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Messrs. SULLIVAN, BARROW and

POE of Texas changed their vote from
‘“‘yea’” to ‘“‘nay.”

Messrs. TURNER and PRICE of
North Carolina changed their vote
from ‘“‘nay’’ to ‘“‘yea.”

So the conference report was agreed
to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————
PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. PASCRELL. Madam Speaker, I
want to state for the RECORD that I
missed four rollcall votes. Unfortu-
nately I missed these votes because I
was in my district attending the fu-
neral of my sister-in-law Barbara
Gamero who recently passed away this
last Tuesday at the age of 73. Had I
been present I would have voted ‘‘yea”
on rollcall votes 749, 750, 7561 and 752.

COMMENDING HOMELAND SECU-
RITY DEPARTMENT EMPLOYEES
AND ANTI-TERRORISM  PART-
NERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KRATOVIL). The unfinished business is
the question on suspending the rules
and agreeing to the resolution, H. Res.
731.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms.
CLARKE) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 731.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————
[0 1430
LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

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

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from Maryland, the ma-
jority leader, for the purpose of an-
nouncing next week’s schedule.
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Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

On Monday the House will not be in
session. On Tuesday the House will
meet at 12:30 p.m. for morning-hour de-
bate and 2 p.m. for legislative business,
with votes postponed until 6:30. On
Wednesday and Thursday the House
will meet at 10 a.m. for legislative
business. On Friday there are no votes
expected.

We will consider several bills under
suspension of the rules. The complete
list of suspension bills, as is the cus-
tom, will be announced by the close of
business tomorrow. In addition to the
suspension bills, we will consider H.R.
2442, the Bay Area Regional Water Re-
cycling Program Expansion Act of 2009,
the conference report on H.R. 2997, the
Agricultural, Rural Development, Food
and Drug Administration and Related
Agencies Appropriations Act of 2010,
and the conference report on H.R. 2892,
the Department of Homeland Security
Appropriations Act of 2010.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman.

Mr. Speaker, I'd ask the gentleman if
we could turn to the discussion of
health care, and as the gentleman
knows, he and I have had discussions
this week, perhaps, I think, a discus-
sion that could yield the ability for us
to work together on the things that we
agree on in health care. Obviously, the
divide is great when talking about any
type of move towards a government
takeover of health care. But he and I
have spoken about maybe there are
some areas of agreement. And he and I
have also talked about the fact that we
could meet together and discuss that,
and I look forward to hearing from him
or his office to schedule that. And
along those lines, I'd like to ask the
gentleman what he expects the sched-
ule to be towards bringing a health
care bill to the floor of this House.

Mr. HOYER. First of all, let me say
that, as far as I know, we have no
premise that we want to pursue of a
government takeover of health care, so
notwithstanding the characterization,
we don’t believe that what’s being pro-
posed does that, any more than Medi-
care, from our perspective, was a take-
over of the health care system. Having
said that, we are working, as you
know, as the press is reporting, on see-
ing what alternatives are available.
There are three committee bills that
have been reported out of the Energy
and Commerce Committee, had full
markups, Ways and Means Committee,
and the Education and Labor Com-
mittee. As you know, they differ in
part, and so there are now discussions
as to how you meld those bills together
with the theory and intention of offer-
ing a bill from those three bills.

We would expect the Rules Com-
mittee, at some point in time, to effect
that objective, as has been done in the
past. Our expectation is that we will do
that within the time frame that we’re
able to do it; that is to say, there’s not
yet a resolution of how that is accom-
plished, so we don’t have a time frame.
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And we haven’t set a time frame, but
we will do it when it’s possible to put
forward.

Lastly, I would say to the gentleman,
he and I talked earlier this week, as he
pointed out, and I look forward to sit-
ting down with him next week to see if
there are areas where we can agree. If
there are, we’d like to do that. And I
think the gentleman has expressed his
desire to do so as well. On the other
hand, as we know, there are areas of
substantial disagreement. It’s cer-
tainly not our view that we can start
over again. It is our view that this
matter has had over 90 hearings over
the last couple of years; that we’ve had
over 2,000 town meetings on this, and
we’ve been really at this for about over
a year now, with very substantial dis-
cussions during the Presidential cam-
paign from all candidates on both sides
of the aisle, as to the fact that health
care reform was necessary, and we be-
lieve the overwhelming majority of the
American people believe that. Obvi-
ously, the details are the critical issue,
and I look forward to pursuing discus-
sions next week with the gentleman.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman.
And Mr. Speaker, I'd ask the gen-
tleman further as to the timing of a
bill. I understand that he’s indicated
that there is no resolution as to ex-
actly when a bill would come to the
floor.

Mr. HOYER. If the gentleman will
yield.

Mr. CANTOR. I yield.

Mr. HOYER. I do not expect a bill to
be on the floor within the next 2 weeks,
if that’s what the gentleman’s asking.
I think we’ll have time to have discus-
sions.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman
because I was going to ask about the
Speaker’s commitment prior. So I
thank the gentleman for that.

Mr. HOYER. If the gentleman would
yield, because I think probably—to
complete the answer—the Speaker and
I are both committed to giving sub-
stantial notice, not only of the bill,
when a bill is put together, but also of
any manager’s amendment which may
effect the resolution between the three
committee documents. It is our expec-
tation that there would be at least 72
hours for either the bill and the man-
ager’s amendment or, if they are sepa-
rate, 72 hours for each.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman.

Mr. Speaker, as to the scheduling of
a bill dealing with sanctions on Iran,
we’ve had discussions together on the
floor and elsewhere regarding the Iran
Refined Petroleum Sanctions Act. And
Mr. Speaker, I'd say to the gentleman,
now, in particular, I think time is of
the essence that we act because, as we
have seen over the last 10 days, Iran re-
vealing its secret enrichment program,
indicating, yet again, that the regime
in that country refuses to comply with
international law or the will of the
world community.

So it is my sense that we should, and
we can work together on this issue.
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The gentleman had indicated last time
we were engaged in a colloquy that he
was going to meet with Chairman BER-
MAN of the Foreign Affairs Committee
about moving that bill and bringing it
to the floor. So I would ask the gen-
tleman if he could tell us when we
could expect that bill to come to the
floor.

Mr. HOYER. Since I made that rep-
resentation, I have, in fact, met with
both not only Mr. BERMAN, the chair-
man of the Foreign Affairs Committee,
but also Mr. FRANK, the chairman of
the Financial Services Committee. As
the gentleman knows, there are two
sanctions bills. One is Chairman
FRANK’s bill, which passed the House
overwhelmingly last year, and provides
authority to State and local govern-
ments to divest their assets from any
company that invests $20 million or
more in Iran’s energy sector. That is
not as consequential, obviously, as Mr.
BERMAN’s bill. Mr. BERMAN’s bill, as
you know, requires any foreign entities
that sell refined petroleum to Iran or
otherwise assist such sales to be
banned from doing business in the
United States. Obviously, that has real
teeth to it.

As the gentleman also knows, Octo-
ber 1, discussions are underway with
Iran for the first time in a long time.
Furthermore, significantly, the admin-
istration is working with our allies,
certainly with, as the gentleman
knows, with Britain and France, but
also engaged with Germany as well,
and with Russia and with China, mem-
bers of the P-5 plus 1, essentially,
members of the Security Council plus
Germany, on how we might respond to
what the world has viewed as a viola-
tion of the U.N. resolutions and what
Iran has been doing. The gentleman
and I share a view that Iran’s process is
unacceptable, that Iran’s pursuing of
nuclear armed capability, weapons ca-
pability is unacceptable and dangerous
to the region and to the international
community.

The administration shares that view,
and therefore, with respect to Mr. BER-
MAN’s resolution, we are in contact
with the administration, and Mr. BER-
MAN is prepared to bring that forward
at a time when, based upon whatever
may occur in the next week—I don’t
want to put a time frame on it—a week
or two, that might indicate that we
could get a broader international
toughening of sanctions that now exist,
with the agreement, particularly of
Russia. As you know, President
Medvedev has made some pretty strong
statements about Qom and the findings
there, and what he believes to be Iran’s
failure to keep the world informed and
concern about what Iran is doing,
which was a positive sign.

But with those considerations in
mind, I know that Mr. BERMAN is very
focused on this and ready to bring a
resolution to the floor at a time he be-
lieves is consistent with the adminis-
tration’s trying to attain, with the
international community, the strong-
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est possible sanctions internationally,
as well as our own sanctions.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman.
And I would only add that I believe I'm
speaking for our conference here in in-
dicating that it’s not necessarily what
we would do in terms of trying to wait
for China and Russia to move the bill.
I'm not saying the gentleman said
that, but it sounded as if we’ve got to
wait until there is some collective
agreement on the world stage in order
for Congress to act. As the gentleman
and I have agreed for a long time now,
we, in this country, believe very
strongly of standing up against the re-
gime in Iran. It has an impact on our
allies across that region in the world
and particularly for us here at home.
So I would encourage the gentleman by
telling him that our side stands ready
to want to help with moving that bill.

Mr. HOYER. If the gentleman would
yield, I appreciate that, and I am con-
fident that, as the gentleman points
out, that we will move ahead in a bi-
partisan and overwhelming fashion on
this bill. But I want to make it very
clear: We don’t have to wait for any-
body. Having said that, the judgment
of the chairman, in concert with the
administration, is that we do want to
see what developments occur in the
very near term. And I think that’s
what I meant. Hopefully that’s what I
said. The gentleman’s accurate; we
don’t have to wait, certainly for Russia
or China or for anybody else, to take
the action we deem to be appropriate.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman.

Mr. Speaker, as the gentleman
knows, there is a very important de-
bate occurring in our country right
now regarding our position towards the
commitment we’ve made in Afghani-
stan. And it’s clear that the Repub-
licans believe, as I'm sure the gen-
tleman does, that this Congress must
be devoting attention to this impor-
tant issue as it relates to the national
security of the United States and our
interests in that arena, as well as
abroad. And I'd like to ask the gen-
tleman, Mr. Speaker, whether he, in
his leadership, will call on General
McChrystal to testify before Congress
as soon as possible. And I’d note, as the
gentleman well knows, that Chairman
SKELTON has been reported to have
made such requests of his leadership.

Mr. HOYER. As the gentleman prob-
ably knows, I have also indicated I
thought General McChrystal ought to
come to the Congress and testify, not
only before the committees, but per-
haps brief a bipartisan session. I don’t
mean an address to it, but a bipartisan
briefing, either in the Armed Services
Committee or on the floor here or in
the auditorium. I think that’s appro-
priate. As the gentleman knows, the
President has been involved in very ex-
tensive consultation with the Cabinet
members that deal with the national
security issues, including Chairman of
the Joint Chiefs, Admiral Mike Mullen;
General Jones, the National Security
Advisor; Secretary Clinton; the Vice
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President and others who are dealing
with this issue.

As you know, there has been no spe-
cific request directed to the Congress
at this point in time, either by General
McChrystal, Secretary Gates, or the
President, so that it may well be an
issue of timing as to when they’re
ready to come to the Congress to lay
out the specific plans that they believe
we ought to pursue. But I think that
everyone shares the conviction that
this is a critical issue with which the
Congress is going to deal, and that
General McChrystal, who is the com-
mander on the ground in Afghanistan,
needs to come before the Congress and
give us his best judgment as to how we
can be successful.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman.
And I know it’s just been reported that
in the Senate there was an amendment
offered by Senator MCCAIN on this very
point, requiring there to be some testi-
mony by General McChrystal before
Congress by a date certain. And I'm
told that that amendment went down
on a party-line vote. So I would just
tell the gentleman, again, that our side
believes it’s very important, as I know
he does, in terms of our national secu-
rity and Congress’ role that General
McChrystal be before us so that we can
be informed and conduct our constitu-
tional duty as such.

O 1445

If T could, Mr. Speaker, turn to the
question of jobs.

We have a running debate, the gen-
tleman and I and others, as to the ef-
fectiveness of the stimulus bill. And as
we all know, back in January it was re-
ported that that bill would arrest the
rise of unemployment. In fact, the goal
was set that unemployment would not
overreach beyond 8% percent. We know
in this country now we’re just under 10
percent unemployment nationally.

I feel very strongly, Mr. Speaker,
that we should be focusing on this
economy while we’re trying to deal
with so many other issues. And it has
been some time now where we have
missed the opportunity on this floor to
bring up bills that have to do with job
creation.

If we look at some of the evidence of
the stimulus bill, it is the contention
of our side that that bill has not ful-
filled its mission. We could go through
any list of expenditures that we have
noted in the press and elsewhere, where
you have got $2.8 million to fight forest
fires in the District of Columbia; you
have $3.4 million to help turtles cross
the road in Florida. These are the
kinds of items that, frankly, rob the
public of their confidence in what we
do.

So I would ask the gentleman, is
there any effort, is there any hope that
we may perhaps have some construc-
tive debate around the rest of the stim-
ulus money and perhaps orient that to-
wards job creation, sustainable job cre-
ation and growth in the economy? Be-
cause after all, I think that’s what all
of us are after.
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I yield.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

And he’s correct: we do have a dif-
ferent perspective on this. Of course,
the gentleman supported economic
policies in 2001 and 2003 that of course
produced the worst job performance of
any administration since Herbert Hoo-
ver. We lost 3.1 million jobs in the last
14 months of the Bush administration,
lost an average of 680,000 jobs during
the last 3 months of the administration
that President Obama was faced with.

We acted decisively and boldly, in my
opinion, under the President’s leader-
ship. In point of fact, we reduced the
average of some 680,000 in the last 3
months of the Bush administration to,
over the last 3 months, 350,000 and only
216,000 jobs lost. I say ‘‘only.” That re-
lates to 741,000 jobs lost the last month
of the Bush administration. That is a
half a million fewer jobs. It’s not where
we want to be, but it is certainly a lot
better.

Many economists in our party and,
frankly, in your party, Mr. Zandi we
refer to, estimate that we have over a
million jobs more than we would have
had had we not passed the Recovery
and Reinvestment Act. There has been
a 1.3 percent rise in consumer spending
in August. It was the biggest increase
since the 2.8 surge in October of 2001.
The Labor Department released a re-
port last week showing that during the
previous week, the number of newly
laid-off workers seeking unemploy-
ment benefits fell for the third straight
week, evidence that layoffs are con-
tinuing to ease at the earliest stages of
the economic recovery.

Without going into a lot more statis-
tics, we do have a substantive dif-
ference as to whether or not our econ-
omy is getting better. The good news,
from my perspective, is most econo-
mists agree with us that we’ve bot-
tomed out and we’re starting to come
up. We’re going to have unemployment
figures tomorrow that will be an-
nounced. Hopefully, they’re down even
further.

The stock market, I will tell my
friend, in the Recovery and Reinvest-
ment he thinks hasn’t worked is up
from about 7,200-7,300 up to about 9,700.
I will tell you that every American
that opens their 401(k) or retirement
plan thinks that progress has been
made. I know I do when I open mine. I
am very pleased to see that.

So we do differ. We differ not only on
the success of the economic plan that
was pursued for 8 years that led to the
deepest recession that we have had in
75 years.

But the gentleman stands and asked
me a question about adopting more of
those policies, and with all due respect,
my friend, we didn’t think those poli-
cies were going to work, we don’t think
they did work, and, in fact, the policies
that your party voted against to a per-
son in 1993 produced exactly the oppo-
site results: high employment, low
deficits; in fact, a net surplus at the

H10435

end of the 8 years of the Clinton admin-
istration, and a reduction in spending
which you doubled in terms of percent-
age, 3.5 under the Clinton years and 7
percent under President Bush’s years.
So, yes, we have a difference of opin-
ion.

We think we have pursued vigorously
policies to create jobs, create economic
stability, create growth in our econ-
omy, and we think it’s working.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman.

I would say in response, I, nor most
of my conference, was not here in 1993
on that vote.

I would simply say to the gentleman,
as he knows, in the stimulus debate
and on down through the rest—cap-
and-trade, the health care, the budget
debate—the proposals that we are of-
fering, especially as he refers to in the
economic arena, are not the same poli-
cies. We have proffered an agenda
which speaks to small businesses.

And, Mr. Speaker, I would say I don’t
think it is necessarily a constructive
route to take for us to say who was
worse because none of us, as the gen-
tleman suggests, likes the fact that
we’ve lost 2v2 million jobs in the last 8
months. And if you ask the small busi-
ness people in our districts if they
think things are better, I think there’s
pretty much unanimity that small
businesses are having difficulties still
keeping the lights on, maintaining
payroll.

Something is amiss. We’ve got to be
focusing on how we can expand the op-
portunity for those small businesses to
grow again. It’s very central to the
idea of getting the capital markets
straight, of getting our fiscal house in
order. I am very troubled by the bills
that are coming along in the Financial
Services Committee, the Consumer Fi-
nancial Protection Agency, yet more
attempts by the majority to impose
the will of Washington on the entre-
preneurs across this country, restrict-
ing ultimately their ability to access
credit.

You know, we do have differences,
Mr. Speaker. I am just hopeful that we
can find a way to work together to pro-
mote jobs.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman very much for his time.

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW

Mr. HOYER. 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 at 12:30 p.m. on
Tuesday, October 6, 2009, for morning-
hour debate.

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

There was no objection.

——
THE STIMULUS PACKAGE HAS
BEEN PRODUCTIVE

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



		Superintendent of Documents
	2015-05-12T18:07:44-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




