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So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, during rollcall 418
on final passage of H.R. 2218, the Coal Re-
siduals Reuse and Management Act of 2013,
| incorrectly recorded my vote as “no.” | in-
tended to vote “yes.”

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No.
415 on the Waxman amendment, | am not re-
corded. Had | been present, | would have
voted “no.”

Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 416 on the
Tonko amendment, | am not recorded. Had |
been present, | would have voted “no.”

Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 417 on the Mo-
tion to Recommit, | am not recorded. Had |
been present, | would have voted “no.”

Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 418 on final
passage of H.R. 2218, the Coal Residuals
Reuse and Management Act of 2013, | am not
recorded. Had | been present, | would have
voted “aye.”

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, | missed the fol-
lowing votes during this week:

On rolicall vote 375, on Passage of H.R.
1542, | would have voted “aye.”

On rollcall vote 376, on Passage of H. Con.
Res. 44, | would have voted “aye.”

On rollcall vote 377, on Ordering the Pre-
vious Question to H. Res. 312, | would have
voted “aye.”

On rollcall vote 378, on Agreeing to H. Res.
312, | would have voted “no.”

On rollcall vote 379, Gabbard amendment to
H.R. 2397, | would have voted “nay.”

On rolicall vote 380, Blumenauer amend-
ment to H.R. 2397, | would have voted “aye.”

On rollcall vote 381, Polis amendment to
H.R. 2397, | would have voted “aye.”

On rolicall vote 382, Blumenauer amend-
ment to H.R. 2397, | would have voted “aye.”

On rollcall vote 383, Nugent amendment to
H.R. 2397, | would have voted “nay.”

On rollcall vote 384, Nadler amendment to
H.R. 2397, | would have voted “aye.”

On rollcall vote 385, Moran amendment to
H.R. 2397, | would have voted “aye.”

On rollcall vote 386, Poe amendment to
H.R. 2397, | would have voted “aye.”

On rollcall vote 387, Walberg amendment to
H.R. 2397, | would have voted “aye.”

On rollcall vote 388, Cicilline amendment to
H.R. 2397, | would have voted “aye.”

On rollcall vote 389, Cohen amendment to
H.R. 2397, | would have voted “aye.”

On rollcall vote 390, Coffman amendment to
H.R. 2397, | would have voted “aye.”

On rollcall vote 391, Garamendi amendment
to H.R. 2397, | would have voted “aye.”

On rollcall vote 392, Fleming amendment to
H.R. 2397, | would have voted “nay.”

On rollcall vote 393, Rigell amendment to
H.R. 2397, | would have voted “aye.”
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On rolicall vote 394, Flores amendment to
H.R. 2397, | would have voted “nay.”

On rollcall vote 395, DeLauro amendment to
H.R. 2397, | would have voted “aye.”

On rollcall vote 396, Lee amendment to
H.R. 2397, | would have voted “aye.”

On rollcall vote 397, Quigley amendment to
H.R. 2397, | would have voted “aye.”

On rollcall vote 398, Denham amendment to
H.R. 2397, | would have voted “aye.”

On rolicall vote 415, on agreeing to the
Waxman amendment, | would have voted
“aye.”

On rollcall vote 416, on agreeing to the
Tonko amendment, | would have voted “aye.”

On rollcall vote 417, on Democratic Motion
to Recommit H.R. 2218, | would have voted
“aye.”

On rollcall vote 418, on Passage of H.R.
2218, | would have voted “no.”

———
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MEADOWS). Pursuant to clause 8 of rule
XX, the unfinished business is the
question on agreeing to the Speaker’s
approval of the Journal, which the
Chair will put de novo.

The question is on the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

———
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and to in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 2218.

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

There was no objection.

——————

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed without
amendment a bill of the House of the
following title:

H.R. 1092. An act to designate the air route
traffic control center located in Nashua, New
Hampshire, as the ‘‘Patricia Clark Boston
Air Route Traffic Control Center’’.

——
0O 1145
LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

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

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the majority leader, Mr. CANTOR of Vir-
ginia, for the purpose of inquiring as to
the schedule for the week to come.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the Demo-
cratic 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 post-
poned 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.
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On Friday, the House will meet at 9
a.m. for legislative business. 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
tomorrow.

Yesterday, Mr. Speaker, the Senate
acted on the student loan bill the
House passed last month, and I expect
the House to deal with it promptly
next week. In addition, I expect to con-
sider H.R. 2610, the Fiscal Year 2014
Transportation, Housing and Urban De-
velopment Appropriations Act, au-
thored by Representative ToM LATHAM.

Mr. Speaker, Members are advised
that the House will begin consideration
of this bill on Tuesday afternoon and
should be prepared to offer amend-
ments at the appropriate time in the
reading of the bill. Members are fur-
ther advised that the 6:30 p.m. vote se-
ries that day could be longer than nor-
mal.

For the remainder of the week, Mr.
Speaker, the House will consider a
number of bills to restrain a runaway
government and re-empower our citi-
zens. To stop government abuse and
protect the middle class, we will first
bring a number of bipartisan bills to
the floor under suspension of the rules
on Wednesday. Following that, we will
debate two bills pursuant to rules fo-
cusing again on stopping government
abuse and protecting the middle class.

The first, H.R. 367, the REINS Act,
sponsored by Representative ToODD
YOUNG, requires congressional approval
of regulations that cost over $100 mil-
lion. The second, H.R. 2009, the Keep
the IRS Off Your Health Care Act,
sponsored by Representative Tom
PRICE, prevents the IRS from imple-
menting any portion of ObamaCare.
When Federal bureaucrats abuse their
power and waste taxpayer dollars, lib-
erty is eroded, the economy is slowed,
and the rule of law betrayed.

I thank the gentleman.

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

I don’t see on the schedule, Mr.
Speaker, that we are going to a budget
conference. At least there’s no notice
from the majority leader of that fact.
Mr. Speaker, as you know, we are fac-
ing a number of critical deadlines. It
has now been 125 days since the House
passed a budget and 123 days since the
Senate passed a budget. On issue after
issue, our Republican colleagues, Mr.
Speaker, have passed bills and then re-
fused to negotiate. Mr. Speaker, it’s
past time for action. We should go to
conference and reach an agreement. I
would urge my friend, the majority
leader, Mr. Speaker, to go to con-
ference.

One of his colleagues, Mr. Speaker,
from Virginia said this: “I am proudly
on record about this. I believe we need
to go to conference,” speaking of the
budget. This Member went on to say,
“I have listened carefully to the argu-
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ment that we should not go to con-
ference, and frankly I do not find it
compelling.”’

Mr. Speaker, that was Representa-
tive SCOTT RIGELL of Virginia.

I would ask my friend, the majority
leader, does the gentleman expect that
we will go to conference at all on the
budget?

I yield to my friend.

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for his tenacity, as this
is a weekly discussion between he and
I, and I'm delighted to respond to say
to the gentleman, Mr. Speaker, that it
is something that we should commit
ourselves to working out. But as the
gentleman knows, the position of the
majority is that we don’t want to enter
into discussions if the prerequisite is
you have to raise taxes.

The gentleman has heard me every
week on this issue in that we believe
strongly you fix the problem of over-
spending and you reform the programs
needing reform to address unfunded li-
abilities first. Then, if the gentleman is
insistent that the taxpayers need to
pay more of their hard-earned dollars
into Washington, that discussion, per-
haps, is appropriate. But as a pre-
requisite for entering budget talks that
we agree to raise taxes is not some-
thing, I think, that the American peo-
ple want this body to engage in.

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

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman’s
premise is absolutely incorrect, and
the American people ought to know
that. The Senate hasn’t voted to go to
conference because the Republican
Members of the United States Senate
won’t vote to go to conference. There
was nothing in that motion, however,
that said there was a prerequisite that
the House agreed to anything, Mr.
Speaker. Nothing.

Now, my friend, the majority leader,
Mr. Speaker, has said repeatedly that
we have a prerequisite. We have a dif-
ference of opinion. That’s what democ-
racy is about. There’s no prerequisite.
There’s no precondition. There’s no
condition precedent, as we lawyers say,
for going to conference. Number one,
the Senate couldn’t make us agree.
That’s what conferences are about, Mr.
Speaker. They’re about coming to-
gether and understanding there are dif-
ferences. There would be no need for a
conference if there weren’t differences.
There are differences.

We’re $91 billion apart, Mr. Speaker,
on our budgets. We are 14 days away
from the end of this fiscal year, Mr.
Speaker, in terms of legislative days
available to us to get to a compromise,
to get to a number, to get to some un-
derstanding of how we are going to en-
sure that government operations con-
tinue. There’s no prerequisite. There’s
no precondition. I don’t know where
that comes from, Mr. Speaker. I've
heard it a lot. I have no idea where it
comes from.

Nothing the Senate does can force
this body, Republicans or Democrats,
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to do something. What they have asked
is come to the table and talk. There
has been a refusal to do that, Mr.
Speaker, and it’s bad for the country.

A $91 billion difference between us on
budgets has to be resolved somehow,
some way. And the way democracies do
it and the way the legislature does it,
Mr. Speaker is to meet and try to re-
solve those differences. Now, you can
divide the differences in half. The Sen-
ate comes down 46, we go up 45. My own
view is Mr. RYAN believes there’s noth-
ing he will agree to. I'll get to that a
little later, Mr. Speaker. That’s why
we’re not going to conference, and he
said so in the paper. He didn’t say it
about the conference, but I'll get to his
quote in just a second.

Mr. Speaker, the majority leader
mentioned that the T-HUD appropria-
tion bill is on the floor next week. So
far, Mr. Speaker, we are now essen-
tially going to be at the end of the ses-
sion before the August break coming
next week on Friday, and we’ve done
four appropriation bills. The House T-
HUD bill of which the majority leader
speaks, Mr. Speaker, is 17 percent
below the Budget Control Act that we
agreed on. Not only that, Mr. Speaker,
it’s 9 percent below the sequester level.

Now, we’re not going to vote for it,
Mr. Speaker. We believe it badly
underfunds, transportation, housing,
and infrastructure in this country, but
this performance makes some sense
considering the lack of regular order.
We talk about regular order, but we
don’t follow it. Going to conference is
regular order. It doesn’t change the
fact, however, that we just have 14 days
left to go and that we need to reach
agreement.

I will tell my friend, the majority
leader, Mr. Speaker, that we are will-
ing to work together. We have been
willing to compromise. We have com-
promised. In every one of these agree-
ments we’ve reached, we’ve com-
promised. My friend, the majority lead-
er, would say, yes, and they have, as
well. But you cannot compromise if
you don’t sit down.

I will tell you nobody has called me
to ask me how I believe we can get to
the end of this year with a continuing
resolution. Nobody’s asked me that. I
talked to Mr. RYAN and Mr. VAN HOL-
LEN. Mr. RYAN has not talked to Mr.
VAN HOLLEN. With all due respect to
this discussion about their talking,
they’re not talking. I talked to Senator
MURRAY. No discussion of how we re-
solve the differences. I talked to the
chair of the Appropriations Committee,
both the ranking member here, Mrs.
LOWEY, and the chair on the Senate
side, Senator MIKULSKI. Nobody is talk-
ing to them about how we resolve the
question at the end of next month. And
we won’t be here at the end of next
month. We’re in session 2 weeks in Sep-
tember.

I want to use a quote:

But we should not pass a continuing reso-
lution, and I will not vote for a continuing
resolution unless we talk about pre-
conditions for going to conference.
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Talk about preconditions. Talk about
demands and ultimatums:

I will not vote for a continuing resolution
unless it defunds ObamaCare for the period
of time of the continuing resolution.

Nobody in America believes that’s
going to be done. A lot of people, I
know the majority leader would tell
me, want it done. But we had an elec-
tion. The President won. He won’t sign
the defunding of ObamaCare because he
believes it’s in the best interest of the
health of our people and the welfare of
our country, and, yes, even job cre-
ation and economic growth. But MARCO
RUBIO says he won’t vote for a con-
tinuing resolution unless it does some-
thing that’s not going to happen. The
majority leader, Mr. Speaker, said they
weren’t going to go to conference—an-
other ultimatum—unless the Senate
abandoned its point of view. The Sen-
ate has a right to its point of view. We
have a right to our point of view. We
need to discuss it. That’s the way you
get things done in a democracy, Mr.
Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the ma-
jority leader, Does the gentleman ex-
pect that we will go to conference at
all, at any time on the budget?

I yield to my friend.

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding. I appre-
ciate his question.

I would note for the record that I be-
lieve, if I have my facts correct, that
during the time that the gentleman
was in the majority last, the last Con-
gress, the 111th, 48 times there was an
avoidance of going to conference. All of
the sudden the gentleman says that
that’s the panacea.

So I would tell the gentleman, given
his litany of examples of who’s talking
to whom around here, there is a lot of
talk about how we resolve our dif-
ferences. In fact, I do know that Chair-
man RYAN is talking to Chairman MUR-
RAY across the Capitol of how we go
forward. But I would underscore again
to the gentleman that it is not our in-
tention to discuss taking more hard-
earned taxpayer dollars from Ameri-
cans while we have not fixed the prob-
lem they expect us to fix.

I'd also say to the gentleman that as
far as appropriation bills are con-
cerned, he is correct that I did an-
nounce that the T-HUD bill would be
coming to the floor next week, and it
will be the fifth bill that we will do
prior to the August work period. I
would remind the gentleman that when
he was last in the position of the ma-
jority, the appropriations bills did not
come to the floor under an open proc-
ess. In fact, there were structured rules
on every one, if my memory serves me
well. It’s much easier that way to shut
out diverse opinion. But instead, the
Speaker has this Congress insist that
we have an open process and allow for
robust debate on some of the very dif-
ficult issues. The gentleman knows we
have been true to that word.

So I remind the gentleman that, yes,
there is a commitment to open process;
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there is a commitment here to trying
to resolve these challenges before us.
The gentleman is correct, we’re going
to have a very busy fall trying to ad-
dress the needs of this country, wheth-
er it is the spending and budget needs
or whether it is the needs of the middle
class families who are struggling out
there every single day wondering when
the economy is going to pick up, won-
dering what’s going to happen to their
health care.

O 1200

We have a looming ObamaCare law
that already the administration has
admitted is threatening job growth.
Therefore, they offer relief to busi-
nesses but refuse to do so for working
people. We don’t think that’s too fair.
We have Democratic union leaders who
have said that this law is going to pro-
vide and has already created nightmare
scenarios for millions of working
Americans insofar as their health care
and economic well-being are concerned.
There are real issues to be resolved,
Mr. Speaker, and I do hope that the
gentleman will abide by what I know
he has always been for, and that’s solv-
ing problems. I do hope that he will
work with us to do that in the coming
months.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the gentleman’s recitation of his-
tory. Let me remind him, the first year
I was majority leader, all 12 appropria-
tions bills passed the House prior to
the August break—all 12. That also
happened the third year. It didn’t hap-
pen the second year when we had a lot
of political delays. And the reason we
went to structured rules, as the gen-
tleman I’'m sure recalls, because we had
filibuster by amendment. We had delay
and obstruction in 2007, just as we have
delay and obstruction today, just as
there is a refusal today to go to con-
ference. Over 120 days after both
Houses have passed their budgets, we
still have refusal to go to conference.
That is why you can’t get agreement.

The gentleman characterizes, I think
Mr. RYAN has talked to Senator MUR-
RAY, and I will tell you that Senator
MURRAY does not believe it was a very
long discussion or a very substantive
discussion because—and you talk about
Mr. RYAN. I've got a quote of his I
know you’ll like that I want to get to
because it makes the point I'm mak-
ing. I was going to make it a little
later.

PAUL RYAN, when asked about Senate
Republicans’ plan to work with Demo-
crats to address the debt ceiling, said:

It doesn’t matter. We’re not going to do
what they want to do. It doesn’t really mat-
ter what they do. It doesn’t matter what
JOHN McCAIN and others do on the taxes and
the rest. If they want to give up taxes for the
sequester, we’re not going to do that. So that
doesn’t really affect us.

But, oh, it does affect us because, Mr.
Speaker, if we can’t get agreement,
those American folks of which the ma-
jority leader just spoke who are look-
ing for jobs, who want to see this econ-
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omy grow, who are suffering because of
gridlock, who have a lack of confidence
because this Congress does not work—
the most dysfunctional Congress in
which I have served, and I’ve been here
33 years, the least productive Congress
in which I've served. Mr. Speaker,
that’s what we need to be doing.

MIKE LEE, another Republican in the
Senate talking about trying to get to
agreement: “‘If Republicans in both
Houses simply refuse”—and this is
their strategy, Mr. Speaker. ‘‘If Repub-
licans in both Houses simply refuse to
vote for any continuing resolution that
contains further funding for further en-
forcement of ObamaCare’—and I un-
derstand the gentleman is opposed to
it. He was opposed to it before the elec-
tion. Mr. Romney was opposed to it.
We had an election, and you didn’t win
that argument at the national level. 1
say that Mr. Obama won that argu-
ment. But Senator LEE says he will not
vote for a CR if it includes ‘‘further
funding for further enforcement of
ObamaCare. We can stop it. We can
stop the individual mandate from going
into effect.” How? By shutting down
government.

That’s their strategy. We don’t think
that’s a good strategy, Mr. Speaker.
We think that’s a bad strategy. We
don’t want to see that. We’re prepared
to work together to compromise. No-
body believes, just as the gentleman
has said he’s not going to agree to tax
increases—I understand what he’s say-
ing, so we’ll have to compromise on
that somewhere along the road when
we sit down. But nobody believes that
either we on this side are going to com-
promise or the President’s going to
compromise after an election, after
being reelected on a health care pro-
gram that is benefiting millions and
millions of people right now, nobody
believes we’re going to compromise on
that. Thirty-nine times they’ve tried
to repeal it in one form or another. It’s
failed. We’ve got to come to grips on
that.

Now, one of the House Members,
MICK MULVANEY from South Carolina,
said:

It is completely appropriate to use the
debt ceiling or the CR to ask for some
changes that reduce the burdens of this law
on Americans.

Now, they’ve offered that 38, 39
times. It’s not going to happen. But ap-
parently their strategy is: We're pre-
pared to shut down government unless
they will be bludgeoned into agreeing
by doing it our way; if we don’t do it
our way, apparently we’re not going to
do it any way.

That’s what the budget conference is
about, and that’s what this debate is
about.

Now, PAT TOOMEY, Senator TOOMEY,
on the other hand, said this, Mr.
Speaker:

This has been the way we’ve been oper-
ating for a couple of years now.

This is Senator PAT TOOMEY, former
chair of the Club for Growth, said:

It’s a disaster. It’s a terrible way to run
government.
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Senator ToOMEY and I don’t always
agree, but we agree very emphatically
on that.

Congressman ToM CoOLE, former
chairman of the Republican Com-
mittee, described the latest shutdown
threat, which is what the previous
three speakers had indicated—not PAT
TOOMEY, but the three before that. ToMm
COLE described the latest shutdown
threat as:

The political equivalent of throwing a tem-
per tantrum.

That’s ToM COLE, chairman of the
Republican Campaign Committee, Mr.
Speaker, not me.

We need to get past this ‘“‘you won’t
do this; I won’t do that” and figure out
what we will do, I say to my friend, the
majority leader, and we have 14 days to
do it. We haven’t gotten it done yet;
and, frankly, we have nothing on the
calendar for next week that shows that
we’re moving toward that end.

I would hope very sincerely that we
could come to an agreement. And we’re
not going to come to an agreement on
something that was so hard fought for
the last 5 years, and we know that. We
know you’re probably not going to
raise taxes, I tell my friend, the major-
ity leader, Mr. Speaker. But the fact of
the matter is that we need to come to
an agreement. Americans expect us to
come to an agreement.

With so few legislative days remain-
ing before the fiscal year ends and the
fact that we must address it in mind, I
hope the gentleman can give us some
clarity as to what Members can expect
on the floor in September for the 9
days we’re here in September since
we’'re so far off course from regular
order on the budget and the appropria-
tions schedule.

Can Members expect to see a CR?
And if so, does the gentleman have any
idea what the CR will look like, what
it will encompass, and what we can ex-
pect?

I want to say to my friend that we
Democrats are prepared to cooperate in
that effort. We’re not going to—and the
gentleman clearly knows that we’re
not going to—repeal the health care
act. The election, we think, decided it.
As a matter of, Speaker BOEHNER said
that it decided it after the election. He
said, well, the health care law has been
confirmed. But I want to make it clear
that we are willing to do some things.

We are not willing, however, to see
the sequester cripple policies that this
Congress has adopted. We’re not will-
ing to defund the Affordable Care Act.
We’re not willing to sacrifice our eco-
nomic recovery to push the cost of def-
icit reduction onto those who can least
afford it. We are not willing to shift
more of the tax burden onto the backs
of the middle class. We’re not willing
to target Medicare or Medicaid and
education, or the deep cuts that were
in the Labor, Health bill which has now
been pulled. Apparently, we’re not
going to consider the Labor, Health
bill. It’s not on the schedule. It was
supposed to be marked up today. It was
pulled.
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So I say to the gentleman, Mr.
Speaker, that he and his colleagues
should be willing to compromise on the
few legislative days we have remain-
ing; and if he is, he will have a willing
partner in me and in Democrats be-
cause we believe we need to come to an

agreement.
Now, lastly, let me speak on the debt
ceiling. The majority leader, Mr.

Speaker, has made it very clear he
thinks not resolving the debt ceiling
would be a bad policy for our country.
In fact, I believe it would be disastrous
for our country, for the economy, for
every American, and for people around
the world. We all know what happened
last time; we were downgraded. It’s the
majority party’s responsibility in each
House to make sure that America’s
creditworthiness is not put at risk,
that we pay our bills.

I’'m hopeful, and I want to tell me
friend that I'm prepared to work in
tandem with the majority leader, Mr.
Speaker, to pass a debt limit extension,
and we will do so in an equal way so
that whatever political consequences
there are, we will take them together
to do what the majority leader, Mr.
Speaker, and the Speaker, and Mr.
MCCONNELL, the leader in the Senate,
have said is the responsible thing to do.
We’re prepared to take half of that re-
sponsibility with them. We would hope
that they would join us in that effort.

Senator MCCAIN has said that some
of my Republican colleagues are al-
ready saying we won’t raise the debt
limit again unless there is repeal of
ObamaCare. Senator MCCAIN said, “‘I'd
love to repeal ObamaCare.”” He agrees
with the majority leader. He goes on to
say, “But I promised you, that’s not
going to happen.” That’s on the debt
limit.

The President has made it very clear
it’s not going to happen. We’ve made it
very clear it’s not going to happen.

Going on with Senator MCCAIN’s
quote:

So some would like to set up another one
of these shut down the government threats,
and most Americans are really tired of those
kinds of shenanigans here in Washington.

That’s Senator MCCAIN.

I've quoted Senator TOOMEY, Senator
McCAIN, who both believe we need to
come to agreement. I have also, unfor-
tunately, quoted Congressman RYAN,
who says he doesn’t care what Senator
McCAIN thinks; who, of course, was a
candidate for President on the Repub-
lican ticket just a few years ago.

Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the ma-
jority leader whether he expects we
will take an up-or-down vote on a clean
debt limit extension when we return in
September.

I yield to my friend.

Mr. CANTOR. I would say to the gen-
tleman, the answer to that last ques-
tion is no.

But I would say to the gentleman,
the discussion the gentleman just had
was so full of various and sundry
issues, I don’t know really where to
begin, other than to say what I think is
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lost in the gentleman’s comments is
the focus on the hardworking families
and businesses of middle class Amer-
ica. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that
the gentleman is full of ‘‘that’s not
going to happen’ because Washington
says that’s not going to happen for po-
litical reasons.

And what we ought to be focused on
is how we can act to solve the anxiety
that seems to continue to grow on the
part of the American public when they
wonder about their job, they worry
about their tuition costs, they worry
about their children’s education, they
worry every night when they go to bed.

The gentleman is so sure that we can
and can’t do things for political rea-
sons, the President is out giving cam-
paign speeches, some of which we have
heard dozens of times during the cam-
paign season, that what all of us should
be absolutely focused on is coming to-
gether not for political imperative, but
to solve the problems to provide the re-
lief to the middle class of this country
that is asking us to do that.

So instead of the political demands
and imperatives that the gentleman’s
list of issues was about, let’s focus on
the people that sent us here. Let’s
make sure that this body of any in
Washington can begin to work for the
people rather than the other way
around.

Mr. HOYER. I have heard that an-
swer, I think, more than the President
has given the speeches that Mr. CANTOR
refers to.

This party has always been, is now,
and will be focused on the working peo-
ple to which the majority leader refers.
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The President asked us to pass a jobs
bill. No jobs bill has been brought to
this floor. I know that there are some
bills that the Republican Party leader
wants to say, Mr. Speaker, are jobs
bills. But there’s been no comprehen-
sive jobs bill. There’s none scheduled
for next week.

But what the American people are
really concerned about is their board of
directors is not working. This isn’t
about Washington. This is about people
who voted all over America. And the
leader and his party made their point,
and we had an election, not here in
Washington, all over America. And
America voted. And it hasn’t made any
difference on this floor.

Politics as usual. Confrontation as
usual. Refusal to compromise as usual.
Talk about regular order, but not going
to conference, not going to conference
on a budget, not going to conference on
a farm bill, not going to conference on
a Violence Against Women Act. We fi-
nally passed that.

So when the majority leader repairs
to the fact that we want to focus on
working people, he’s absolutely right.
We do want to focus on that. And the
working people of America voted. They
didn’t all vote for my side. But as I
told the majority leader last week,
1,400,000 of them more voted for our
side than voted for his side.
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But his side’s in charge. We under-
stand that. And we know we need to
compromise. We know we need to work
together. But we haven’t been doing so.

And he can talk as much as he wants.
That’s what the American people be-
lieve as well, I tell my friend, the ma-
jority leader.

I asked him about the debt limit and
he said no.

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HOYER. I want to clarify what
he said no on was that a clean debt
limit extension was not coming to the
floor.

Mr. CANTOR. In September, yes, Mr.
Speaker.

Mr. HOYER. I appreciate the major-
ity leader’s comment. Can he tell me
whether there might be a possibility of
having a clean debt limit extension
after September?

Because I tell the gentleman again, I
want to repeat so that he knows, his
party knows, and America knows,
we’re prepared to work with the major-
ity party to do, in a bipartisan way,
what every leader believes is the re-
sponsible action to take.

One of his predecessors, Senator ROy
BLUNT, in responding to whether we
ought to risk default by not passing a
debt limit, he said this: ‘“No, I don’t
support that. I think holding the debt
limit hostage’—in other words, if you
don’t do the debt limit, we’re not going
to do this, that or the other, or, said
another way, if you don’t repeal
ObamaCare, we’re going to let the
country default. Senator BLUNT, again,
one of his predecessors: ‘I don’t sup-
port that. I think holding the debt
limit hostage to any specific thing is
probably not the best negotiating
place.”

Now, I thank my friend for his com-
ment, Mr. Speaker, and I would again
ask him, could we expect a clean debt
limit extension at some point in time
between September 30 and November
15?

And I yield to my friend.

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I'd say to
the gentleman that it is our hope that
we can work together across the aisle
to solve the problems, to come up with
the answers as to how we are going to
pay back the additional debt that we’ll
have to incur in this country.

And I think whatever budget you
look at, their side or our side, Mr.
Speaker, in any iteration, calls for the
incurrence of additional debt. The ob-
ject should be for us to reduce the need
for us to incur that debt so we can re-
lieve the American people of that con-
tingent liability. And our side has said
we would like to do so within the next
10 years, to bring the budget to bal-
ance.

I hope that the gentleman will join
us in that spirit, rather than saying we
should just continue to borrow into
eternity, without some recognition
that that just can’t be a sustainable so-
lution either.

So I would say to the gentleman,
when he is off talking about the need
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to go to conference, and frankly, some
of the statements he made about
VAWA and the farm bill were inac-
curate. But I do think that there were
a lot of things that this House has done
that the President nor the Senate
seems willing to respond to.

And as I've said before, Mr. Speaker,
what we’re trying to do is to address
the needs of the working people, the
middle class of this country.

We passed the SKILLS Act. That was
a bill designed to try and align the
worker training programs at the Fed-
eral level with the employment oppor-
tunities out there across the different
regions of the country so we could re-
spond to the fact that there are hun-
dreds of thousands of job openings in
certain industries, simply because our
workforce doesn’t have the proper
skills and training.

The President, if he wanted to help
the middle class families, instead of off
campaigning again, giving the speech-
es, he could come and call up HARRY
REID and the Senate and say, Bring
that bill to the floor, Mr. Leader; we
can do something for the American
people.

In the same vein, this House, last
week, passed a bill which I believe—
and I’m sure the gentleman shares my
sentiment, that ultimately what we’ve
got to do to grow our economy and se-
cure our economic future is to provide
for a quality education for our kids. We
passed a landmark piece of legislation
last week, without any bipartisan sup-
port, Mr. Speaker.

But again, if the gentleman is so in-
tent on wanting to help and wanting to
do something, not because of Washing-
ton’s needs, but because of what we’ve
got to do for the kids across this coun-
try and their families, then let’s help
try and forge an answer on reauthor-
izing the education bill.

We also, Mr. Speaker, passed a bill
that made it easier for working fami-
lies to spend time with their kids and
hold down an hourly wage job. Is there
any movement on that?

The President could certainly say,
Let’s do that; let’s provide some relief
to the middle class.

We also passed in the House, Mr.
Speaker, several energy bills to help
the families out there across this coun-
try who are on their vacations right
now, choking when they see the price
of gas at the pump.

We have bills. The President could go
ahead and approve the Keystone pipe-
line. Where else in the world could you
have an environmentally sensitive peo-
ple, other than in America? We do it
cleaner and better than anyone. And to
sit here and deny us the opportunity to
take advantage of our indigenous re-
sources, all it does is cost our working
families and businesses more money.

We also have passed bills to allow for
safe and environmentally sensitive
ways of going into our deep oceans, to
go in and to tap into the resources that
are there, things that technology has
unleashed. But yet, neither the Senate
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nor the President seems interested in
helping the middle class and the work-
ing families, because all we hear from
the other side is what we can and can’t
do politically here in Washington.

I would say to the gentleman, there
are plenty of things that we could get
done together. Let’s start to focus on
the people of this country, not the po-
litical imperatives of this institution.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for that response, which I took as a no,
which didn’t indicate that we could ex-
pect to see bipartisan work on making
sure that the government pays its bills
that have already been incurred. No, it
was a lot of rhetoric.

And there was a lot of recitation, Mr.
Speaker, about bills. All those bills
have something in common: do it my
way or no way.

Now, we had an election, I tell the
gentleman again. He knows that. They
thought they were going to take the
Senate. They didn’t. The majority in
the Senate is Democrats. And the
President of the United States was re-
elected. And the House, Republican
majority, was returned. But that didn’t
mean the American people didn’t ex-
pect us to work together.

I tell the gentleman, I'm not sure
what error he thought I made. We did
not go to conference on the Violence
Against Women Act. We did not go to
conference yet on the farm bill.

Mr. CANTOR. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. HOYER. I will be glad to yield to
my friend.

Mr. CANTOR. There was no vehicle
to go to conference on, Mr. Speaker. If
the gentleman recalls, there was a blue
slip on the Senate bill, Mr. Speaker,
and so we took up the bill in the House
and went ahead and passed the bill. So,
I don’t even know why that is even per-
tinent to this discussion, Mr. Speaker.

I'd also say, the gentleman under-
stands as well, there was a bipartisan
farm bill that came to the floor. And if
I recall, that bipartisanship faded
away, which is what now then caused
the House to bring up another farm
bill. This time, trying to be trans-
parent in the process, brought up the
agricultural policy piece, which has
passed the House without any bipar-
tisan support, Mr. Speaker.

Then we are also, as the gentleman
knows, engaged in discussions with the
chairman of the Agriculture Com-
mittee as to forging a consensus on a
nutrition piece so that we can, yes, act
again on that.

So I'd say, Mr. Speaker, to the gen-
tleman, it is not accurate that we don’t
intend to eventually go to conference
and iron out the differences between
the House and the Senate on both of
those issues, on the ag policy, as well
as the nutrition policies.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman.

I didn’t talk about intentions. I
talked about fact. I talked about fact.

PETE SESSIONS, chairman of the
Rules Committee, Republican, said this
when we passed the farm bill: “I be-
lieve that this is an honest attempt to
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get us to go by passing part of the farm
bill, to go to conference.”

I asked the gentleman last week, I
asked him again, there’s nothing on
here about going to conference. The
gentleman’s told me we’re not going to
conference until we pass something on
the nutrition part. We want to see
something on the nutrition part
passed.

PETE SESSIONS said, in addition to
that, when talking about why they
brought the farm bill to the floor in
the condition it was, dropping all ref-
erence and provisions for poor people
to have nutritional assistance, said
this:

We’'re attempting to then separate, bifur-
cate, offer today a rule and the underlying
legislation which hopefully will pass which
would go to conference and the Senate, be-
cause they’ve passed their own farm bill, has
included in its provisions where they discuss
the nutrition program.

This is PETE SESSIONS, Republican
chairman of the Rules Committee
speaking, Mr. Speaker.

As a result of that, that should be in their
bill on a conference measure. The House sim-
ply, at this point, if we pass this part, could
g0 to conference.

So the gentleman is not accurate
when he reflects there’s nothing to go
to conference on. The Senate has
amended their bill into the House bill.
We could clearly go to conference on
that under the processes.

I think the gentleman must know
that. And that was the expectation
that PETE SESSIONS says was the pur-
pose of passing the farm bill.

But let me go back to the point I was
making before the gentleman wanted
to correct me on what I think were ac-
curate representations on all the pieces
of legislation I mentioned. Certainly
that’s the case on the budget. My opin-
ion, it’s the case, certainly on the
budget.

I don’t know what the intentions are,
but the fact is we haven’t gone to con-
ference on the farm bill and we didn’t
go to conference on the Violence
Against Women bill.

The fact is, what those bills that he
mentioned did have in common, Mr.
Speaker, is—and he said, we’ve got no
Democratic votes for it. There was no
work to get Democratic votes. There
was no work for compromise. That’s, I
tell my friend, why the polls reflect of
working people such concern.

The majority, Mr. Speaker, talked a
lot about confidence, talked a lot about
building confidence if we were going to
grow the economy. I agree with him.
We need to have individuals confident.

And the gentleman knows, because
he talks to a lot of business leaders, as
I do, every one of them says that if
they had confidence that we could
work together and get things done, not
put the debt limit at risk, not put the
ongoing operations of government at
risk, not continue to have fights—I
talked to a major leader of one of the
health insurers in this country and
said, look, we may not like some of
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this bill, but we think it’s the law, and
we’re going to work to try to make it
work for all Americans.

We’re not doing that, Mr. Speaker.
We’re trying to repeal. We’re not con-
ferencing. We’re not cooperating. We’re
not trying to come to compromise.

And we can talk about working peo-
ple, as is appropriate for us to do, and
that’s what the President is out doing,
not here in Washington, not talking to
all of us. He’s talking to the people and
saying, look, this is my program. This
is what I want to do, and I'm not get-
ting cooperation from the Congress of
the United States.

I think he’s absolutely right. And
he’s talking to the people, not to us,
not here in Washington, but he’s criti-
cized for doing that by the majority
leader.

Mr. Speaker, I think that’s what he
ought to be doing because the Amer-
ican people ultimately are going to
have to make a decision as to who is
looking out for their interest and who
is just simply confronting and not lis-
tening to the people in the last elec-
tion, just a few months ago, or right
now.

When the people are saying, board of
directors, work together, stop ob-
structing, I would hope we could do
that, Mr. Speaker.

Unless the majority leader has some-
thing further he wants to say, I yield
back the balance of my time.

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today, it adjourn to
meet at 10 a.m. tomorrow, and further,
when the House adjourns on that day,
it adjourn to meet on Tuesday, July 30,
2013, when it shall convene at noon 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.

———
0 1230

NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR
INDEPENDENT LIVING

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, this is the 31st anniver-
sary of the creation of the National
Council for Independent Living. NCIL
is the leading organization for persons
with disability.

Thirty-two years ago, I began my ca-
reer and life passion serving individ-
uals who were living with life-changing
disabilities. I'm proud to be one of the
214 cosponsors of the Achieving a Bet-
ter Life Experience Act. The ABLE Act
will ease the financial strains for indi-
viduals with disabilities. I'm also proud
to be the author of the Special Needs
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Trust Fairness Act of 2013. This legisla-
tion removes the current barriers that
prevent individuals with disabilities
from independently creating a special
needs trust. What we’re talking about
is individual independence and making
sure that public policy is a tool, not a
barrier, in achieving this goal.

Once again, I want to thank the Na-
tional Council for Independent Living
for their leadership and service. Work-
ing with advocates such as the Na-
tional Council for Independent Living,
we will accomplish independence, dig-
nity, and success for individuals living
with disabilities.

————
CAUCUS ON BLACK BOYS AND MEN

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

Mr. VEASEY. Mr. Speaker, I want to
take this time to thank Congress-
woman ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON for
pulling together yesterday the first
meeting of the Caucus on Black Men
and Boys. Trayvon Martin’s dad also
participated with us yesterday. We
need to do something about the vio-
lence that occurs all too often, particu-
larly with many young African Amer-
ican boys, in our communities.

Black boys in our community face
daily obstacles, including run-ins with
the police, high rates of unemploy-
ment, racial profiling, and extreme
prosecution that leads to over-incar-
ceration in the community. As a black
man, I can attest to what President
Obama said in his recent speech:

Trayvon Martin could have been me.

African American men have lived an
experience of being stereotyped and
profiled in other ways that most people
have never had to endure and can never
understand.

Mr. Speaker, it is our job as legisla-
tors to create policies that create a
level playing field so everyone can suc-
ceed.

————

PREVENTING DOD FURLOUGHS

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

Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day, the House passed important legis-
lation: the Defense appropriations bill.
This bill prohibits furloughs on em-
ployees serving our Department of De-
fense in fiscal year 2014. These employ-
ees are now in their third week of fur-
loughs.

This week, we heard from Under Sec-
retary of Defense Comptroller Bob Hale
about the adverse impacts, which are
expected to worsen if furloughs con-
tinue. His message made clear the
harm furloughs already have on our
force readiness. He echoed what I am
hearing from my constituents that I
talk to on a daily basis: these dedi-
cated patriots employed by DOD are
disappointed and frustrated they can-
not support the warfighter and are
fearful of an unknown future.
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