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Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
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Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Higgins 
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Honda 
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Johnson (GA) 
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Kaptur 
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Kildee 
Kissell 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 

Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
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Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey 
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McDermott 
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McNerney 
Meeks 
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Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Moran 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pastor (AZ) 
Pelosi 
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Peters 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
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Rangel 
Reyes 
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Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sherman 
Sires 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stark 
Thompson (CA) 
Tierney 
Tonko 
Van Hollen 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Woolsey 
Yarmuth 

NOES—245 

Adams 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Altmire 
Amodei 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Benishek 
Berg 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boren 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brooks 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Buerkle 
Camp 
Campbell 
Canseco 
Cantor 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Critz 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
DeLauro 
Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Engel 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Flake 
Fleischmann 

Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayworth 
Heck 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Holden 
Huelskamp 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Jordan 
Kelly 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Landry 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 

Lungren, Daniel 
E. 

Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marino 
Matheson 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meehan 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (PA) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Quayle 
Rahall 
Reed 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Richardson 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross (AR) 
Ross (FL) 
Royce 
Runyan 

Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott (SC) 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Sewell 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 

Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stearns 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Terry 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Towns 
Turner (NY) 
Turner (OH) 

Upton 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden 
Webster 
West 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—47 

Ackerman 
Alexander 
Baca 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Cardoza 
Carter 
Chaffetz 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Costa 
Doyle 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellison 

Fortenberry 
Gallegly 
Granger 
Guinta 
Heinrich 
Herger 
Huizenga (MI) 
Johnson, Sam 
Kind 
LaTourette 
Lewis (CA) 
Mack 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCollum 
McKeon 
Miller, Gary 

Moore 
Neal 
Pascrell 
Paul 
Rothman (NJ) 
Schilling 
Scott, David 
Shuler 
Slaughter 
Tsongas 
Velázquez 
Walsh (IL) 
Walz (MN) 
Waters 
Young (FL) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 

There is 1 minute remaining. 
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So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Madam Chair, I was un-
avoidably detained and missed rollcall vote 
Nos. 306, 307, 308, 309, 310, 311, 312, 313 
and 314. Had I been present, I would have 
voted ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall vote Nos. 308, 312, 
and 313. Had I been present, I would have 
voted ‘‘no’’ on rollcall vote Nos. 306, 307, 309, 
310, 311 and 314. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Madam 
Chair, I move that the Committee do 
now rise. 

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

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. TUR-
NER of New York) having assumed the 
chair, Mrs. CAPITO, Acting Chair of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, reported that that 
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill (H.R. 5325) making appro-
priations for energy and water develop-
ment and related agencies for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2013, and for 
other purposes, had come to no resolu-
tion thereon. 

f 

b 1240 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

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

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Virginia, the ma-
jority leader, for the purposes of in-
quiring about the schedule for the 
week to come. 

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman 
from Maryland, the Democratic whip, 
for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, on Monday the House is 
not in session. On Tuesday the House 

will meet at noon for morning-hour 
and 2 p.m. for legislative business. 
Votes will be postponed until 6:30 p.m. 
On Wednesday and Thursday, the 
House will meet at 10 a.m. for morning- 
hour and noon for legislative business. 
On Friday, the House will meet at 9 
a.m. for legislative business. The last 
votes of the week are expected no later 
than 3 p.m. 

Mr. Speaker, the House will consider 
a number of bills under suspension of 
the rules, a complete list of which will 
be announced by the close of business 
today. I expect the majority of these 
bills to come from the Natural Re-
sources Committee, and I want to 
thank Chairman DOC HASTINGS and his 
staff for their tireless work in assisting 
Members on both sides of the aisle with 
their bills to responsibly remove Fed-
eral red tape that stands in the way of 
local economic development. 

Members are also advised that the 
House will resume consideration of 
H.R. 5325, the Energy and Water Devel-
opment Appropriations Act, on Tues-
day, our first day back next week. 
Those wishing to offer amendments to 
the bill should be prepared to do so as 
soon as they return to Washington. 

The House may also consider two ad-
ditional appropriations bills next week: 
H.R. 5855, the Department of Homeland 
Security Appropriations Act, sponsored 
by Representative ROBERT ADERHOLT; 
and H.R. 5882, the Legislative Branch 
Appropriations Act, sponsored by Rep-
resentative ANDER CRENSHAW. Chair-
man HAL ROGERS and the entire Appro-
priations Committee on both sides of 
the aisle should be congratulated for 
helping to restore the open process of 
allocating and prioritizing the Nation’s 
spending. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the House will 
consider H.R. 436, the Protect Medical 
Innovation Act, a very important bill 
for jobs and innovation in the medical 
device industry, that Representative 
ERIK PAULSEN is sponsoring. The Paul-
sen bill will be combined with H.R. 
5842, the Restoring Access to Medica-
tion Act, sponsored by Representative 
LYNN JENKINS, and H.R. 1004, the Med-
ical FSA Improvement Act, sponsored 
by Representative CHARLES BOUSTANY. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for that information, and I want to 
make the comment that the gentleman 
correctly congratulated the appropria-
tions leadership on his side of the aisle. 

I also want to observe that on our 
side of the aisle there has been co-
operation, and there’s not been an ef-
fort to either delay or dissemble. That 
is why this process works. That’s the 
way it should work. It hasn’t always 
been that way, as the gentleman 
knows, but I’m pleased that it is work-
ing. I think that’s best for our institu-
tion, and I think it’s best for the coun-
try. So I’m pleased at that, as well. 

I tell my friend—and he knows this— 
according to the schedule I have, the 
House is scheduled to be in session a 
total of 28 days until the August break 
and 41 days from now until November. 
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Of the 41 days available, 10 are 6:30 days 
in which we come in for an abbreviated 
evening session which usually takes a 
half hour to an hour to conclude after 
afternoon debate on suspension bills. 

With the limited time we have avail-
able, Mr. Leader, I am very concerned, 
as the gentleman knows, of the ex-
traordinarily large number of very big 
fiscal questions that will be coming to 
roost at the end of this year. My view 
is that we need to address those. Hope-
fully, we will address them in a bipar-
tisan way. If we do not address them, 
we will put the economy at continuing 
risk. 

The Bush tax cuts, as you know, ex-
pire as of December 31. The payroll tax 
cut expires December 31. The sustain-
able growth rate—which we affection-
ately refer to as the doc fix—the alter-
native minimum tax, and the debt 
limit all come to bear at the end of the 
year. 

In addition to that, the sequester— 
which I think all of us believe is not 
the appropriate way to go, but is the 
way we set up to force us to take ac-
tion on a comprehensive, big, bold, bal-
anced plan. Unfortunately, the super-
committee was unable to reach agree-
ment on that. 

I wanted to say to my friend, the ma-
jority leader, I would hope that you 
would be urging all of us and I would 
join with you in that effort in urging 
all of us to be ready to make some 
tough decisions, but decisions which 
need to be made in order to stabilize 
our economy and stabilize the fiscal 
posture of the United States. I am 
hopeful that we can reach a credible 
and sustainable fiscal path for our 
country. 

b 1250 
The only way we are going to do that 

is if we work together in a bipartisan 
fashion. The gentleman and I were very 
successful in working on the Export- 
Import Bank legislation in a bipartisan 
fashion in which we got over 300 votes 
for on the House floor. The gentleman 
was unable to make the signing but it 
was signed this week, I think a very 
positive step forward. I appreciated the 
gentleman’s work on that piece of leg-
islation. 

I would like to urge the gentleman 
that because of the extraordinarily 
short number of days that we have left 
to meet, to focus on what I think is 
going to be what some people call a fis-
cal train wreck, some people call it a 
fiscal perfect storm, some people call it 
a fiscal perfect cliff. Whatever you call 
it, it clearly will have a great impact 
on not only the confidence that Ameri-
cans have in this body and the Senate 
to work and to make effective plans for 
meeting that challenge, but also for 
getting our country on a fiscally sus-
tainable path. I don’t know whether 
the gentleman has any comments on 
that. 

I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman. 
I agree with him that all of us should 

be very focused on the months ahead as 

we approach the date at which this 
country will, by operation of law, expe-
rience the largest tax increase in its 
history, that sequester will be imposed, 
that we perhaps will face another debt 
ceiling vote as well as many of the 
items the gentleman mentioned. I 
think all of us understand the gravity 
of those issues. 

Mr. Speaker, I think we have also 
seen in operation around here, together 
with the White House, the difficulties 
that the two sides have had coming to-
gether on two very important issues 
that run throughout all of the matters 
that the gentleman mentioned, and 
those two issues are health care and 
taxes. 

As the gentleman knows, we have put 
forward a solution to the health care 
entitlement issue, which is the dis-
proportionate cause of the unfunded li-
abilities of the Federal budget. The 
gentleman, the President, and his 
party have rejected our solution that 
has been validated by the Congres-
sional Budget Office as an actual fix to 
the deficit. 

To date we have not seen any coun-
terproposal with the gentleman, his 
party, or the President coming to the 
table saying here’s how we would fix it. 
All we continue to hear, Mr. Speaker, 
is we need to raise taxes, and we need 
to raise more taxes on people who have 
been successful. 

The gentleman knows that those are 
the two issues, the taxes and the health 
care fix, that we’ve just had real dif-
ficulty in trying to come together. I 
would say to the gentleman we remain 
ready to work with him and his col-
leagues on that other side of the aisle 
to try and produce a result for the 
American people so we can re-inject 
some certainty back into the minds of 
the American people that the economy 
is going to get better. 

Again, we tried to focus on issues 
having to do with growth in the private 
sector. How do we speak to that small 
businessman or -woman who’s having 
difficulty now assessing what his or her 
taxes are going to be? How do we speak 
to that working mother there when she 
questions whether her health care will 
still be available given the uncertainty 
around the Obama health care bill? 

These are the kinds of things we are 
trying to work together on. So many 
other things elude us because the gulf 
is so wide philosophically in dealing 
with taxes and health care. 

Mr. Speaker, we remain ready to 
work with the gentleman. We share the 
concern about what lies ahead. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman. I 
was not trying to make political points 
or rhetoric in raising the issues that I 
did. I frankly think that it doesn’t get 
us very far, I would suggest to the ma-
jority leader, and we need to get some-
place. America expects us to get some-
place. 

Many of your members have indi-
cated that revenues need to be on the 
table. The gentleman knows that every 
bipartisan commission that has dealt 

with this says revenues need to be on 
the table. The same entitlements need 
to be on the table. Neither are easy to 
deal with, but they must be dealt with 
if we’re going to be responsible stew-
ards of this Nation’s finances and this 
Nation’s future. 

Political rhetoric is not going to get 
us there. We all want to help small 
business, and we believe we have helped 
small business very substantially. 
Frankly, if you get into the analysis, 
small businesses did very well during 
the Clinton administration under poli-
cies that were in place at that point in 
time. 

That aside, we need to deal with this, 
and I think a number of members on 
your side have, in fact, indicated that 
they understand that everything needs 
to be on the table, and that is what I 
think as well. I think both sides have 
things that they don’t want to deal 
with, but Americans expect us to deal 
with tough things and make tough de-
cisions on behalf of them, on behalf of 
their children and on behalf of their 
families. 

On small business and economic 
growth, this leads me to the highway 
bill. We continue to be very concerned, 
Mr. Majority Leader, that we have not 
reached agreement on the highway bill. 
The Senate was able to reach an over-
whelmingly bipartisan agreement on 
the highway bill, which is a jobs bill. 

I was disappointed, and I hope the 
gentleman was disappointed at the jobs 
numbers that came out today: 82,000 in 
the private sector, lost 13,000 in the 
public sector, net: 69,000 jobs. That 
does not get us to where we want to be 
after losing millions and millions of 
jobs in the previous administration and 
losing a substantial number of jobs in 
the administration before. Over the 
last 26 months, we have grown 4 mil-
lion jobs, but the hole was very deep, 
and we’re not out of it. If you don’t 
have a job, you know we’re not out of 
it. I would hope that we could at least, 
with certainly our side believing, that 
the highway bill is a jobs bill. 

Ray LaHood, as I pointed out in the 
past, a former leader in your party and 
chairman of a subcommittee in the Ap-
propriations Committee, says that it’s 
a jobs bill but unfortunately concludes 
that bill is not passing, he believes, for 
largely political reasons. I hope that’s 
not the case and don’t assert it to be 
the case. 

Do you have any idea what kind of 
progress we’re making on the highway 
bill so that bill can come to the floor 
before the June 30 expiration of the 
highway authorization? 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I would 

say to the gentleman, as he knows, the 
House has passed its bill, the Senate 
has passed theirs, conferees have been 
appointed, and obviously we’re very 
mindful, as you see, of the expiration 
of the current authorizing language 
and law. We are prepared to make sure 
that there is no stoppage of transpor-
tation programming and funding, all 
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the while desiring a much longer term 
solution to the problem. 

I think the problem remains, as the 
gentleman knows, just not enough 
money to address all the things that 
the country is experiencing in terms of 
the needs for roads and infrastructure 
repair, as well as the needed expansion. 
As the gentleman knows, we all are 
mindful of the limited resources that 
are available to address these needs. 

Just trying to prioritize, I am hope-
ful that the conference committee can 
come to a solution prior to the expira-
tion of the authorizing language in 
place right now. Again, we are very 
mindful. We don’t want to allow for 
shutdown of any program at the end of 
this month. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman. 
I appreciate his observation. Clearly 

we don’t want to have the authority for 
the highway bill to expire without ac-
tion, but I will reiterate my offer to 
my friend, the majority leader, and say 
that given the bipartisan, the over-
whelming bipartisan, support of the 
bill that came from the other party, 
that if we brought that bill to the 
floor, I would tell the gentleman that 
we will have the overwhelming, per-
haps unanimous support, which would 
be 190 votes on our side of the aisle for 
that bill because we believe it is a jobs 
bill. We believe it will grow the econ-
omy, it will put people back to work. 

It will give confidence to the Amer-
ican people, as we did with the Export- 
Import Bank in my view, give con-
fidence to the American people that we 
can come together and move forward 
through reaching agreement. 

b 1300 

Obviously, the Senate was able to do 
that. And they did it overwhelmingly, 
with over half of the Republican caucus 
voting for it in the Senate and three- 
quarters of the Senate voting for it. 

I would say to my friend, I think that 
would be a real shot in the arm for the 
economy. And I agree with the gen-
tleman, certainty is important. Con-
fidence building is important. And if 
we did that, in my view, and if you 
could bring half of your caucus to that 
vote, we would pass that bill over-
whelmingly. And I think it would be a 
very positive step for the economy, 
very positive step for the confidence of 
the American people and our economy 
and put people back to work. 

I don’t know whether the gentleman 
wants to comment on that further, but 
if he does, I will yield to him. 

Mr. CANTOR. Thank you. 
Mr. Speaker, I say to the gentleman 

I have no further comment. 
Mr. HOYER. Lastly, if I might, the 

student loan interest rate, as you 
know, will go up at the end of this 
month from 3.4 to 6.8 percent. That will 
add substantially additional cost to lit-
erally millions of students, some thou-
sand dollars of additional cost to most 
students at a time when we want to 
make higher education, so necessary 
for success in our country, available to 

as many people as we possibly can so 
we can be competitive worldwide and, 
from our perspective further, a Make it 
in America agenda of growing our 
economy and getting jobs for our peo-
ple. 

I know that there was opposition to 
that reduction when it was originally 
on the floor in 2007. I know there was 
some opposition to it earlier this year. 
But I also know that I think both you 
and the Speaker have indicated now 
that they support that. We passed leg-
islation on this floor which brought 
that down when there was, obviously, 
very substantial disagreement and con-
troversy with reference to the funding 
source, given the preventive health 
fund that was used to fund the student 
aid. 

Can the gentleman tell me whether 
or not he believes there’s a possibility 
for us to reach agreement on how to do 
this? I know the Speaker said this was 
a ‘‘phony’’ fight, but it is a real fight 
and it will have real consequences if we 
don’t resolve our differences. Can the 
gentleman comment on what he be-
lieves to be the possibility of reaching 
agreement with the Senate on the stu-
dent loan bill? 

Mr. CANTOR. I would say to the gen-
tleman that the Speaker and I, to-
gether with the Republican leader and 
whip in the Senate, have sent a letter 
to the President—perhaps the gen-
tleman has seen it—suggesting a way 
forward on the issue of student loans so 
that there will not be an expiration of 
the subsidy provided to students. 

We suggested two options to allow 
for the continuation of the lower rates 
for students to be paid for by provi-
sions which the President has sug-
gested that he would agree to. The two 
options are to limit the length of in- 
school interest subsidy and the other is 
to revise the Medicaid provider tax 
threshold and to phase it down so that 
we can actually achieve some savings 
so that we can allow for the continu-
ation of the subsidized rates for stu-
dents who are struggling on their tui-
tion bills. 

These are two options that we sug-
gest. They are bipartisan in nature. 
There shouldn’t be any reason why we 
couldn’t get this done prior to the expi-
ration of the current law. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman. 
Just for his information, I would be a 

very strong opponent of your first op-
tion, which continues to want to re-
duce the take-home pay of Federal em-
ployees. Federal employees, under the 
plans that you have passed through 
this House, will have already been 
asked to pay $105 billion in reduction 
in pay and benefits over 10 years. 
That’s $10 billion per year you’re sug-
gesting that our employees have their 
net take-home pay reduced. 

In addition, the additional proposal 
in your reconciliation bill would add 
another $78 billion to that, $183 billion 
in total, or $18.3 billion per year reduc-
tion in pay and benefits for Federal 
employees. The gentleman, in his 

State, has a lot of those Federal em-
ployees. They happen to be civilian em-
ployees. 

I know the gentleman supported the 
pay raise for the military personnel, 
which I supported as well. The gen-
tleman is aware that largely, through 
my tenure in the Congress, we’ve treat-
ed our civilian employees and our mili-
tary employees with parity. I would 
hope that the gentleman would not 
think of continuing to go to the Fed-
eral employee, as we go to no other em-
ployees, and the gentleman is not in-
terested in asking anybody else to par-
ticipate more in paying for this in 
terms of revenues. But your side has 
been continuing to propose reducing 
the pay and benefits of the Federal em-
ployees. 

My view is, and I have said this pub-
licly, that if we can reach a big, bold, 
balanced deal and it’s balanced—but 
just going to one pocket, one group of 
people, who studies show, depending 
upon the level you’re working at, many 
are not paid comparably to their pri-
vate sector, some others are, is not a 
fair, balanced way to proceed. I would 
hope that that option would be not on 
the table. I know the administration 
put it on the table for a larger deal, but 
I’m going to urge that that not be an 
option. 

I know that I have talked to some of 
your side from your State who believe 
that’s not an option that ought to be 
pursued. As a matter of fact, one of 
them voted against the MilCon bill 
yesterday because of a provision deal-
ing with further reducing the net take- 
home pay for Federal employees. 

So I would hope that would not be an 
option, and I would hope that we can 
reach an option so we can contain the 
cost of college for young people, be-
cause that’s not only good for them, 
it’s good for the competitive stature of 
the United States of America. 

With respect to the reconciliation 
bill that you mentioned, you men-
tioned the fact that you were dealing 
with the deficit. In fact, as the gen-
tleman knows, in terms of your health 
care provisions, they do not, within the 
next 20 years, get the Federal budget to 
balance in the Ryan budget. So al-
though you deal with that in some re-
spects, it doesn’t get us to balance and 
therefore does not, in my opinion, give 
the confidence and certainty that the 
American economy needs and that 
American citizens need. 

I want to ask the gentleman, lastly, 
if he expects all 12 appropriations 
bills—I know we’re going to do Energy 
and Water; we’ve now already done two 
of our bills—whether or not he expects 
all 12 appropriations bills to be on the 
floor, considered, and completed prior 
to the August break. 

Mr. CANTOR. If I could, Mr. Speaker, 
just point the gentleman’s attention 
back to the student loan issue. 

I specifically did not offer up the op-
tion of the Federal employee pay-for 
because I do know that we have a dif-
ference on that. So the gentleman ex-
plained the differences. We understand 
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that. That’s why we’re trying to avoid 
differences and come together where 
we can agree, which is why I discussed 
the two other provisions which are bi-
partisan in nature and that the Presi-
dent has said he supports, which could, 
in a responsible fashion, allow us to 
continue the lower rates. 

Mr. HOYER. I don’t want to inter-
rupt, other than to clarify. 

As I understand the two options, one 
was the option of making additional— 
in the letter I read. Maybe I’m incor-
rect. If you can correct me. 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, there 
were two options: One was the Federal 
employee pay-for in and of itself, the 
reductions in the size of the Federal 
Government, would have taken care of 
the pay-for, if you will, for the student 
loan issue. The other option was com-
posed of two different provisions, both 
of which are bipartisan in nature and 
the President says he supports. One of 
those is to limit the length of in-school 
interest subsidies; the other was to re-
vise the Medicaid provider tax thresh-
old. It was those two components that 
comprise option two. That is my point. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for his clarification. 

Mr. CANTOR. I’m not quite sure 
about the note he made about our 
budget not balancing within the budget 
window. I would say to the gentleman, 
we understand that, but it is a plan 
that we could adopt that would provide 
a blueprint for getting us back on 
track as far as managing down the debt 
and deficit. And my point originally 
was, Mr. Speaker, there’s been no such 
plan, there’s been no such proffer from 
the President or the gentleman’s side 
of the aisle. 

b 1310 

So in order for us to move forward, 
we need participation from both sides. 
We can’t just have one side providing a 
solution without the ability to get that 
solution put into place because the 
gentleman’s party is in control in the 
other body and in the White House. So 
how do we go about trying to find com-
monality if there is no proffer of solu-
tion? That was my point, Mr. Speaker. 
And there has been no solution, bal-
anced or not, provided by the other 
side. 

And I would say lastly to the gentle-
man’s inquiry about the appropriations 
process, we certainly maintain the po-
sition we’d like to see all of our bills 
brought to the floor through regular 
order, consistent with the Speaker’s 
policy of an open debate that we have 
seen thus far in the appropriations 
bills. We had a successful completion 
yesterday, and we are continuing in 
the Energy and Water appropriations 
measure today and as we come back 
next week. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for that information, and I want to say 
to the gentleman that I disagree that 
there is no plan. Mr. VAN HOLLEN, the 
ranking member of the Budget Com-
mittee, did in fact have a plan, pre-

sented that plan, and it was voted on 
on the floor of the House. It did not 
prevail, but that is a plan which, frank-
ly, was a more balanced plan from our 
perspective. Obviously, the House did 
not agree with that. But it is a more 
balanced plan that would have reached 
balance in fact more quickly, I believe, 
than the Ryan plan. 

So we do have a plan. We presented 
that plan. We offered it on the House 
floor. I voted for that plan. The over-
whelming majority of the party on this 
side of the aisle voted for that plan. So 
there is a plan, so I think the gen-
tleman is not correct in saying that we 
haven’t offered a plan. We have; the 
plan has not passed, the gentleman is 
absolutely correct on that. The Senate 
and the House have not agreed on a 
plan. I’m not sure that they will be 
able to agree on a plan. I think that’s 
unfortunate, but perhaps we can agree 
on the appropriations bills. 

We are hopeful that the appropria-
tions bills will be agreed upon con-
sistent with the agreement that we 
thought we had at the funding levels of 
$1.047 trillion for discretionary spend-
ing. The bills that have been offered 
are closer to that number than I think 
we will find as later bills come, we 
don’t know that, but that is the specu-
lation. The Senate has agreed that we 
ought to mark up to that figure, but we 
haven’t marked up to that figure in the 
appropriations bills. But if we com-
plete the appropriations bills, as the 
gentleman says he wants to do, I think 
it would be good to do. 

Is it the gentleman’s perspective that 
we will mark to $1.047 trillion or $1.028 
trillion? That’s a $19 billion difference, 
a substantial difference, we understand 
that. In the Senate, the Republicans 
and Democrats have agreed to mark to 
the higher number. Can the gentleman 
comment on whether or not at the end 
of the day we’ll be able to get agree-
ment on the agreement that we 
thought we had in the Budget Control 
Act? 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I would 
just say to the gentleman, he and I 
have discussed this before in these col-
loquies, and I would suggest turning 
attention to a Senate that hasn’t even 
begun considering its appropriations 
bills, to suggest that we would come to 
an agreement with the Senate, I think, 
you know, the Senate has got to really 
start to do its work as far as the appro-
priations process is concerned. 

I yield back. 
Mr. HOYER. I don’t have a rebuttal 

to that, so I will yield back my time. 
f 

ADJOURNMENT TO TUESDAY, 
JUNE 5, 2012 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at noon on Tuesday next for 
morning-hour debate and 2 p.m. for leg-
islative business. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

HONORING KANSAS STATE 
REPRESENTATIVE BOB BETHELL 

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

Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
honor the life of a true public servant 
from the great State of Kansas. Kansas 
State Representative Bob Bethell rep-
resented the 113th District in the State 
House and hailed from Alden, Kansas, 
not too far from the farm where I grew 
up. Representative Bethell served the 
people of Kansas in the State House for 
14 years and was a staunch advocate for 
education, health, and long-term care. 
His distinguished career includes serv-
ing as mayor of Alden, as a pastor in 
his community, a school principal, and 
a director of college admissions. Addi-
tionally, Bob was a private business 
owner, operating long-term health care 
facilities. 

I was saddened to learn of the tragic 
car accident State Representative Bob 
Bethell suffered while driving home 
from the Kansas legislature recently 
on Sunday, May 20. I served with Bob 
for 8 years in the Kansas House, and I 
always remembered him as a kind and 
caring man who never took himself too 
seriously—always wearing his trade-
mark Mickey Mouse ties. 

A true public servant. Bob, we’re 
going to miss you. 

f 

BRINGING FOCUS TO TICK-BORNE 
DISEASES 

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

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, over the 
last district work period, my colleague 
PAUL TONKO and I hosted a conference 
to bring focus to better prevention, 
testing, treatment, and insurance cov-
erage for victims of Lyme and associ-
ated tick-borne diseases. 

This conference was constituent-driv-
en. Over the past couple of years, I’ve 
heard from hundreds of constituents 
who were suffering from Lyme or who 
had family members of close friends 
suffering from this disease. Two of 
these constituents took the lead and 
organized this conference, Christina 
Fisk and Holly Ahern. They did a ter-
rific job. 

We had a dynamic keynote speaker, 
experts on the scope and the economic 
burden of Lyme, and a very encour-
aging presentation by Dr. Horowitz on 
a new approach for the diagnosis and 
treatment that identifies co-infections 
and other environmental hazards as 
the cause for chronic Lyme symptoms. 

This approach could potentially 
unite the medical community, pres-
ently divided over whether chronic 
Lyme exists. We also received briefings 
on supporting doctors who treat chron-
ic Lyme patients, protecting the blood 
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