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that. That’s why we’re trying to avoid 
differences and come together where 
we can agree, which is why I discussed 
the two other provisions which are bi-
partisan in nature and that the Presi-
dent has said he supports, which could, 
in a responsible fashion, allow us to 
continue the lower rates. 

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

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

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

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

Mr. CANTOR. I’m not quite sure 
about the note he made about our 
budget not balancing within the budget 
window. I would say to the gentleman, 
we understand that, but it is a plan 
that we could adopt that would provide 
a blueprint for getting us back on 
track as far as managing down the debt 
and deficit. And my point originally 
was, Mr. Speaker, there’s been no such 
plan, there’s been no such proffer from 
the President or the gentleman’s side 
of the aisle. 
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So in order for us to move forward, 
we need participation from both sides. 
We can’t just have one side providing a 
solution without the ability to get that 
solution put into place because the 
gentleman’s party is in control in the 
other body and in the White House. So 
how do we go about trying to find com-
monality if there is no proffer of solu-
tion? That was my point, Mr. Speaker. 
And there has been no solution, bal-
anced or not, provided by the other 
side. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

ADJOURNMENT TO TUESDAY, 
JUNE 5, 2012 

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

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

There was no objection. 
f 

HONORING KANSAS STATE 
REPRESENTATIVE BOB BETHELL 

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

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

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

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

f 

BRINGING FOCUS TO TICK-BORNE 
DISEASES 

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

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

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

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

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