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Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Madam 

Speaker, I rise in strong opposition to the 
President’s shortsighted veto of H.R. 6331, the 
Medicare Improvements for Patients and Pro-
viders Act of 2008, and urge my colleagues to 
vote to override this veto. 

Medicare has been a true success story for 
seniors—but Medicare will continue to suc-
ceed only as long as doctors continue to par-
ticipate. And no doctor can afford to take a 10 
percent cut in payments. 

Last week, H.R. 6331 passed by over-
whelming bipartisan majorities in both the 
House and Senate because our Nation’s 
health depends on it. The bill eliminates the 
Medicare-killing payment cut and provides a 
1.1 percent increase for physicians for 2009. It 
provides mental health parity in the Medicare 
program—something I’ve been fighting for, be-
cause people suffering from mental illness are 
just as in need of treatment as people suf-
fering physical illness. The bill also allows 
poor people to keep more of their assets and 
still qualify for help with Medicare costs. 

My district includes more hospitals than 
probably any other district in the country—and 
all the doctors affiliated with those hospitals 
have offices in my district. They have been 
clear—unless they receive fair payment for 
their work, they cannot afford to continue to 
treat Medicare patients. Without good doctors, 
seniors’ health will suffer. Congress was right 
to pass this bill the first time, and I hope we 
stand strong to pass it again today. I urge my 
colleagues to join me in voting to override the 
President’s veto. 

Mr. REYES. Madam Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of overriding the President’s 
veto of H.R. 6331, the Medicare Improve-
ments for Patients and Providers Act. 

For the past several weeks, Congress has 
debated an issue that should not be consid-
ered controversial—health care for our Na-
tion’s seniors. This important piece of legisla-
tion addresses impeding cuts to physicians’ 
Medicare payment rates. The issue not only 
affects seniors in my district of El Paso, 
Texas, but also hurts access to health care for 
all El Pasoans. 

The most important issue to consider when 
discussing this bill is that the provisions not 
only stop the impeding 10.6 percent cut, but it 
ensures that seniors and people with disabil-
ities can continue to see the doctors of their 
choice. 

It is also critical to understand that a cut to 
Medicare will have a significant impact on 
similar programs. For instance, these cuts 
would not only affect those covered by Medi-
care, but it would also threaten access to 
health care for military members and their 
families under the military health program, 
TRICARE. Physicians serving our troops also 
face the 10.6 percent cut due because 
TRICARE payments are directly tied to Medi-
care. 

Also, private insurance companies look to 
Medicare to base their physician reimburse-
ment rates. Physicians in El Paso and across 
the Nation rely on reimbursement by Medicare 
and other health care insurance groups to 
cover health care services rendered when a 
patient does not pay the full cost of care. In 
a recent survey of Texas physicians, more 
than 60 percent stated they would be forced to 

stop seeing Medicare patients should their re-
imbursement rates be cut. 

H.R. 6331 is significant legislation that elimi-
nates the cuts to Medicare payments for the 
remainder of 2008 and provides a 1.1 percent 
increase for 2009. The bill also extends and 
improves low-income assistance programs for 
Medicare beneficiaries. Finally, the bill protects 
seniors’ access to therapy services. 

I am extremely disappointed at President 
Bush’s obvious disregard for Congress and 
the people they represent by vetoing this crit-
ical legislative proposal. By doing so, the 
President has sent a clear message to seniors 
that he does not believe providing them with 
access to quality health care is a priority of his 
administration. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
vote in favor of overriding the veto and by 
doing so, support Medicare beneficiaries’ abil-
ity to choose their physicians. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
in opposition to President Bush’s veto of H.R. 
6331. This legislation is a critical bill to ensure 
that our seniors have access to health care 
and so I will again vote in its favor. I am dis-
appointed with the President’s decision and 
am compelled to make a stand in support of 
our seniors. 

By the nature of our democratic process, al-
most no bill considered in Congress is perfect, 
and H.R. 6331 is no exception. We cannot, 
however, ‘‘let the perfect be the enemy of the 
good.’’ H.R. 6331 is a good compromise that 
will help preserve our health care delivery sys-
tem. This bill will increase investment in pre-
ventive and quality care, expand programs in 
rural communities, expand the patient cen-
tered medical home, and begin to transform 
the health care delivery system through the 
adoption of electronic prescribing. This invest-
ment will yield generations of healthier adults, 
improved quality of life, and long-term health 
care savings. 

One of the most important pieces of this bill 
is the physician reimbursement rate fix—which 
is really an access issue. Perhaps the most 
critical situation facing our seniors in the com-
ing decades will be access to physicians. Due 
to the paltry reimbursement rates for their 
services, more and more doctors are unable 
to take on new Medicare patients, or even 
serve any Medicare patients. They simply can-
not pay the bills. The formula that CMS uses 
to determine the reimbursement for physician 
services is not based on cost accounting 
standards. No one seems to understand why 
CMS adopted this formula decades ago, yet 
no one at the agency seems willing to over-
haul it. The result is decreasing reimburse-
ment for physicians. When they cannot cover 
their own costs, they have to stop seeing 
Medicare patients and this is a grave concern. 
We are not only concerned that our parents 
will not be able to see a physician when in 
need, but also that there won’t be adequate 
health care access when the baby boomers 
and our children become Medicare eligible. I’m 
for a permanent fix, which this House voted 
for in 2004 as part of the Medicare Moderniza-
tion Act before the Senate stripped it, but until 
we get there, preventing the annual cuts must 
be our priority. This bill prevents a reimburse-
ment rate cut and helps physicians continue to 
see their senior patients. 

I strongly disagree with the President—and 
even my own leadership—on his position. Ac-
cess to healthcare is one of the greatest 
issues facing our seniors—along with rising 
fuel costs—and it is irresponsible to stand in 
the way of providing that access. I urge my 
colleagues to join me in overriding the veto of 
H.R. 6331. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or-
dered. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is, Will the House, on recon-
sideration, pass the bill, the objections 
of the President to the contrary not-
withstanding? 

Under the Constitution, the vote 
must be by the yeas and nays. 

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this question will 
be postponed. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings 
will resume on questions previously 
postponed. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: motion to suspend on House Res-
olution 1259; motion to suspend on 
House Resolution 1323; and passing 
H.R. 6331, the objections of the Presi-
dent to the contrary notwithstanding. 

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining 
electronic votes will be conducted as 5- 
minute votes. 

f 

CONGRATULATING THE HAMILTON 
COLLEGE CONTINENTALS ON 
WINNING THE NCAA DIVISION III 
WOMEN’S LACROSSE CHAMPION-
SHIP 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution, H. Res. 1259, as amend-
ed, on which the yeas and nays were or-
dered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
BISHOP) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 1259, as amended. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 423, nays 0, 
not voting 11, as follows: 

[Roll No. 489] 

YEAS—423 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 

Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 

Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
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