now this started at
1:17 a.m. in the morning—at 11:26 p.m.,
it passed the House, the rule. Now, at
11:36 p.m., 10 minutes later—10 minutes
later—Mr. Thomas brought up the con-
ference report for consideration. At 11/
22, at 2:39 a.m., we began to vote. I am
sure you remember that vote. It took 3
hours.

Now, of course, we had had this under
consideration from the day before at
1:17 a.m. when the conference report
was reported back. This side of the
aisle won for 2 hours and 45 minutes
while you spent time changing votes on
your side of the aisle. You were ulti-
mately successful.

About 2 hours and 55 minutes into
that particular vote, the longest vote
which I have considered, and, frankly,
the longest time this was considered as
a piece of legislation, you changed the
votes. And it won, 211-222, at 11/22 at
5:50 a.m.

In other words, consideration of the
conference report was laid on the table
at 11/21/2003 for the Rules Committee
consideration, and by 11/22 at 5:50 a.m.,
about 30 hours later, it was passed.

I tell my friend in reviewing this,
this was an 800-page bill, by the way,
no extensive hearings on that bill. By
the way, when you had press con-
ferences regarding that bill, none of us
were invited. You know that and I
know that.

I would tell me friend with all due re-
spect, this saying that the Democrats
have rolled out a bill, we rolled out a
bill 4 months ago. We rolled out a bill
6 months ago. We rolled out hearings 8,
9 and 10 months ago.
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Your major piece of legislation, in 25
years the most significant amendment
to the Medicare Act that had passed to
that period of time, you passed with
less than 48 hours’ notice from the
Rules Committee consideration to the
passage. We have said we have had
months of consideration, months of de-
bate, months of transparency on the
Web. Now on the Web we are going to
give you, as I promised we would, at
least 72 hours notice to read that bill
and to have it considered on this floor.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman
for that history.

Mr. HOYER. I knew you would be in-
terested. That’s why I wanted to do it.

Mr. CANTOR. And the interpretation
of that history.

I asked a simple question, Madam
Speaker, of how long the debate will be
on this House floor of a bill that has
been just introduced, and, according to
the gentleman, maybe it’s not this bill
that’s just been introduced, maybe it is
H.R. 3200, because that’s what’s been
the discussion across this country up
until now. But, Madam Speaker, this is
a bill that is now being reported to be
presented at a cost of $2 million a
word, five times longer than the Torah,
longer than the well-known work of
War and Peace. That’s how long this
bill is.

It’s a new bill. I am simply asking
how much time can we expect to have
for debate on the floor of this trans-
formative piece of legislation that will
alter one-sixth of the country’s econ-
omy.

I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. HOYER. I would respond to him,
more time than we had to consider the
prescription drug bill, the major
amendment to the Medicare bill, and
by a factor of months and months and
months, more time to consider the sub-
stance of this bill.

I tell my friend again, and he knows
this well, we have had hearings on
health care reform from 2007 to this
day. We have had 81 hours of com-
mittee markup. We have had over 86
hours of hearings. We had over 203
hours of caucuses on our side. I pre-
sume you have had a similar time, I am
sure, paying attention to this bill that
has been available to you. It’s been 80
days from the time the House bill was
first introduced, of which this is obvi-
ously an offshoot.

The public has been able to view the
bill and extensive information about it
is online the entire time. It’s been 126
days since, as I said, the House discus-
sion draft was first made available on-
line. I think every one of us has had
ample opportunity to debate the bill
and offer amendments.

During the markup, 129 amendments
were offered by Republicans. You act
as if all of a sudden this is a brand-new
day. It may be a brand-new day tomor-
row, but the legislation has been under
consideration for a long time.

Have we made changes? We have. Are
those changes so major that your side
can’t consider them and analyze them
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over the next 72-plus hours? Because it
would be longer than 72 hours. I think
the answer to that is no. You certainly
have that capability and have been fo-
cusing on this very carefully. We prom-
ised the 72 hours on the bill and on any
manager’s amendment that might be
offered subsequently, and we are going
to do that.

So I tell my friend, I just don’t be-
lieve that it’s a fair criticism to say
that a bill that has been discussed,
analyzed, more public hearings than
any other bill, perhaps, certainly in my
career in this House, has somehow all
of a sudden come as a surprise to your
side of the aisle.

Mr. CANTOR. Madam Speaker, I
thank the gentleman.

I am just asking a simple question.
There is no criticism here. There is
plenty of that I know in this body. I am
asking a simple question, Madam
Speaker. How long are we going to be
allowed for debate on this floor on this
bill?

Mr. HOYER. And what I said was
that the Rules Committee has not met
yet. But I think clearly there will be
more debate, as there has been an ex-
traordinary amount of debate on this
bill up to this time. There will be more
debate than we had available to us
with respect the massive amendment
and legislation that you offered with
reference to Medicare. I believe that
there will be sufficient time made
available over the consideration of this
bill for both sides to make their case.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman.

As I am not, Madam Speaker, being
too successful in eliciting a response
that is definitive, I would ask the gen-
tleman, when we are considering this
bill that is not affecting one program
like Medicare, like he referred to in
2003 in part D, while we are considering
a bill that is dealing with one-sixth of
our economy, every aspect of health
care in America comes under this bill.

What is it that the majority leader
has in mind in terms of the ability for
all Members of this body to represent
their constituents, to offer amend-
ments, to have their voices heard on
this floor? If the gentleman could
please enlighten me and our colleagues
as to what the amendment process will
be on this bill.

I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. HOYER. I know the gentleman
wants to somehow diminish that little
tiny bill of some 800 or 900 pages that
amended Medicare and created pre-
scription drug, and I don’t know wheth-
er he recalls how many amendments
our side was given. I would yield to
him if he recalls, but if he doesn’t re-
call, the answer is zero.

Why? Because you had considered
that bill a long time; your proposition
was that we had all had an opportunity
to discuss it, albeit one-tenth of one
one-hundredth of the time that this
piece of legislation has been under con-
sideration, but there were no amend-
ments from this side allowed.
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But what we did have allowed was a
substitute. Now, I will tell my friend,
and I have said before, that your side
has told me you have a bill. Somebody
waved it around, as a matter of fact, on
national television. I presume that
hopefully you’re going to get that
scored. Hopefully you will give us 72
hours’ notice of that. And once we get
the score and the 72 hours’ notice of
your substitute, we will be glad to con-
sider it.

But I will tell the gentleman that we
expect the same 72 hours’ notice and
we expect it to be scored. And I will
help the gentleman facilitate the scor-
ing of your substitute.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman.

I would ask the gentleman if he could
be a little bit more specific about the
amendment deadline so our Members
can be adequately put on notice for
that.

I yield.

Mr. HOYER. Well, there is no amend-
ment deadline. The committee has not
requested amendments at this point in
time.

Mr. CANTOR. Madam Speaker, 1
would ask the gentleman, then, does
that mean there will be no amend-
ments allowed?

I yield.

Mr. HOYER. I just indicated to you
that you will recall that after you
brought this massive bill, I suggest,
you wanted to diminish 900 pages. Ours
is longer because it deals with a broad-
er subject, you’re correct, in giving
every American health care and includ-
ing, by the way, expanding protections
to senior citizens on the doughnut hole
that was incorporated in that bill.
There were no amendments offered,
and my presumption is your theory was
that it had been so carefully con-
structed that you didn’t want to have
amendments to that bill, but you did,
in fact, allow us a substitute and we of-
fered that substitute.

I would say to the gentleman, as I
have said before, that certainly I be-
lieve you ought to have, and we are
going to invite you to have, a sub-
stitute and introduce your alternative
that you have been talking about now
for some months. I hope that you have
submitted it to CBO for scoring, and we
would expect 72 hours’ notice of that
substitute before it’s brought to the
floor, as you expect us to give you 72
hours’ notice of our bill and of our
manager’s amendment.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman.

I would expect that he would inform
us of exactly when that vote will take
place in order for us to know when that
T2-hour period will be triggered as far
as our substitute, if the gentleman is
offering us a substitute, would be sub-
mitted in order to meet what he im-
poses as a deadline on us.

Madam Speaker, I would ask, though,
I still don’t understand about the pos-
ture of amendments. I know that there
are many Members in this House, in
fact, there may very well be close to a
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majority if not more than a majority
of Members in this House, who are in-
terested in amendments having to do
with the protection of life in this bill
on health care and the question of pro-
hibiting government funding of abor-
tion. And I would ask the gentleman
whether we are going to be given an op-
portunity to vote on that issue through
the amendment process.

I yield.

Mr. HOYER. I think that question
will be addressed.

Mr. CANTOR. I’'m sorry?

Mr. HOYER. I think that question
will be addressed. The answer is yes.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank you.

Madam Speaker, there is also the
issue of the conscience clause, as to
whether that will also be a subject of
an amendment to this bill, as many of
our Members, if not a majority, are in-
terested in that as well.

I yield.

Mr. HOYER. As the previous issue, 1
think that will be addressed. As a mat-
ter of fact, there is some reference to
it, as you know, in existing legislation
and existing law. We have not changed
that. And the answer is my presump-
tion is that will be considered—will be
addressed.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman.

I would just point out, I'm sure as he
knows, the law that perhaps he’s refer-
ring to is riders on appropriations bills,
and, as well, I think he is well aware
that courts have indicated if there is
silence on the issue of life and govern-
ment funding of abortion, that nec-
essarily goes against those who want
to see the prohibition of the govern-
ment funding of abortion, which is why
it is so important that this House take
up that issue.

I would ask the gentleman, though, if
the issues that I raised surrounding the
government funding of abortion will be
addressed, will those issues be ad-
dressed in the manager’s amendment
or will we expect to be able to address
those in an amendment?

I yield.

Mr. HOYER. I have not discussed spe-
cifically the Rules Committee’s plan
on that. I would repeat that it will be
addressed. Now, how it will be ad-
dressed, I don’t have an answer for you
specifically.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman,
and I thank him for taking note of our
concern on that issue.

Mr. HOYER. If the gentleman would
yield.

Mr. CANTOR. I yield.

Mr. HOYER. As you know, that con-
cern is shared on both sides of the
aisle.

Mr. CANTOR. That is correct, and I
appreciate the gentleman’s comments
there.

I would ask the gentleman, Madam
Speaker, about the question of the
manager’s amendment, when we can
expect that to be online and whether
the public will have 72 hours to view
that amendment prior to any vote.

I yield.
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Mr. HOYER. I think you sort of
asked the question and then I didn’t re-
spond to it as to when we may first
consider the bill itself; so let me back
up from there.

I expect the manager’s amendment to
be available on Monday, and I expect
there to be 72 hours for the body to
have notice of that as well as the gen-
eral public. I would expect, therefore,
the earliest votes to be no earlier than
Thursday, 72 hours after the manager’s
amendment is put online. So that may
be Thursday at some point in time, but
we will meet that 72-hour pledge that
we have made.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman.

Finally, on the issue of this massive
bill on health care that we are about to
debate next week, I would ask, Madam
Speaker, the gentleman whether we
can expect the doctor reimbursement
bill to be included in this bill or wheth-
er it will be coming as a separate bill
to the floor.

I yield.
Mr. HOYER. As the gentleman
knows, the so-called sustainable

growth rate, which as you referred cor-
rectly, as we all sort of refer to it as
the doc fix or compensation, as the
gentleman knows, the Senate tried to
pass a freestanding bill on the sustain-
able growth rate so that doctors do not
receive a 21 percent decrease on Janu-
ary 1 in their Medicare reimbursement
rates.

On our side of the aisle, we are
strongly in favor of making sure that
that cut does not occur. We think that
will not serve seniors in particular, be-
cause medical personnel will be unable
to serve with those compensation lev-
els. As a result, we very much expect
to have a sustainable growth rate bill
pass this House.

As the gentleman knows, we have
done that in years past, not related
necessarily to any other health reform
bill. It is an issue in and of itself that
relates to existing Medicare. The
health care reform bill deals with the
reform and the creation of a system of
affordable, accessible, quality health
care for all Americans. The sustainable
growth rate deals with the present sys-
tem. We have got to deal with it, and I
will tell the gentleman it’s my inten-
tion that we make sure that we bring
to the floor a sustainable growth rate.
We’ve been discussing it with the Sen-
ate because the Senate tried to do it
and was not successful in passing that.
We want to see success. It is absolutely
essential that we do that. Whether we
do health care reform or not, we will do
that. So I tell my friend that we are
going to have that probably, probably,
as a freestanding piece of legislation.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman.

I know that, as he discussed the Sen-
ate’s experience with that bill, obvi-
ously the question of a deficit is loom-
ing large surrounding that issue, and I
would note that, Madam Speaker.

But in closing——

Mr. HOYER. Will my friend yield on
that point?
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Mr. CANTOR. I yield.

Mr. HOYER. I thank my friend for
yielding, because I did not mention
that. We are and, as the gentleman
knows, I am very concerned about the
looming deficits that have been caused
by the very substantial economic
downturn and our necessity to respond
to that under the previous administra-
tion and under this administration. We
need to get a handle on that.

One of the things that we have
pledged in our budget to do is to make
sure that statutory PAYGO is put in
place which will be an extrinsic con-
straint, if you will, a statutory con-
straint on the spending, whether it’s
spending in terms of entitlement
spending, whether it’s in terms of reve-
nues or in terms of spending. Both have
an adverse impact on deficit. So it is
my expectation that when we deal with
either the sustainable growth rate, the
doc fix, or the estate tax or the AMT or
middle class income tax reduction, we
will include provisions for statutory
PAYGO to be sent with that legislation
to the Senate, as is consistent with the
budget that we passed and that the
Senate passed.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman.

And I know that he knows the re-
ported agreement on all of this ex-
cludes the doc fix as well as those other
items from being paid for, which is of
concern to him, I know, as well as
many of us when we’re considering this
health bill and then choose to leave out
a significant portion of government ex-
pense under Medicare in terms of reim-
bursing providers under the SGR.

Mr. HOYER. Will my friend yield?

Mr. CANTOR. I yield.

Mr. HOYER. Let me ask my friend,
just so I know as we move forward, if
we do not consider the health reform
bill, is the gentleman in favor of mov-
ing a reimbursement for doctors provi-
sion notwithstanding that?

Mr. CANTOR. I think the gentleman
knows that I, as well as most of my
colleagues, Madam Speaker, will be
supportive of trying to address the in-
equities that exist in the current SGR
formula, and he has my commitment
to want to work to try to fix and right
those inequities since the payment for-
mulas that have been established are
far from matching the realities of prac-
tice expense for our physicians.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
and look forward to his help.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman
for that.

In closing, Madam Speaker, after we
have had this discussion and the col-
loquy and the gentleman’s words as
well as mine for some time now, I
would just note for the gentleman as
well as our colleagues that 41 percent
of the American people, according to a
recent Gallup Poll, think the economy
should be our top priority while only 17
percent think that health care should
be Congress’s top priority.

In addition to that, Madam Speaker,
there was a poll out over the last sev-
eral weeks by a Democratic pollster,
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Jeff Garin, in which was cited that 81
percent of Americans do not think that
the majority, do not think the Demo-
crats are doing enough to address the
disappearing jobs in our economy.

So, Madam Speaker, I close with
that. I thank the gentleman very much
for his time.

Mr. HOYER. Before you close, will
you yield on that issue?

Mr. CANTOR. I yield.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Those were interesting polls. Did the
gentleman miss the portion of the poll
that reflected which party the Amer-
ican public trusted more to deal with
either one of those issues? I didn’t hear
you say it. I happened to have seen
those polls and happened to have seen
those numbers, and I just wondered if
the gentleman had seen those numbers.

Mr. CANTOR. In closing, Madam
Speaker, I would respond to the gen-
tleman just by saying I don’t think
neither he nor I are proud of what the
public views as the performance of this
body as a whole.

——

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY,
NOVEMBER 2, 2009

Mr. HOYER. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today, it adjourn to
meet at 12:30 p.m. on Monday next for
morning-hour debate, and further, that
when the House adjourns on that day,
it adjourn to meet at 8 a.m. on Tues-
day, November 3, 2009, for morning-
hour debate and 9 a.m. for legislative
business.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. PIN-
GREE of Maine). Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Maryland?

There was no objection.

AUTHORIZING THE SPEAKER TO
DECLARE A RECESS ON TUES-
DAY, NOVEMBER 3, 2009, FOR THE
PURPOSE OF RECEIVING 1IN
JOINT MEETING HER EXCEL-
LENCY ANGELA MERKEL, CHAN-
CELLOR OF THE FEDERAL RE-
PUBLIC OF GERMANY

Mr. HOYER. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that it may be in
order at any time on Tuesday, Novem-
ber 3, 2009, for the Speaker to declare a
recess, subject to the call of the Chair,
for the purpose of receiving in joint
meeting Her Excellency Angela
Merkel, Chancellor of the Federal Re-
public of Germany.

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

There was no objection.

——
O 1900
HIN1 VACCINATIONS

(Mr. STUPAK asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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