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Boren
Boucher
Boustany
Boyd (FL)
Boyda (KS)
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Braley (IA)
Broun (GA)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Butterfield
Calvert
Camp (MI)
Campbell (CA)
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carney
Carter
Castle
Castor
Chabot
Clarke
Clay
Clyburn
Coble
Cohen
Cole (OK)
Conaway
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Cramer
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (KY)
Davis, David
Davis, Lincoln
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.

Diaz-Balart, M.

Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly
Doolittle
Doyle
Drake
Dreier
Duncan
Edwards
Ehlers
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emanuel
Emerson
Engel
English (PA)
Eshoo
Etheridge
Fallin

Farr
Fattah
Feeney
Filner
Flake
Forbes
Fortenberry
Fossella
Foxx

Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Giffords

Gilchrest
Gillibrand
Gingrey
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Granger
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Hall (TX)
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hobson
Hodes
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Hulshof
Inglis (SC)
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Jordan
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Klein (FL)
Kline (MN)
Knollenberg
Kucinich
Kuhl (NY)
LaHood
Lamborn
Lampson
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Mahoney (FL)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Markey
Marshall
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul (TX)
McCollum (MN)
MecCotter
McCrery
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McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McHugh
MclIntyre
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
McNulty
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Nunes
Oberstar
Obey
Ortiz
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Payne
Pearce
Pence
Perlmutter
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Poe
Pomeroy
Porter
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Putnam
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Reyes
Reynolds
Richardson
Rodriguez
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Sali
Sanchez, Linda

Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Saxton
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schmidt
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sestak
Shadegg
Shays
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster

Simpson Thompson (CA) Watson
Sires Thompson (MS) Watt
Skelton Thornberry Waxman
Slaughter Tiahrt Weiner
Smith (NE) Tiberi Welch (VT)
Smith (NJ) Tierney Weldon (FL)
Smith (TX) Towns Weller
Smith (WA) Tsongas Westmoreland
Snyder Turner Whitfield
Solis Udall (CO) Wicker
Souder Udall (NM) .
Space Upton W?lson (NM)
Spratt Velazquez Wilson (OH)
Stark Visclosky Wilson (SC)
Stearns Walberg Wolf
Stupak Walden (OR) Woolsey
Sullivan Walsh (NY) Wu
Sutton Walz (MN) Yarmuth
Tanner Wamp Young (AK)
Tauscher Wasserman Young (FL)
Taylor Schultz
Terry Waters

NOT VOTING—41
Alexander Jindal Olver
Boswell Johnson (IL) Paul
Brown, Corrine Keller Pryce (OH)
Buyer Kind Rengzi
Carson King (IA) Rush
Chandler Lantos Ryan (OH)
Cubin Loeas ) Ryan (WD
Davis (IL) Marchant 22;:?:;8
Everett Matheson Tancredo
Ferguson Miller (FL)
Graves Miller, Gary Van Hollen
Hooley Moore (WI) Wexler
Hunter Murtha Wynn

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

the vote). Members are advised less

than 2 minutes remain in the vote.

[ 1908

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. CLEAVER. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoid-
ably detained for Rollcall votes 1142 through
1144 and ask for unanimous consent to enter
into the RECORD the following statement on
the series of votes held on Tuesday, Decem-
ber 11, 2007, beginning with Rollcall 1142.

Unfortunately, | was detained in my district;
Missouri’s Fifth, due to a massive ice storm,
which is crippling our community. My heart
goes out to those individuals who have lost
power, and | salute the city and utility workers,
who are working tirelessly to restore lost utili-
ties in this freezing weather.

Mr. Speaker, had | been present, | would
have cast the following votes on H. Res. 842,
Expressing sympathy to and pledging the sup-
port of the House of Representatives and the
people of the United States for the victims of
Cyclone Sidr in southern Bangladesh; H. Res.
847, Recognizing the importance of Christ-
mas; and H.R. 4343, the Fair Treatment for
Experienced Pilots Act of 2007:

Mr. Speaker, had | been present for H. Res.
842, roll No. 1142, | would have voted “yea.”

Mr. Speaker, had | been present for H. Res.
847, roll No. 1143, | would have voted “nay.”

Mr. Speaker, had | been present for the
H.R. 4343, roll No. 1144, | would have voted
“yea.”

CORRECTION H15275

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. BOSWELL. Mr. Speaker, | regret that in-
clement weather prevented me from being
here to vote today. Had | been present, |
would have voted “yea” on H. Res. 842, H.
Res. 847, H.R. 4343, and | ask that my state-
ment be placed in the appropriate place in the
RECORD to reflect this.

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 4193

Mr. CUELLAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to remove my
name from H.R. 4193.

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

There was no objection.

——
HONORING ALBERT CAREY
CASWELL OF THE CAPITOL

GUIDE SERVICE

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to honor one of the unsung he-
roes of the United States Capitol. Here
in the Capitol Building, we have a
group of fine individuals who serve the
public by giving tours of the Capitol
and educating the public about the his-
tory of this great institution.

But during the few years I have had
the honor to serve in Congress, I have
noticed one member of the Capitol
Guide Service who has consistently
gone above and beyond the call of duty.
Albert Carey Caswell has served as a
Capitol guide for more than 20 years,
and his tenure has been marked with
an ethic of civic outreach. He routinely
gives tours to disabled veterans from
Walter Reed Medical Center and to
children with life-threatening diseases
through Make-a-Wish Foundation. Mr.
Caswell does all of this on a volunteer
basis on his own time. He insists that
the tours he give to these children and
brave veterans be coordinated and
given on his watch.

Mr. Caswell is an accomplished poet
and an extremely knowledgeable tour
guide, but more importantly he is a
great American. He embodies the spirit
of a true patriot, someone who grasps
the importance of a cause greater than
himself and pursues it with energy and
commitment. He is the model of a
civically minded citizen who is self-
lessly committed to the greater good.

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
CLARKE). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 18, 2007, and
under a previous order of the House,
the following Members will be recog-
nized for 5 minutes each.
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ADMINISTRATION GETS TWO
THUMBS DOWN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, the
holiday movie season usually begins
each year around Christmas Day, but
this year the holiday movie season has
begun early. It began this week, in
fact, when the administration
premiered its new movie entitled,
“Iraq: The Sequel.”

As you will recall, the first Iraq
movie began with the administration
warning us about weapons of mass de-
struction and mushroom clouds. Then
we invaded Iraq where we discovered
that the weapons of mass destruction
didn’t exist. But the administration
kept coming up with new reasons to
keep the occupation going.

The American people gave this first
Iraq two thumbs down, but that hasn’t
discouraged our leaders in the White
House. They have been busy writing
the same exact script for ‘‘Iraq: The
Sequel,” which is all about Iran.

In this movie, the administration
warns us about Iranian weapons of
mass destruction, in this case a nuclear
weapons program. Then it gives us new
visions of mushroom clouds by warning
us about World War III. Then we dis-
cover, as we did last week, that the nu-
clear weapons program does not exist.
In fact, it was suspended back in 2003.
But the administration continues to
come up with new reasons to keep the
crisis going.

Yesterday we were told that Iran was
dangerous, Iran is dangerous, Iran will
be dangerous. So the administration’s
drumbeat for war in general, and
against Iran in particular, goes on. Be-
fore we go back to the dark days,
Madam Speaker, the dark days of
shock and awe, I have a few questions
to ask.

First, why did it take 4 long years to
discover the truth about the Iranian
nuclear weapons program? Was this an-
other example of intelligence being
manipulated for political purposes?

Why did the administration warn us
in October that Iranian nuclear weap-
ons could start World War III when the
Director of National Intelligence went
to the White House in August to say
that Iran’s nuclear weapons system
“may be suspended’’?

There is nothing, nothing more reck-
less and irresponsible than to terrify
the world about World War III when
there is no basis for it.

Why did the administration continue
to use threatening language yesterday?
Yesterday, when the truth was already
known. Instead of looking for opportu-
nities for peace, this administration
continues to look for ways to keep ten-
sions as high as possible.

My last question, Madam Speaker, is
why does the administration seem so
intent on wrecking America’s credi-
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bility? By doing so, this administration
has made the world a much more dan-
gerous place and has undercut our own
national security. We are like the boy
who cries wolf. No one will believe
what we say now, and that means we
cannot 1lead the world effectively
against terrorism and towards peace.

The movies of “Iraq” and ‘“‘Iraq: The
Sequel” have both bombed. We need a
new plot, a plot that begins with re-
sponsible redeployment of our troops
out of Iraq, which would be the essen-
tial, responsible first step.

When we do that, we can begin to
bring together all the parties in the re-
gion that have a stake in keeping a lid
on violence and reducing tensions. We
must change course because that is the
only way to regain the moral leader-
ship. And we must reshape events, and
we must reshape them in ways that are
favorable to the United States and to
peace around the world.

———

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 1201

Mr. PICKERING. Madam Speaker, I
would like to ask unanimous consent
to withdraw my name as a cosponsor of
H.R. 1201.

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

There was no objection.

————
EYE ON THE SUPREME COURT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, last week
hundreds of citizens stood in the first
snow of winter in Washington, D.C. for
2 hours, hoping to get a coveted seat in
the United States Supreme Court
building to see the oral arguments on
the case of the detainees in Guanta-
namo prisoner of war camp and what
rights, if any, they have under our Con-
stitution; however, the Supreme Court
gallery has a mere 50 seats for spec-
tators.

One of those would-be viewers was a
lawyer on my staff, Gina Santucci. I
wanted her there to find out more
about the case and take notes. But she,
like most of the people in line, never
got in to see the arguments. There was
no room in the room. Those that were
allowed into the proceedings were only
permitted to stay 5 minutes before
they had to leave and make room for
other people in the room.

Public interest in what takes place in
the Supreme Court is a good thing. It
is important that Americans are con-
cerned about what occurs in the Su-
preme Court, and citizens want to ob-
serve the most powerful court in action
anywhere in the world. But most
Americans will never have this oppor-
tunity to see the questions asked by
the Justices of the Supreme Court or
to hear the arguments over the mean-
ing of our Constitution or hear con-
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stitutional cases that will go down in
history.

Earlier this year, I introduced H.R.
1299 to allow television cameras to
televise Supreme Court proceedings.
Since then, both the House and the
Senate Judiciary Committees have
heard arguments as to why cameras
should be allowed inside the Supreme
Court.

Last week, the Senate Judiciary
Committee marked up Senator SPEC-
TER’s bill to allow cameras in the Su-
preme Court. Some Senators were con-
cerned that the Department of Justice
opposed this bill. Justice Department
opposed this bill because they say they
want to protect the ‘‘collegial environ-
ment’’ of the Court. I don’t mean to in-
trude on what a ‘‘collegial environ-
ment’’ is, but what is it?

I thought the business before the Su-
preme Court is a matter the American
people have an interest in, not just the
college of lawyers that appear before
the court.

We have cameras in these House
Chambers, and I never thought about
whether the camera here on the House
floor affects the collegiality between
the fellow representatives that we
work with. Most of us hardly notice
the camera at all. And today’s cameras
are so small and unobtrusive, they are
not noticed. They don’t affect our daily
routine here in the House, but they
allow Americans across the vastness of
the fruited plain to tune in to see what
their government is up to every day.

Now, I doubt if the Supreme Court
TV channel will win the fall sweeps,
but it will allow Americans who live in
the 50 States to observe the oral argu-
ments that take place. Some say they
are against cameras in the courtroom
because attorneys play to the camera
and try to impress the viewing audi-
ence.

Madam Speaker, attorneys don’t play
to the camera, they play to the jury. I
know because I played to the jury for 8
years as a prosecutor in Texas. How-
ever, there isn’t even a jury to impress
in the Supreme Court. In fact, there
really isn’t a time to grandstand in the
Supreme Court. Oral arguments in the
Supreme Court involve the best appel-
late attorneys in the country, facing a
spew of questions from nine Justices
who are asking a barrage of legal ques-
tions to these lawyers making them
justify their legal positions on their
case.

I only explain how the oral argu-
ments work in the Supreme Court be-
cause most Americans are unaware of
the proceedings and the procedures
since they don’t have the opportunity
to view Supreme Court oral arguments
personally. Unless there are cameras,
Americans will never have the chance
to see what takes place in a courtroom,
the most powerful courtroom in the
whole world, the Supreme Court court-
room.

I know cameras can be placed in a
courtroom without disruption or dis-
traction because I did it. For 22 years,
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