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Messrs. LYNCH and SAM JOHNSON
of Texas, Ms. HAHN, Mr. CICILLINE,

Ms. SPEIER, and Mr. LANGEVIN
changed their vote from ‘‘nay” to
“yea.”

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. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, on
rolicall No. 11, had | been present, | would
have voted “yes.”

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. CLEAVER. Mr. Speaker, due to a med-
ical procedure, | was unable to vote the week
of January 7th. On Tuesday, January 7, |
would have voted “present” on rollcall vote
No. 1 (Quorum).

On January 8, | would have voted “yes” on
rollcall vote No. 2 (H.R. 721), “yes” on rollcall
vote No. 3 (H.R. 3527), and “yes,” on rollcall
vote No. 4 (H.R. 3628).

On January 9, | was also unable to vote.
Had | been present, | would have voted “no”
on rollcall vote No. 5 (Ordering the Previous
Question), “no” on rollcall vote No. 6 (H. Res.
455), “yes” on rollcall vote No. 7 (Sinema
Amendment No. 1), “yes” on rolicall vote No.
8 (Tonko Amendment No. 2), “yes” on rollcall
vote No. 9 (Motion To Recommit with Instruc-
tions), and “no” on rollcall vote No. 10 (Final
Passage of H.R. 2279).

On January 10, | would have voted “no” on
rolicall vote No. 11 (Final Passage of H.R.
3811).

———

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 3550

Mr. MEADOWS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to remove my
name as a cosponsor from H.R. 3550.

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

There was no objection.

——
LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

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

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
my friend, Mr. CANTOR, for the purpose
of inquiring of the majority leader the
schedule for the week to come.

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

Mr. Speaker, on Monday, 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 Tuesday and Wednesday, the House
will meet at 10 a.m. for morning-hour
and noon for legislative business. On
Thursday, the House will meet at 9
a.m. for legislative business. Last votes
of the week are expected no later than
3 p.m. On Friday, no votes are ex-
pected.

Mr. Speaker, the House will consider
a few suspensions next week, a com-
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plete list of which will be announced by
the close of business today. In addition,
the House will consider two bills next
week to fund government operations.

As you know, Mr. Speaker, House and
Senate appropriators are working to-
wards a bipartisan agreement on an ap-
propriations package to fund the gov-
ernment for the remainder of the fiscal
year. I expect an agreement to be
reached soon. The House will consider
this package next week.

Mr. Speaker, to facilitate this, we
will need to pass a short-term CR to
allow the Senate time to process the
bill. T expect to pass this under suspen-
sion of the rules early next week.

Finally, I expect the House to con-
sider H.R. 3362, the Exchange Informa-
tion Disclosure Act, sponsored by Rep-
resentative LEE TERRY. This bill re-
quires full transparency and accuracy
from the administration on data re-
ported from the ObamaCare exchange.
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Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for that information. I note that he in-
dicates that we probably will not be
able to accomplish the omnibus by the
end of next week and, therefore, a CR
may be required.

I know that all of us feel that that
needs to be accomplished as quickly as
possible. I would point out to the gen-
tleman in conversations that he says it
is going to be on suspension. I will sup-
port it on suspension, urge my col-
leagues to support it on suspension.

Can the gentleman tell me, however,
how long that CR will go that will af-
fect us somewhat?

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I would
say to the gentleman in response to his
question, the expected termination, if
you will, expiration of the CR will be
Saturday, January 18. So giving a week
really, Mr. Speaker, for the Senate to
act, because we will be acting next
week in the middle of the week. We
hope that they will finish their busi-
ness by September—I mean January 18.

Mr. HOYER. I hope that was not a
Freudian slip of our confidence in the
ability to get that done as quickly as
we would like.

In any event, I think that is appro-
priate, and I am hopeful that we can, in
fact, accomplish that.

I want to tell the majority leader
from my perspective that if we don’t
get that done in the short term, then I
would be very reluctant to support con-
tinuing resolutions at the level which
has now been substituted for the agree-
ment that was reached in the bipar-
tisan budget agreement.

There are substantial differences, as
you know, in the 302(a) allocation, the
allocation of discretionary spending,
one at $1.012 trillion and one at $986 bil-
lion, so that there is a substantial dis-
crepancy between those figures.

We reached agreement on the higher
number. The Senate came down about
45, the House went up about 45 and
reached a compromise. I think America
was pleased that we reached a com-
promise. I would want to be on the
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record as saying that if we went to
longer term CRs, I would want to have
some serious discussions about the
level of those CRs in terms of the oper-
ations of government.

The other issue I wanted to ask the
gentleman about, as you know, we had
a previous question yesterday. That
previous question, had it been defeated,
would have allowed the House to con-
sider the extension of unemployment
insurance for 3 months, consistent with
what the Senate had proposed. Now,
the Senate has not reached agreement
on this issue, but unfortunately that
has not been considered on the floor
this week. As the gentleman knows,
72,000 people a week are losing their
unemployment insurance. That adds to
1.3 million that have already lost their
own insurance on December 28.

I know it is not listed on your sheet,
nor did you mention it in your com-
ments on the floor. Can the gentleman
tell me whether there is any prospect
of the unemployment insurance bill
coming to this floor? Mr. TIERNEY has
a bill that he has introduced that I
think probably enjoys, at this point in
time, well over 150 Democrats, and I
think all Democrats will sign on to it.
I would hope that we together, as we
did when President Bush was Presi-
dent, and we did it five times, I would
hope that we could extend unemploy-
ment for those people who were relying
on it to put food on their tables.

I yield to my friend.

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman and just for the record
make clear that the bill, or the meas-
ure, that the gentleman is speaking to
is a bill that would extend beyond the
more than 6 months that unemploy-
ment benefits insurance is available
now.

As the gentleman knows, we have
been trying to focus this Congress on
getting back to a more optimistic view
of what the economy can do. It is about
jobs; it is about growth.

Our focus is about wanting people to
get a job. It is on employment, not un-
employment. So I would say to the
gentleman, if we could work together
in trying to reject what unfortunately
is seeming to become the new norm for
many, instead, let’s talk about the
things that we do, maybe skills train-
ing.

Those who are chronically unem-
ployed frankly could find a job if they
had the skills necessary to do so. We
would love to be able to work with the
gentleman in a bipartisan fashion to
perhaps do those kinds of things. Un-
fortunately, this Congress, this House
has passed the SKILLS Act, and there
was no bipartisan support for that.

We need to be focused on growing the
economy, getting people back to
work—and know that there is a lot of
pain out there right now. The best re-
sponse to the pain, in someone looking
for some hope for the future, is a job.

And so I would respond to the gen-
tleman, we are watching what the Sen-
ate is doing, and I think the reports
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today indicate the Senate is going to
have some difficulty in passing what
was thought to have been an easy thing
to pass a few days ago. So I would ask
the gentleman to join us in looking to-
wards a more optimistic future for this
country and economy, focusing on em-
ployment and those who have been
chronically out of work.

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

First, I would say, there is nothing to
disagree with in what the gentleman
has said. We do want to focus on jobs.
We do want to focus on creating jobs.
We do want to focus on growing the
economy. The gentleman is absolutely
correct. As a matter of fact, as the gen-
tleman knows, he and I have discussed
the agenda that Democrats have been
talking about for 2% years, and it is
called Make It In America.

That Make It In America agenda fo-
cuses on manufacturing and growing
opportunities in this country for good
jobs for skilled workers and unskilled
workers, frankly, but mainly skilled
workers in the new manufacturing en-
vironment in which we find ourselves.
That ought to be our long-term objec-
tive.

I would say very candidly, Mr.
Speaker, we ought not in the short
term forget those who have been deeply
damaged by the economic dislocation
that has occurred in our society, in our
country, and frankly globally over the
past b years, or actually starting in De-
cember of ’07. We ought not to forget
those people, because while a future in-
vestment is very interesting to them,
and I am sure important to them, their
critical interest is in putting food on
their table today, tomorrow, and the
next day. I think the richest country
on the face of the Earth could do both,
I tell the gentleman. And I think that
we ought to do both, and we have done
both in the past.

We had some job figures that were
out today, apparently 87,000 jobs in the
private sector. That’s not enough. We
lost 13,000 in the public sector appar-
ently for a net of 74,000 appreciation of
jobs. That’s not nearly enough. The
gentleman would agree, I know, to
solve the problem that we have.

The gentleman talked about the
SKILLS Act. That bill would freeze the
Workforce Investment Act program
funding for fiscal years 2014 to 2020. We
would make no more investment in
doing what the gentleman has said we
want to do. It has already been cut by
half since 2001 and would also consoli-
date or eliminate 35 programs, most of
them the Workforce Incentive Act pro-
grams, into State block grants that
they could spend on things of their
choice.

I am not saying that some States
wouldn’t make good choices. I think
they would. Other States would make
different choices, and we may or may
not agree with those. But I certainly
tell the gentleman, and he and I have
had the opportunity talking together,
the Make It In America agenda, or a
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jobs agenda, or whatever that agenda is
called, is certainly something we ought
to pursue.

Let me transition, if I might, Mr.
Leader, to talk about another issue
which analysis of almost every econo-
mist and the Congressional Budget Of-
fice say will help grow the economy,
and that is comprehensive immigration
reform. We continue to believe that
that is one of the most important
issues that this Congress in this second
session of the Congress ought to deal
with. Can the gentleman indicate
whether there is any possibility of ei-
ther, as I said in weeks past, bringing
the four bills that came out of the Ju-
diciary Committee or the border secu-
rity bill that came out of the Home-
land Security Committee, I might say,
unanimously? None of those five bills
have been brought to the floor.

The Speaker said just the other day,
I am trying to find some way to get
this thing done. “Thing’’ being immi-
gration reform. He said, It is, as you
know, not easy. Not going to be an
easy path forward, but I made it clear
since the day after the election, it is
time to get this done.

The Speaker said that November 13,
2013, a couple months ago. We are very,
very hopeful that the Speaker will pur-
sue that, the House will pursue that,
and the majority leader will put on the
floor legislation on which we can act.
We may or may not agree with the leg-
islation brought to the floor, but we
think it needs to be given attention,
consistent with Speaker BOEHNER’S ob-
servation, and CBO’s assertion, that
that would have a substantially posi-
tive effect on growing the economy and
creating jobs.

I yield to my friend.

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

If I could just revisit the issue of the
SKILLS Act. The gentleman speaks to
the amount of money called for in the
bill; and I would say to the gentleman
the thrust behind the SKILLS Act was
to try and refocus the program on ac-
tual effectiveness and results. I think
the gentleman will agree that the job
picture right now is not as bright as it
should be.

As I indicated earlier, a lot of the
folks who are trying to access skills
training are unable to do so. There is
evidence that existing programs are
not results oriented like we would like
them to be. And the purpose behind
that bill is to realign the focus of the
skills and training programs across the
country with job availability and open-
ings in the different regions of the
country.

So rather than insisting on spending
more money on a one-size-fits-all
Washington approach, we provided
flexibility for the regions so it could be
tailored. The skills training programs
could be tailored to the job openings in
these specific regions of the country.
And they are different. They are dif-
ferent in my region of the country than
they are in the Pacific Northwest.
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They are different in the Midwest than
they are in the Northeast. We know
that there is diversity in this country,
and we should allow for those dif-
ferences and the improvement reforms
necessary to make it so that we are not
accepting the status quo. I would ask
the gentleman to take a look at that
again as something that perhaps we
can work on together.

I would also say, again, the jobs num-
bers, the gentleman is completely cor-
rect that these job numbers, this latest
report this morning reflects the lowest
number of jobs added since January of
2011. That doesn’t speak well about the
track record of what is going on here.
So let’s focus on jobs together.

As for the question about immigra-
tion, Mr. Speaker, I think the gen-
tleman is right. Immigration reform
could be an economic boon to this
country. We have got to do it right;
and along those lines, the Speaker has
said that we are going to look for the
release of a list of principles of our po-
sition in the majority here in the
House of what we believe is an appro-
priate path forward for immigration re-
form.

There are plenty of things that we
can agree on. As the gentleman knows,
I have been a strong proponent of the
KIDS Act that I am working with the
chairman of the committee on, because
I think all of us can agree that we
shouldn’t hold kids liable for the mis-
deeds or illegal acts of their parents.
This country has never been about
that. There are plenty of things like
that, strong border security, and mak-
ing sure that that occurs first so we
don’t see a continuing problem of ille-
gal immigration.

I think there are plenty of areas for
agreement. Hopefully, Mr. Speaker, we
can see after the release of a set of
principles of our side that there can be
some productive discussions, bipartisan
with the White House, so that it is not
“my way or the highway,” and then we
can see a proper way forward.
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Mr. HOYER. I thank the leader for
his comments.

Certainly we are not proponents of
“my way or the highway,” and I am
glad, I do believe, that hopefully the
majority leader is not either.

Briefly, on the SKILLS Act, we have
legislation, of course, on our side of the
aisle, a number of pieces of legislation
which deal with training, job skills,
and we are certainly prepared to work
on those. Unfortunately, as the gen-
tleman knows, that bill passed out in a
partisan way. There were two Demo-
crats who voted for it. But I am cer-
tainly willing to work with the gen-
tleman, and I think our side of the
aisle is willing to work with the gen-
tleman to invest and to give flexibility
so that we can recognize, obviously,
that what may be needed in my district
or the gentleman from Virginia’s dis-
trict is different from a district in
Washington State or California or
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Texas or Florida or Maine. So I want to
assure the gentleman that we are pre-
pared to work on that.

Next, can I ask you when those prin-
ciples that you talked about might be
expected, because I think that would be
a very positive step forward. But, in
my view, if we wait long, comprehen-
sive immigration reform will not get
accomplished, as I believe it should be,
in the next few months.

I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. CANTOR. I would say to the gen-
tleman, Mr. Speaker, that there is an
expectation that the list of principles
will be released in the near future, and
that is about as definite as I can be.
But again, the sense is that there is
common agreement on certain issues.

I think that, unfortunately, thus far,
given the track record around this
town, there is very little room for dis-
cussion, negotiations, and hopefully
this can be different. But thus far, Mr.
Speaker, all I can say is that we are
looking for the release of those prin-
ciples in the near future.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman.

And in conclusion, let me simply say,
Mr. Leader, that we welcome moving
ahead on the omnibus. We think that is
very critical. We hope that we can ad-
dress the unemployment insurance
issue, not as a substitute for focusing
on growing jobs and growing the econ-
omy, which is essential, but in recogni-
tion that some 1.3 million people—
growing by 72,000 people a week—are in
deep distress, and we want to help
them. We think that is the right thing
to do. And we think America can do
both, grow the economy and help those
who have been hurt by the decrease in
the availability of jobs available.

Lastly, I might say, that we also
hope that we can get to immigration
reform as quickly as possible, and we
look forward to seeing those principles.

I yield back the balance of my time.

————

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY,
JANUARY 13, 2014
Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today, it adjourn to
meet on Monday next, when it shall
convene at noon for morning-hour de-
bate and 2 p.m. for legislative business.
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BRIDENSTINE). Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Vir-

ginia?
There was no objection.
———
WEB SITE SECURITY
(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, although the
www.healthcare.gov Web site launch
was a severe disappointment, an even
greater concern has been expressed re-
garding the Web site’s security vulner-
abilities, including the security of per-
sonal and medical information.
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What is most concerning is that it
appears to be more important for this
administration to avoid political fall-
out than to conduct a thorough evalua-
tion of the Web site’s security. Unfor-
tunately, it has become very clear that
the rushed implementation of the
launch has affected the site’s ability to
perform on both accounts.

Mr. Speaker, if the administration
wants the confidence of the American
people, they should make every effort
to ensure private information is kept
private. The bill we passed today with
significant bipartisan support, the
Health Exchange Security and Trans-
parency Act, would require the Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services to
notify individuals if their personal in-
formation has been stolen or unlaw-
fully accessed through an ObamaCare
exchange. This is a simple, common-
sense reform that will go a long way to
help stem the fears that Americans
have with the online exchanges and the
security of their personal information.
Mr. Speaker, the American people de-
serve as much.

————
SAFE CLIMATE CAUCUS

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

Mr. PETERS of California. Mr.
Speaker, in southern California and
across the American West, 2013 was an-
other year of extremely dry conditions.
And as of today, snowpack in the Si-
erra Nevada mountain range, which is
our water storage facility, is well
below its seasonal average.

In 2011 and 2012, drought and heat
waves cost the United States $90 billion
in economic damages, further evidence
of the economic harm we are enduring
due to climate change and increasingly
extreme weather. 2012 saw the worst
drought in the country in 50 years,
with more than 80 percent of the coun-
try designated a drought disaster-af-
fected area by late November. Since
the year 2000, there have been nine
droughts that have each cost more
than $1 billion in damages.

Research from the Scripps Institu-
tion of Oceanography, sponsored by the
Climate Initiative at The San Diego
Foundation, has shown that in San
Diego the main effects of climate
change are rising sea levels, more in-
tense wildfires, and increased pressure
on water supplies.

It is time to get serious about cli-
mate change so that we can protect our
scarce water resources that hydrate
our farms and our families.

Go, Chargers.

——————

HONORING OUR FIRST RESPOND-
ERS AND EMERGENCY MANAGE-
MENT OFFICIALS

(Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to recognize Indiana’s
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