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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during

the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing.
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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. DUFFY. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No.
126, | was unavoidably detained. Had | been
present, | would have voted “aye.”

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Speaker, | was
not present for rollcall votes 122-126. Had |
been present, | would have voted “no” on No.
122, “yes” on No. 123, “no” on No. 124,
“yes” on No. 125, and “no” on No. 126.

————

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished 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.
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(Mr. HOYER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield to my friend from Vir-
ginia (Mr. CANTOR), the majority lead-
er, for the purpose of inquiring of the
schedule for the week to come.

Mr. CANTOR. 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, and the
last votes of the week are expected no
later than 3 p.m. No votes are expected
in the House on Friday.

Mr. Speaker, the House will consider
a few bills under suspension of the
rules, which will be announced by the
close of business tomorrow. The House
will also consider H.R. 3309, the Federal
Communications Commission Process
Reform Act, offered by Congressman
GREG WALDEN of Oregon. And for the
second year in a row, the House will
consider and pass a budget resolution.
Mr. Speaker, we also expect to take
further action on our Nation’s infra-
structure, with authority expiring at
the end of next week. Finally, I am
hopeful that the Senate will clear the
House’s bipartisan JOBS Act today.
This bill has been delayed too long, but
I look forward to the President signing
it into law.

I thank the gentleman from Mary-
land, and I yield back.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for his information with respect to the
legislation that is going to be consid-
ered next week.

I would note that he talks about the
highway bill, the infrastructure bill
that is pending. Obviously, we had ex-
pected to consider that bill on the
House floor. On our side, at least, our
expectation was that it was going to be
considered a number of weeks ago. It
has not come to the floor here. As I un-
derstand it, we are now talking about
an extension of some period of time.
We are concerned that you rightfully,
personally and as a party, made it very
clear that certainty was an important
aspect of growing our economy. That’s
a proposition on which I agree. I think
you are absolutely right. I think that
we need to create certainty and, clear-
ly, we need to create jobs.

I said this morning, Mr. Leader, to
the press—and I'm sure you get it as
well—that the public says to me: When
are you guys going to start working to-
gether? When are you going to get
something done in a bipartisan way?

The Senate has done that, I will say
to my friend. The Senate has done it in
an overwhelming fashion. They had
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74—it would have been 75, but Mr. LAU-
TENBERG was absent but was for the
bill. So 75 percent of the Senate, three-
quarters of the Senate voted for what
was a very bipartisan bill. And, as a
matter of fact, half the Senate Repub-
licans essentially voted for that bill.

As you know, it had a technical flaw
in the bill in that it had revenues
which need to be initiated in the House
of Representatives. Representative TIM
B1sHOP of New York has introduced the
Senate bill, which has overwhelming
support in the United States Senate
and, very frankly, in my view, would
have at least 218 votes in this House if
it were put on the floor.

The Speaker has said in the past that
he is committed to letting the House
work its will, obviously referring to
the open amendments process. But if a
bill doesn’t come to the floor, we have
no opportunity either to amend or to
vote. That’s been one of our problems,
of course, with the jobs bill that the
President proposed that we had hoped
would have been brought to the floor
which has not been to the floor.

But I ask my friend, rather than con-
tinue to delay—and both sides have
done that on the highway bill—to give
that confidence, of which you have spo-
ken and others on your side of the aisle
have spoken I think absolutely cor-
rectly, in order to give the confidence
that we can, in fact, act, that we can
work in a bipartisan fashion, I would
ask my friend whether or not he, as the
majority leader, would be prepared to
bring the Bishop bill to the floor,
which, again, is the Senate bill, sup-
ported by 75 Members of the United
States Senate, half of the Republican
caucus in the Senate, and which will
give some degree of certainty for a
highway program which clearly is also
a jobs bill and will have an impact on
almost 2 million jobs and maybe an-
other million jobs along the way.

We think that’s the way that would
be good for our country to proceed, and
it would send a message—because I
think it would get bipartisan support if
you brought it to the floor—that it
would send a good message to the coun-
try that, yes, from time to time, we
can work together. And, very frankly,
Mr. Leader, if we did that, it would be
consistent with every transportation
bill that we have passed since 1956
under Dwight Eisenhower, where we
worked together in a bipartisan fash-
ion. This is the first time that I have
experienced a partisan divide—I mean,
people have had differences of opinion,
but a partisan divide on the highway
bill.

As you know, Senator BOXER and
Senator INHOFE came together to
agree. I think that’s a pretty broad ide-
ological spectrum of the United States
Senate. They came together, they
agreed, and they led the effort to pass
that bipartisan bill.

I would very much hope that, Mr.
Majority Leader, that you could bring
that bill to the floor and see whether
or not, in fact, it could pass. I think
that would be good for the country.
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