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for the American people, I ask unani-
mous consent, Mr. Speaker, that the
House bring up the Senate amendment
to H.J. Res. 59.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the
Chair has previously advised, that re-
quest cannot be entertained absent ap-
propriate clearance.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, I just wish that in the
23 years I've been fighting on behalf of
the District of Columbia I had heard so
much love from the other side for the
District of Columbia.
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This is a game, this is a ploy. It is
such a ploy that even when they had an
opportunity to get by under the screen
yesterday, they didn’t do it.

Let me just end briefly by repeating
this. There was a vote call on the floor.
No one from this side called for a vote.
The Speaker said that the bill had
passed. Someone—they are denying
now who it was—from that side called
for a vote.

We had a vote on this bill yesterday
which resulted in what it resulted in
because that side called for a vote.
Why? Because they wanted to show a
vote on the board. They wanted to
make this a show, a trick, a ploy, and
a sham. They didn’t want that bill to
really pass, and I am not sure they
want the bill to pass today.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

There has been a lot of talk about po-
litical games. To watch people parade
up and down and make speeches under
the guise of a unanimous consent, I am
not sure how serious that is. I am not
sure how much that complies with the
rules of the House. But be that as it
may.

You have folks on the other side that
say they really believe the District of
Columbia ought to be able to spend its
own money, but yet they vote ‘“‘no’ on
the authorization to do that.

We are in the second day of a shut-
down in the Federal Government. A lot
of people are upset. I am upset, I am
disappointed, because it doesn’t have
to be this way.

On three separate occasions, this
House sent to the Senate a continuing
resolution that would have kept the
government open, kept the government
running—three times. Yet three times
the Democratic-controlled Senate said
no—not once, not twice, but three
times.

Then this House sent to the Senate a
continuing resolution that also said:
let’s appoint a conference committee.
That is a group of individuals from the
House and a group of individuals from
the Senate. They would sit down and
they would try to resolve these dif-
ferences to try to keep the government
open. Because how are you going to
solve a problem unless you sit down—
that is what we call a conference com-
mittee—and then you try to move for-
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ward? But the Senate once again said
no.

Now, we all know that we have con-
ference committees from time to time.
The gentleman from New York and I—
he is the ranking member of the Finan-
cial Services Subcommittee of Appro-
priations. We have jurisdiction over
lots of different agencies—the IRS, the
Department of Treasury, the Federal
Court system, the Supreme Court, the
Securities and Exchange Commission,
the Federal Communications Commis-
sion.

We drafted a spending bill this year.
I assumed the Senate was working on
their own spending bill somewhere,
somehow, some way. Usually, when it
all ends up there is a conference com-
mittee and you try to work out your
differences.

For instance, we oversee the IRS.
Members might remember the scandal
that took place. As we were appro-
priating money to the IRS, we found
out that they had been singling out in-
dividuals and groups of individuals
based on their political philosophy and
they had intimidated them, they
bullied them, and it held them up. We
thought that was wrong. So when we
drafted our appropriations bill we
didn’t give the IRS all the money they
asked for.

But the Senate might have done
something different. If that was the
case, then we would come together and
have a conference committee, and we
would talk about that.

That is all we are saying here. Why
don’t we sit down and have a con-
ference committee about how we are
going to fund the Federal Government?
That is the way to get started, that is
the way to figure out a final way, that
is a way to stop this shutdown.

Again, we don’t have to be here. It is
disappointing. I wish we could move
ahead. But at least—at least—let’s pass
this continuing resolution. Let’s say to
the District of Columbia we have met
our legal responsibility and we have
appropriated their own local funds so
they can move on with their lives.
Let’s don’t punish the citizens of the
District of Columbia, let’s don’t punish
the people that work in the District of
Columbia to try to keep the city open,
keep it running, keep it safe, keep it
clean. Let’s pass this resolution and
move ahead.

With that, I urge the adoption of this
joint resolution, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time
for debate has expired.

Pursuant to House Resolution 370,
the previous question is ordered.

The joint resolution was ordered to
be engrossed and read a third time, was
read the third time, and passed, and a
motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.
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MOTION TO TAKE FROM THE
SPEAKER’S TABLE H.J. RES. 59,
CONTINUING APPROPRIATIONS
RESOLUTION, 2014

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, I
move to take from the Speaker’s table
H.J. Res. 59 with the House amendment
to the Senate amendment thereto, to
recede from the House amendment and
concur in the Senate amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
section 2 of House Resolution 368, that
motion may be offered only by the ma-
jority leader or his designee.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRIES

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, I
have a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, I
am looking at the standing rules of the
House, particularly standing rule XXII,
clause 4, which reads:

When the stage of disagreement has
been reached on a bill or resolution
with House or Senate amendments, a
motion to dispose of any amendment
shall be privileged.

My question, Mr. Speaker, is:
Haven’t we now reached that state of
disagreement as defined by rule XXII,
clause 4?7

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is correct, but under section 2
of House Resolution 368, the motion
may be offered only by the majority
leader or his designee.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, I
have a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, you
started by saying the gentleman is cor-
rect. Did you mean that I am correct in
saying that the standing House rule
XXII, clause 4 that says that the
‘“‘stage of disagreement has been
reached on a bill or resolution with
House or Senate amendments,” that
that would be applicable under the
standing rule if the standing rule was
in order?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is correct about the standing
rule.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
have a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker,
what is it that changed the normal
rules of the House with respect to the
ability of any Member, including my-
self or any Member on the other side,
to offer a resolution calling up the CR
passed by the Senate and asked that it
be sent to the White House imme-
diately? Why is that standing rule of
the House not in operation right now?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
House is operating under the terms of
House Resolution 368, which provides
that the motion may be offered only by
the majority leader or his designee.
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Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, I
have a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
am asking why it is that the standing
rule of the House, the normal rules of
the House that we have been operating
under, rule XXII, clause 4, what is it
that has changed that that makes it
impossible for me now to offer a mo-
tion to send the clean CR to the White
House where the President can sign it
tonight? What is it that has changed
the standing rule of the House?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A spe-
cial order of business resolution adopt-
ed by the House limits the motion to
the majority leader or his designee.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, I
have a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, so a
special order has changed and modified
the standing rule of the House; am I
right about that?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. House
Resolution 368 has limited the avail-
ability of the motion.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, I
have a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker,
under the regular order of the House,
would any Member of the House, in-
cluding myself, be able to call up a mo-
tion to immediately send the CR to
fund the government to the President
of the United States, to immediately
call up and have a vote on that?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will not respond to a hypo-
thetical.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, I
have a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, just
so I understand the response, under the
rules of the House, you indicated that
the standing rules of the House have
been put aside in favor of H. Res. 368; is
that correct?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With re-
gard to the motion in question, that is
correct.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, I
have a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, am
I correct that section 2 of that new rule
says that any motion pursuant to the
standing rule, clause 4 of rule XXII,
may now only be offered by the Repub-
lican leader or the designee of the Re-
publican leader; is that correct?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will re-state his original re-
sponse.

Under section 2 of House Resolution
368, the motion may be offered only by
the majority leader or his designee.
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Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, I
have a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his inquiry.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, the
rule that has now been placed over the
House in substitute for the standing
rules of the House gives only the ma-
jority leader or his designee the ability
to move up and ask for a vote on the
clean Senate bill that would go to the
White House; is that correct?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will not respond to a political
characterization and will state again:

Under section 2 of House Resolution
368, that motion may be offered only by
the majority leader or his designee.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, I
have a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, it
seems pretty clear that we have taken
the normal rules of the House, Mr.
Speaker, and substitute in its place a
provision that says, ‘“‘only the Repub-
lican leader can make a decision—"’

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has not stated a proper par-
liamentary inquiry.

————
NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF
HEALTH CONTINUING APPRO-

PRIATIONS RESOLUTION, 2014

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to House Resolution 370, I call up
the joint resolution (H.J. Res. 73) mak-
ing continuing appropriations for the
National Institutes of Health for fiscal
year 2014, and for other purposes, and
ask for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the title of the joint
resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 370, the joint
resolution is considered read.

The text of the joint resolution is as
follows:

H.J. RES. 73

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That the following sums
are hereby appropriated, out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
and out of applicable corporate or other rev-
enues, receipts, and funds, for the National
Institutes of Health for fiscal year 2014, and
for other purposes, namely:

SEC. 101. (a) Such amounts as may be nec-
essary, at a rate for operations as provided
in the Full-Year Continuing Appropriations
Act, 2013 (division F of Public Law 113-6) and
under the authority and conditions provided
in such Act, for continuing projects or ac-
tivities (including the costs of direct loans
and loan guarantees) that are not otherwise
specifically provided for in this joint resolu-
tion, that were conducted in fiscal year 2013,
and for which appropriations, funds, or other
authority were made available by such Act
under the heading ‘‘Department of Health
and Human Services—National Institutes of
Health”.

(b) The rate for operations provided by sub-
section (a) for each account shall be cal-
culated to reflect the full amount of any re-
duction required in fiscal year 2013 pursuant
to—
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(1) any provision of division G of the Con-
solidated and Further Continuing Appropria-
tions Act, 2013 (Public Law 113-6), including
section 3004; and

(2) the Presidential sequestration order
dated March 1, 2013, except as attributable to
budget authority made available by the Dis-
aster Relief Appropriations Act, 2013 (Public
Law 113-2).

SEC. 102. Appropriations made by section
101 shall be available to the extent and in the
manner that would be provided by the perti-
nent appropriations Act.

SEC. 103. Unless otherwise provided for in
this joint resolution or in the applicable ap-
propriations Act for fiscal year 2014, appro-
priations and funds made available and au-
thority granted pursuant to this joint resolu-
tion shall be available until whichever of the
following first occurs: (1) the enactment into
law of an appropriation for any project or ac-
tivity provided for in this joint resolution;
(2) the enactment into law of the applicable
appropriations Act for fiscal year 2014 with-
out any provision for such project or activ-
ity; or (3) December 15, 2013.

SEC. 104. Expenditures made pursuant to
this joint resolution shall be charged to the
applicable appropriation, fund, or authoriza-
tion whenever a bill in which such applicable
appropriation, fund, or authorization is con-
tained is enacted into law.

SEC. 105. This joint resolution shall be im-
plemented so that only the most limited
funding action of that permitted in the joint
resolution shall be taken in order to provide
for continuation of projects and activities.

SEC. 106. Amounts made available under
section 101 for civilian personnel compensa-
tion and benefits in each department and
agency may be apportioned up to the rate for
operations necessary to avoid furloughs
within such department or agency, con-
sistent with the applicable appropriations
Act for fiscal year 2013, except that such au-
thority provided under this section shall not
be used until after the department or agency
has taken all necessary actions to reduce or
defer non-personnel-related administrative
expenses.

SEC. 107. It is the sense of Congress that
this joint resolution may also be referred to
as the ‘“‘Research for Lifesaving Cures Act’.

This joint resolution may be cited as the
‘“National Institutes of Health Continuing
Appropriations Resolution, 2014°.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
joint resolution shall be debatable for
30 minutes, equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on Ap-
propriations.

The gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
KINGSTON) and the gentlewoman from
Connecticut (Ms. DELAURO) each will
control 15 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Georgia.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.J. Res.
73, and that I may include tabular ma-
terial on the same.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. BARTON).

(Mr. BARTON asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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