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bishops are in jail in China. Two hun-
dred Protestant pastors are in jail in
China. They have plundered the Tibet-
ans, and they’re persecuting the
Uighurs. This is not a government that
is very friendly. And also they are the
leading supporter of genocide in
Darfur.

With that, knowing this will be dealt
with, I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr.
Speaker, I just want to say that I serve
on three committees. I serve on the
House Administration Committee. And
I am here today in that capacity. I
serve on the Homeland Security Com-
mittee where I have participated in I
would say dozens of hearings on
cybersecurity at least over the years.
And I serve on the House Judiciary
Committee where we have had, we have
a little bit of jurisdiction, but we have
actually worked pretty hard on our
spyware issues and cybersecurity
issues. We have paid attention to that.

I know that the Armed Services Com-
mittee has also paid attention to the
whole issue of cyber warfare and
cybersecurity. The Intelligence Com-
mittee isn’t allowed to tell the rest of
us mere mortals who don’t serve what
they have done, but I certainly hope
they are taking this seriously and be-
lieve that they are.

I know that the gentleman has the
right to close. I would just say that I
would like to provide to Mr. WOLF the
material from the many, many hear-
ings that we have had. I think that he
would value seeing what we have done
so far. And also it would be valuable to
him to see what remains to be done.

As 1 said earlier, we have been
yelling, actually yelling about this. We
have, as a Nation, tremendous vulnera-
bilities. And you can’t always Kknow.
You can detect, unless it is spoofed,
where an intrusion is coming from.
You can’t always say who has initiated
that intrusion. But I will tell you,
these intrusions and hackers are com-
ing from all over the world with all
kinds of intentions. And we all ought
to take all of this very seriously. And
we have failed, I think, to do all of the
things that we could have done.

We have worked with the private sec-
tor. And at this point, the private sec-
tor is so wary of the Department of
Homeland Security that there is a re-
luctance, actually, to work with the
department because the information
provided to the department will be so
insecure. So we have a long ways to go.

I am glad that the gentleman has a
strong interest in this. I wish that
every Member had a strong interest in
it. And maybe after we are through
having these presentations to the Re-
publican Conference and the Demo-
cratic Caucus, we will have a higher
level of Member interest. And maybe
instead of just our few voices in the
wilderness here in the House, Mr.
EHLERS, Mr. LANGEVIN, myself and Mr.
THORNBERRY, who have been working
on this for so many years, will have
more voices, and maybe we will have a
better response. I certainly hope so.
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I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

MOTION TO REFER OFFERED BY MS. ZOE
LOFGREN OF CALIFORNIA

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr.
Speaker, I have a motion at the desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the motion.

The Clerk read as follows:

Ms. Zoe Lofgren of California moves that
the House refer the resolution to the Com-
mittee on House Administration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to refer.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
question is on the motion to refer.

The motion was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

The

———————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 6063, NATIONAL AERO-
NAUTICS AND SPACE ADMINIS-
TRATION AUTHORIZATION ACT
OF 2008

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, by direction of the Com-
mittee on Rules, I call up House Reso-
lution 1257 and ask for its immediate
consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1257

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 6063) to au-
thorize the programs of the National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration, and for
other purposes. The first reading of the bill
shall be dispensed with. All points of order
against consideration of the bill are waived
except those arising under clause 9 or 10 of
rule XXI. General debate shall be confined to
the bill and shall not exceed one hour equal-
ly divided and controlled by the chairman
and ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Science and Technology. After
general debate the bill shall be considered
for amendment under the five-minute rule. It
shall be in order to consider as an original
bill for the purpose of amendment under the
five-minute rule the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute recommended by the
Committee on Science and Technology now
printed in the bill. The committee amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute shall be
considered as read. All points of order
against the committee amendment in the
nature of a substitute are waived except
those arising under clause 10 of rule XXI.
Notwithstanding clause 11 of rule XVIII, no
amendment to the committee amendment in
the nature of a substitute shall be in order
except those printed in the report of the
Committee on Rules accompanying this res-
olution. Each such amendment may be of-
fered only in the order printed in the report,
may be offered only by a Member designated
in the report, shall be considered as read,
shall be debatable for the time specified in
the report equally divided and controlled by
the proponent and an opponent, shall not be
subject to amendment, and shall not be sub-
ject to a demand for division of the question
in the House or in the Committee of the
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Whole. All points of order against such
amendments are waived except those arising
under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. At the con-
clusion of consideration of the bill for
amendment the Committee shall rise and re-
port the bill to the House with such amend-
ments as may have been adopted. Any Mem-
ber may demand a separate vote in the
House on any amendment adopted in the
Committee of the Whole to the bill or to the
committee amendment in the nature of a
substitute. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions.

SEC. 2. During consideration in the House
of H.R. 6063 pursuant to this resolution, not-
withstanding the operation of the previous
question, the Chair may postpone further
consideration of the bill to such time as may
be designated by the Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Florida is recognized for 1
hour.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, for the purpose of debate
only, I yield the customary 30 minutes
to my colleague and friend from Flor-
ida, Representative DIAZ-BALART. All
time yielded during consideration of
the rule is for debate only.

I yield myself such time as I may
consume. I also ask unanimous con-
sent, Mr. Speaker, that all Members be
given b legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks on House
Resolution 1257.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, House Resolution 1257 pro-
vides for consideration of H.R. 6063, the
National Aeronautics and Space Ad-
ministration Authorization Act of 2008,
under a structured rule.

The rule provides 1 hour of general
debate controlled by the Committee on
Science and Technology. It also waives
all points of order against consider-
ation of the bill except clauses 9 and 10
of rule XXI.

The rule makes in order the 12
amendments listed in the Rules Com-
mittee report accompanying the reso-
lution. Finally, the rule provides one
motion to recommit with or without
instructions.

[ 1815

Mr. Speaker, the National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration Au-
thorization Act is a commonsense and
fiscally responsible authorization plan
for NASA that will strengthen our abil-
ity to improve our Nation’s economy,
communities and programs, as well as
our national security.

The bill authorizes $20.21 billion for
NASA for fiscal year 2009. This includes
$1 billion in funding to accelerate the
development of the Orion Crew Explo-
ration Vehicle and Ares 1 Crew Launch
Vehicle. This ensures that we do not
lose ground to Russia and China as we
work to build the next generation of
space flight vehicles.
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I would take a point of personal
privilege to point out, Mr. Speaker,
that the husband of a Member of the
House of Representatives, GABRIELLE
GIFFORDS, is on the present space vehi-
cle that is in outer space. I learned
from, we call her ‘“‘Gabby,” that her
husband will be home Saturday, and we
wish him and the crew all safety and
Godspeed.

Additionally, the underlying bill pro-
vides for programs in human space
flight and exploration, aeronautics re-
search and development and scientific
research, including Earth observations
and research.

The bill authorizes an additional
Space Shuttle flight to deliver the
Alpha Magnetic Spectrometer to the
International Space Station.

Lastly, the underlying bill contains
important provisions related to edu-
cation, space traffic management and
astronaut health care.

Mr. Speaker, the underlying bill’s bi-
partisan support is a testament to the
fact that my colleagues on both sides
understand the tremendous importance
of supporting NASA. However, in this
time of soaring drug and food prices, a
plummeting economy and war, some
are asking why Congress should invest
in our Nation’s space program. To put
it another way, why are we going in
space when I don’t have gas to get to
the grocery store? While I whole-
heartedly disagree, I would be remiss if
I did not at least acknowledge their
concerns.

It provides us with the opportunity
to recount the many lifesaving and
life-altering methods and products that
were made possible through space tech-
nology.

Mr. Speaker, people of all ages know
that putting men on the moon in 1969
was one of NASA’s pioneering achieve-
ments. Missions to space have given us
all a sense of national pride and allow
us to better understand the universe in
which we live. Few know, however,
that for 50 years space technology has
laid the foundation for consumer prod-
ucts that help businesses run more effi-
ciently and allow everyday people to
live safer, longer and better lives.

Think about it. The United States
has some of the most cutting-edge
medical technology in the world be-
cause of NASA. The pacemaker, voice-
controlled wheelchairs and the MRI all
rely on technology that was first devel-
oped for space exploration.

More than 560,000 Americans will die
from cancer this year, including over
40,000 in my home State of Florida.
Space technology has led to life-saving
advanced screening and treatment
methods for breast cancer that are
more accurate, cost-effective and less
invasive.

Do you want more? We have all come
to realize the consequences of not pro-
tecting our environment and con-
serving our resources. NASA has made
significant contributions to the way
that we adopt environmentally-friend-
ly practices in our homes, businesses
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and everyday lives. It has been at the
forefront of documenting climate
change.

Further, solar energy, environmental
control sensors that monitor emission
levels and water purification systems
that could save millions in poorer
countries from developing deadly and
debilitating water-borne diseases were
all made possible because of space
technology.

Mr. Speaker, I could go on and on. I
would be remiss if I didn’t mention the
microwave oven, food products and
drinks that have been developed be-
cause of space technology.

The past 7 years have made us acute-
ly aware, Mr. Speaker, of the impor-
tance of having the infrastructure and
tools to respond to natural and man-
made disasters. There too, NASA has
played a crucial role in national secu-
rity by providing the resources and
technology to make our communities,
borders, waterways and airways safer.
We owe wireless technology, storm
warning devices and radiation hazard
detection in part to space technology
that was developed and tested under
NASA programs.

Mr. Speaker, for me, the future of the
U.S. space program hits close to home.
The Kennedy Space Center in Cape Ca-
naveral has a profound impact on Flor-
ida’s economy and well-being, and my
colleague in the minority, Mr. DIAZ-
BALART, and I know this all too well.

Again a point of personal privilege.
Where Cape Canaveral, Cape Kennedy
is, Mr. Speaker, as a child I fished
there in the Haulover Canal, and I
can’t tell you what a tremendous, scin-
tillating experience for me it is to see
an area that was and still is pristine,
now the place where our national pride
is raised every time a space vehicle is
launched.

In 2006 alone, the space program con-
tributed nearly $1.7 billion to Florida’s
economy. It provides thousands of di-
rect and indirect jobs, encourages busi-
nesses and recreational travel, and also
helps groom the next generation of
mathematicians and scientists by pro-
viding learning and research opportuni-
ties for students of all ages.

Mr. Speaker, by supporting this rule
and the underlying bill, we are invest-
ing in the welfare of our great country
and installing the next chapter in the
American book of creativity and inno-
vation.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I would like to
thank my good friend, the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS), for the
time, and yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, next month we are set
to celebrate the 50th anniversary of the
creation of the National Aeronautics
and Space Administration, NASA, in
the beginning of its mission ‘‘to pio-
neer the future in space exploration,
scientific discovery and aeronautics re-
search.”
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Since then, NASA has sent men to
the moon, established a permanent
human presence in space aboard the
International Space Station, sent ro-
bots to explore Mars for signs of life,
and launched the Hubble Telescope
that revolutionized astronomy by pro-
viding unprecedented deep and clear
views of the universe. One can only
imagine what NASA will accomplish in
the next 50 years as we begin working
building a permanent base on the moon
and eventually sending astronauts to
explore Mars and beyond.

Since the creation of the Kennedy
Space Center in 1962, as my good friend
Mr. HASTINGS has explained, Florida
has played an integral role supporting
NASA’s mission through a partnership
between Florida’s academic and busi-
ness sectors. Florida will continue to
play an important role as the space
flights to the moon and Mars begin
their journey of exploration at the
Kennedy Space Center in Florida. I am
pleased that the underlying legislation,
H.R. 6063, will continue this successful
partnership.

Three years ago, Congress passed the
NASA Authorization Act of 2005 which
provided policy and programmatic
guidance for NASA that made clear
that NASA is and should remain a
multi-mission agency, with a balanced
portfolio of programs in space, aero-
nautics and human space flight, includ-
ing human and robotic exploration be-
yond low Earth orbit.

Today’s legislation reaffirms those
basic principles, while emphasizing the
importance of NASA leadership and
Earth observations and research, aero-
nautics research and development to
address critical national needs, and an
exploration program strengthened by
international cooperation under strong
United States leadership.

The underlying legislation authorizes
$20.21 billion in funding for fiscal year
2009. That is a 2.8 percent increase in
investment from fiscal year 2008.

As we all know, NASA intends to re-
tire the shuttle fleet in 2010. The shut-
tle will be replaced with a 21st century
exploration system, the Constellation
Program, that will be cost-effective,
reliable, versatile, and, most impor-
tantly, safe for our brave and brilliant
astronauts.

Until the Constellation Program is
ready for lift off in 2015, we will be reli-
ant upon Russia to ferry our crews and
equipment to the International Space
Station. NASA has agreements to pay
Russia $760 million, and those costs
could rise as high as $2.8 billion during
the gap. To reduce our reliance on Rus-
sia, the bill authorizes an additional $1
billion to accelerate the development
of the replacement Orion and Ares
rockets and reduce the b5-year gap.
Doing that will help retain thousands
of well-paying aerospace, engineering
and technician jobs and maintain
American expertise in those areas.

The legislation also fully authorizes
the administration’s request for the
International Space Station to ensure
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its safety and long-term viability and
funds additional shuttle missions, in-
cluding one to deliver the Alpha Mag-
netic Spectrometer. The spectrometer
is designed to search for unusual mat-
ter by measuring cosmic rays. Its ex-
periments will help researchers study
and unlock the mysteries of the forma-
tion of the universe.

This legislation fully authorizes
NASA’s Education Program, which
seeks to inspire and motivate students
to pursue careers in science, tech-
nology, engineering and mathematics.
I believe it is vital to keep the United
States competitive in science, math
and engineering. Our children are our
future, and by seriously funding math
and science programs we ensure that
our future generations will continue to
excel, explore and discover.

I would like to thank Chairman GOR-
DON and Ranking Member HALL and
Subcommittee Chairman UDALL and
Ranking Member FEENEY for their bi-
partisan work in the Science Com-
mittee on this important reauthoriza-
tion bill. Unfortunately, Mr. Speaker,
that bipartisan spirit didn’t make it
past the doors of the Rules Committee,
where the majority only allowed one
Republican amendment, while allowing
10 Democratic amendments. It is a new
ratio, 10 to 1. And that one Republican
amendment is just a sense of Congress,
while many of the Democratic amend-
ments call for substantive changes in
policy.

One example of how the majority
consistently blocks Republicans but al-
lows Democratic amendments is illus-
trated with the disparate treatment of
the Lampson and Gingrey amend-
ments. The majority on the Rules Com-
mittee made in order the Lampson
amendment exempting NASA from sec-
tion 526(a) of the Energy Independence
and Security Act, and yet when Rep-
resentative GINGREY submitted two
amendments to the Rules Committee
regarding the same issue, they were
both rejected.

So far this year, the majority on the
Rules Committee has issued a record 54
closed rules, while only allowing one
open rule. The majority had an oppor-
tunity yesterday to change their ways
and provide an open rule for this legis-
lation, thus doubling their amount of
open rules, but instead they decided by
a party-line vote that they are quite
content blocking an open debate.

An open debate on the NASA reau-
thorization would be particularly help-
ful in getting this legislation signed
into law. Prior to the hearing in the
Rules Committee, the administration
issued its Statement of Administrative
Policy, or SAP, as it is known. The
SAP stated that the administration
has several areas of concern with the
legislation. By allowing an open debate
process, we could vet the areas of con-
cern so we can produce a bill that can
be signed into law. However, the major-
ity decided against an open and fair de-
bate, and now this important reauthor-
ization may be delayed.
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It didn’t have to be like that. One of
the central tenets of the Democrats’
campaign in 2006 was that they would
run Congress in a more open and bipar-
tisan manner. On December 6, 2006,
Speaker PELOSI reiterated her cam-
paign promise. She said, and I quote,
“We promised the American people
that we would have the most honest
and open government, and we will.”

Yet here we are, three-fourths of the
way through the 110th Congress, and
the majority has come forth with one
open rule. What a shame that their
promises were left on the campaign
trail.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the dis-
tinguished gentlewoman, a member of
the Rules Committee and my good
friend from Florida (Ms. CASTOR).

Ms. CASTOR. I thank my good friend
from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS) who is a
strong supporter of the space program.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in
strong support of H.R. 6063, the Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Adminis-
tration Act of 2008.

NASA is celebrating its 50-year anni-
versary this year, and I salute and con-
gratulate everyone at NASA for their
contributions to American life and
science. Space exploration and re-
search comprised the foundation of
technological advances in America
that have greatly improved all of our
lives.

For example, in early NASA mis-
sions, large-scale integrated circuits
were created that today are the basis
for all modern computers, and how
would we live without computers
today? NASA also helps the United
States maintain its competitive edge
in the global marketplace. More engi-
neers now come from outside the
United States that are produced by our
colleges and universities.

America can do better. NASA is one
of the keys to doing so. NASA sci-
entists and researchers keep America
focused on innovation and better-pay-
ing jobs. In addition, fewer and fewer
children are interested in entering
science fields, even though our world
today is dominated by science and
technology. We must encourage young
people and students to stay interested
in science and enter scientific fields of
study. The fantastic NASA missions
and research also plays a vital role
here.

There are currently seven astronauts
aboard the Space Shuttle Discovery pre-
paring to return to earth after a highly
successful mission. I had the privilege
of watching the successful launch of
the Space Shuttle Discovery a week and
a half ago at the Kennedy Space Center
in Cape Canaveral, Florida. I was
thrilled to share that day with our col-
league, Congresswoman GABRIELLE
GIFFORDS, as her husband, Mark Kelly,
is the commander of the Space Shuttle
Discovery.
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Congratulations to the Discovery
crew, the mission team on the ground
as well, as they have successfully deliv-
ered the Japanese Kibo scientific lab to
the International Space Station and
have now completed their mission. The
personnel at the Kennedy Space Center
and their partners throughout Florida
have an unmatched dedication to our
country’s space program.

They are a highly trained workforce
with a record of achievement and tradi-
tion that cannot be matched. That’s
why it troubles me that President Bush
has threatened a veto of this important
NASA bill.

I urge President Bush to reflect on
these facts before he picks up his veto
pen, which he threatened to do yester-
day in a letter to us. Before President
Bush vetoes this outstanding NASA re-
authorization bill, I would urge the
White House to consider the economic
impact of such a bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
CLARKE). The time of the gentlelady
has expired.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I yield the
gentlelady an additional 30 seconds.

Ms. CASTOR. I thank the gentleman.

Before President Bush picks up his
veto pen to veto this outstanding
NASA reauthorization bill, I urge the
White House to consider the economic
impact of such a veto on the State of
Florida, Florida’s economy, and aero-
nautic research and science throughout
this country.

I congratulate Chairman UDALL and
all in the committee for this fantastic
bill. Congratulations to everyone at
NASA for their 50-year anniversary.

I urge a ‘‘yes’ vote on this important
bill.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Madam Speaker, at this time I
would like to insert into the RECORD
the Statement of Administration Pol-
icy.

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESI-
DENT, OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT
AND BUDGET,

Washington, DC, June 10, 2008,

STATEMENT OF ADMINISTRATION POLICY

H.R. 6063—NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE

ADMINISTRATION AUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2008

(Rep. Udall (D) Colorado and 7 cosponsors)

The Administration supports maintaining
a strong national civil space science and aer-
onautics enterprise and is committed to ad-
vancing the quest for new knowledge, dis-
covery, and exploration that is embodied in
NASA programs and activities. However, the
Administration strongly opposes H.R. 6063
because it mandates specific Space Shuttle
flights that greatly threaten NASA’s ability
to retire the Shuttle in 2010, an action that
is critical to implementing the President’s
Vision for Space Exploration. In addition,
the Administration has other serious objec-
tions to several provisions of H.R. 6063 that
must be satisfactorily addressed prior to
final congressional action on reauthorization
legislation.

The bill contains provisions that mandate
two contingency logistics flights and an ad-
ditional Shuttle flight for the Alpha Mag-
netic Spectrometer and require that these
flights take place before Shuttle retirement,
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thus effectively superseding the 2010 Shuttle
retirement date that is a critical step to ena-
bling successful development of the Crew Ex-
ploration Vehicle as called for by the Presi-
dent’s Vision for Space Exploration. Con-
sistent with the Vision, the current Space
Shuttle flight manifest is a measured and
carefully balanced plan to allow the comple-
tion of the International Space Station
(ISS), a safe and orderly retirement of the
Shuttle, and the smooth transition of facili-
ties and personnel to Exploration Systems
programs by September 2010. The direction
in this section would almost certainly result
in several serious impacts and risks to
NASA’s exploration programs and other ac-
tivities, including: (1) significantly increas-
ing costs of the Shuttle program, not includ-
ing potential recertification activities; (2)
delaying the operational capability of the
Orion CEV well beyond its current projected
dates; (3) exacerbating transition challenges,
including facilities and workforce; and (4) ex-
posing astronaut crews to increased risks. In
addition, statutorily mandating additional
flights regardless of safety assessments and
costs sets a dangerous and unwise precedent.

The Space Shuttle must be retired by the
end of 2010, and the NASA Administrator’s
authority to make the final determination
on Shuttle flights based on safety consider-
ations must be preserved. In addition, any
increased cost of an additional Shuttle flight
must be satisfactorily accommodated within
the President’s proposed discretionary
spending total.

The FY 2009 budget request of $17.6 billion
is sufficient to achieve NASA’s goals, and
the additional $2.6 billion authorized in the
bill above the President’s request is incon-
sistent with the Administration’s fiscal poli-
cies. Accordingly, the Administration op-
poses this increased authorization level.

In addition, H.R. 6063 directs several spe-
cific activities under the assumption that
additional funding will be appropriated,
making it likely they will become unfunded
mandates. Directing activities in this man-
ner would severely disrupt the budgets for
NASA’s ongoing, carefully-balanced pro-
grams and Centers linked to other high-pri-
ority goals and activities. For this reason
and in view of associated problematic policy
implications, the following requirements
should either be removed from the bill or ap-
propriately modified: (1) carrying out an ad-
ditional procurement for Commercial Orbital
Transfer Services (COTS) crew capabilities,
and mandating that NASA purchase com-
mercial services regardless of cost; (2) estab-
lishing an Exploration-related technology
research and development program that
would draw funding away from the Orion
CEV, delaying its availability; (3) estab-
lishing a cross-cutting technology develop-
ment program within the Science Mission
Directorate at a level of five percent of the
Directorate’s budget; (4) requiring the con-
tinued operation and utilization of the ISS
by the United States after 2016, without first
mitigating significant budget implications
in the outyears; and (5) prescribing specific
roles and responsibilities regarding NASA’s
work with various advisory and external re-
view committees and other Federal agencies
that the Administration believes would be
problematic and duplicative of already well-
established roles and responsibilities.

The Administration also is concerned with
the proposed wording of certain provisions
and strongly urges that these provisions be
modified before passage of the bill. For ex-
ample, the direction in the bill to limit
NASA’s ability to dispose of Space Shuttle-
related hardware is likely to severely disrupt
ongoing Shuttle retirement and transition
activities. Similarly, the specific wording of
other provisions in H.R. 6063, including re-
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quiring all space observatories to be service-
able regardless of practicality; overly-pre-
scribed aeronautics research goals; and un-
productive astronaut health surveys could
lead to serious unintended consequences, in-
cluding greatly increased costs to carry out
these mandates. The Administration calls on
Congress to modify these provisions to pro-
vide NASA sufficient flexibility to make pro-
grammatic and management decisions as
necessary.

In addition, the bill directs NASA to ini-
tiate discussions with foreign nations on
‘“‘space traffic management.”” This provision
directly infringes upon the President’s au-
thority to conduct foreign affairs. The
United States already actively promotes
international cooperation to enhance
spaceflight safety and supports consideration
of voluntary transparency and confidence
building measures in appropriate venues
under the leadership of the Department of
State, with appropriate assistance from the
Department of Defense. These provisions ac-
cordingly should be removed. A similar ob-
jectionable provision is contained in the
bill’s section governing ‘‘exploration crew
rescue.”

Finally, in addition to the significant con-
cerns highlighted above that must be satis-
factorily addressed prior to final congres-
sional action, the Administration has an
overarching concern about the highly pre-
scriptive nature of the bill and the signifi-
cant number of reports and studies that this
legislation would require. The Administra-
tion understands the need for timely infor-
mation for Congress to conduct its oversight
responsibilities; however, the burden that
would be placed on various agencies of the
Executive Branch, including NASA, is of
concern. The Administration looks forward
to working with Congress to modify these as-
pects of the bill.

The President does not threaten to
veto the legislation. He enumerates in
this statement a number of concerns
with the legislation and finalizes the
statement by saying that the adminis-
tration looks forward to working with
Congress to modify these aspects of the
bill.

Madam Speaker, at this time I would
like to yield 3 minutes to a distin-
guished colleague from Michigan,
whose father was an aeronautical engi-
neer and always has demonstrated
great leadership on the issue of NASA
and cutting-edge space technology,
Mrs. MILLER.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. I cer-
tainly appreciate the gentleman yield-
ing time to me.

Madam Speaker, I am opposed to the
rule, but I do wholeheartedly support
the underlying bill.

As my colleague said, my dad was an
aeronautical engineer and actually
worked for the Chrysler missile plant
that was down at Redstone with
Wernher von Braun and was one of the
original rocket scientists. So I cer-
tainly have always marveled at every-
thing that NASA has done.

I do support this bill, H.R. 6063, the
National Aeronautics and Space Ad-
ministration Authorization Act of 2008.
I think a strong and a vital space pro-
gram is absolutely crucial to ensuring
America’s place at the forefront of
technological advancement. Most peo-
ple today take for granted so many of
the incredible contributions that our
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space program had made toward im-
proving the quality of our every day
lives.

Many of them have been articulated
today, but we certainly recognize GPS,
global positioning systems, and weath-
er forecasting and advanced medicine,
cell phones or BlackBerries, satellite
TV and even microwave ovens. They all
exist today in large measure due to
America’s space program.

From Mercury, to Gemini, to Apollo,
to the Skylab, to the space shuttle, to
the International Space Station, NASA
has led the way in sending Americans
from the earth to the moon and our
technology to heights unimagined, I
think, by previous generations.

We currently are on the edge of a
very exciting new scientific break-
through as NASA begins to shift, real-
ly, to the technologically advanced
Orion Crew Exploration Vehicle and to
the new Ares I Crew Launch Vehicle,
which could eventually lead to a
manned mission to Mars.

And I recognize that while some
might debate the cost of the space pro-
gram, or they might argue that money
can be better spent elsewhere, I would
also respond with the fact that those
same arguments were presented more
than a generation ago. Where would we
be today if in the 1960s America had
not answered President Kennedy’s call
to reach for the stars?

In fact, I would bet that Columbus
may have had some debate with the
Queen of Spain that the Spanish Treas-
ury needed to finance his exploration
of the New World when everybody was
absolutely convinced that the world
was, in fact, flat.

So who knows what discoveries or ad-
vances to the world that we might miss
if we do not continue to challenge the
scientific and creative imaginations of
the entire world? I absolutely believe
that it is in the best interest of this
Nation to continue our commitment to
space exploration, and I whole-
heartedly support this bill.

Again, I do oppose the rule. I am dis-
tressed that it has been brought to the
floor like this, but I certainly would
urge all of my colleagues to support
the underlying legislation and to con-
tinue to reach for the stars.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam
Speaker, I am the last speaker for this
side. I will reserve my time until the
gentleman has closed for his side and
yielded back his time.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. I thank my good friend.

Madam Speaker, at this time I would
like to yield 3 minutes to a great lead-
er from the State of Illinois (Mr.
ROSKAM).

Mr. ROSKAM. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Madam Speaker, I came down a cou-
ple of minutes ago and listened to the
opening comments of the distinguished
gentleman from Florida as he went
through the litany of successes of the
space program in the past, and it was a
good recitation and a good reflection
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on those things that we can really be
proud of as Americans that the space
program has accomplished. I jotted
down a couple of notes, the pacemaker,
solar energy, environmental control
systems, MRIs, microwaves, wireless
technology and so forth and so on.

I am here as a supporter of the space
program and as someone who wants to
see that innovation and that creativity
deployed in a way that not only has an
impact on these types of things, but
also has an impact on the great strug-
gle that we are facing as a country and
that my district and many, many other
districts around the country are facing,
and that is the cost of aviation fuel. I
had an amendment that I offered to the
Rules Committee that unfortunately
was just swatted away in a partisan
fashion, and I was very disappointed in
that. Not a single Democrat was will-
ing to vote for it, and I was just dis-
appointed.

My sense is let’s take the NASA pro-
gram and develop that talent and tilt
that talent that the gentleman from
Florida cited so eloquently a few min-
utes ago, and let’s get it working on al-
ternative fuels as it relates to aviation.
Because, you see, I represent O’Hare
Airport in the Chicago metropolitan
area. I represent thousands and thou-
sands of passengers, thousands of air-
line employees.

The airline industry is now under the
crushing weight of excessive costs of
aviation fuel. Fuel is up 40 percent to
the point of a ticket price, 40 percent
now is that of the ticket price, of the
ticket on an airplane, up from only 15
percent back in the year 2000. Amer-
ican Airlines spent $61 billion this year
in fuel, whereas last year they spent
only $41 billion.

My amendment simply said this, to
direct NASA, to say, look, don’t allo-
cate resources at this time when we
can’t afford it, to the Deep Space Cli-
mate Observatory. Instead, direct
those resources to alternative fuels for
commercial aviation with a three-
prong test, the need to reduce our de-
pendence on foreign sources of energy,
the need to develop a fuel that will pro-
vide greater stability for the airline in-
dustry and also that will reduce the
emissions.

I think that’s an area where the en-
tire Congress can come together. For
the life of me, I don’t understand why
it was swatted away in such a partisan
fashion, and I hope that on future eval-
uations by the Rules Committee that
they will have a little bit of an open
mind.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam
Speaker, I continue to reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Madam Speaker, it’s my privi-
lege to yield 3 minutes to the distin-
guished gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
GINGREY).

Mr. GINGREY. I appreciate the gen-
tleman for yielding and the previous
gentleman that spoke, the gentleman
from Illinois, talking about those air-
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line prices. There is no question what’s
causing that is the cost of jet fuel.

Madam Speaker, I rise in strong op-
position to this rule where the Demo-
cratic majority has once again denied
the American people a full debate on
the ramifications of our Federal poli-
cies on American energy independence.
Unfortunately the rule for H.R. 6063,
the National Aeronautics and Space
Administration Authorization Act of
2008, made only one Republican amend-
ment in order and has effectively shut
down debate once again, breaking the
promise, as my distinguished colleague
from Florida said, that Speaker PELOSI
made that this would be the most open
and honest Congress in history.

I, along with several of my Repub-
lican colleagues, offered two of the
amendments that were not made in
order. Our amendments would have
worked to correct a misguided provi-
sion of the Energy Independence and
Security Act of 2007, section 526, that
prevents the Federal Government from
developing and implementing alter-
native fuels from domestic sources that
could help NASA reduce fuel costs.

Over the past b years NASA has seen
an increase of almost 400 percent in
spending for jet fuel from $4.5 million
in fiscal year 2003 to $18.3 million in fis-
cal year 2007. Put simply, this growth
is out of control. NASA has been ac-
tively researching alternative fuel
sources to help reduce fuel costs, not
only for itself, but for other Federal
agencies as well. Indeed, listen to this,
the Department of Defense uses 380,000
barrels of refined products per day,
380,000 barrels.
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They estimate that its increased cost
of fuel in 2008 will be approximately $10
billion. Now this is just the delta. This
is just the increase because of bal-
looning oil prices.

NASA, as my colleagues have pointed
out, has historically been on the cut-
ting edge of innovation with contribu-
tions that have been mentioned here,
technologies this Nation uses on a
daily basis. What a lot of people don’t
know, currently NASA is partnering
with the Air Force on aggressive re-
search to convert domestic energy
sources—domestic, that means right
here in River City—on aggressive re-
search to convert things like coal, nat-
ural gas, biomass, oil shale into clean-
er, yes, cleaner, and more economic al-
ternatives to traditional jet fuel.

Gas prices continue to rise, and yet
the Democratic majority, and I don’t
blame my colleague from Florida in
the majority who I enjoyed thoroughly
serving with on the Rules Committee, I
blame the Democratic leadership. They
have effectively stymied innovation at
NASA that could potentially help us
reduce our dependence on foreign oil.

We have this great opportunity, and
yvet the leadership of the Democratic
Party has turned their back on the
American people.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman’s time has expired.

H5291

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. I yield the gentleman an addi-
tional minute.

Mr. GINGREY. My amendments, by
either repealing section 526 or by pro-
viding a full waiver to NASA, just to
that one agency as my amendments
would have done, we could allow the
agency to continue its ongoing work to
develop emerging technologies and not
be held hostage to baseless policies
driven by out-of-control environmental
extremists.

Madam Speaker, it is unfortunate
that the Democratic majority again
chooses to deny an open debate on im-
portant energy issues. So I urge my
colleagues to defeat the previous ques-
tion and this rule so we can help the
Democratic majority live up to its
promise to conduct the most open and
honest Congress in history.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam

Speaker, I continue to reserve my
time.
Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of

Florida. Madam Speaker, back on April
24, 2006, just over 2 years ago, Nnow-
Speaker NANCY PELOSI issued the fol-
lowing statement: “With skyrocketing
gas prices, it is clear that the Amer-
ican people can no longer afford the
Republican rubber-stamp Congress and
its failure to stand up to Republican
Big O0il and gas company cronies.
Americans this week are paying $2.91 a
gallon for regular gasoline, 33 cents
higher than last month, and double the
price than when President Bush first
came into office.”

Madam Speaker, most Americans
would be happy if they were paying
$2.91 a gallon today instead of over $4 a
gallon.

Reinforcing the fact that the major-
ity has yet to confront the high price
of gasoline, just over a month ago the
newspaper Investor’s Business Daily in
an editorial said that this Congress ‘‘is
possibly the most irresponsible in mod-
ern history. This is especially true
when it comes to America’s dysfunc-
tional energy policy.”

Madam Speaker, I include for the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD the editorial
from the Investor’s Business Daily.

[From Investor’s Business Daily, Apr. 29,

2008]
CONGRESS Vs. YoU

We’ve said it before, but we’ll say it again:
This Congress is possibly the most irrespon-
sible in modern history. This is especially
true when it comes to America’s dysfunc-
tional energy policy.

The media won’t call either the House or
the Senate on its failures, for one very obvi-
ous reason: They mostly share an ideology
with the Democrats that keeps them from
understanding how free markets and supply
and demand really work. Sad, but true.

So we were happy to hear the president do
the job, calling out Congress for its inaction
and ignorance in his wide-ranging press con-
ference Tuesday.

““Many Americans are understandably anx-
ious about issues affecting their pocketbook,
from gas and food prices to mortgage and
tuition bills,” Bush said. ‘“‘They’re looking to
their elected leaders in Congress for action.
Unfortunately, on many of these issues, all
they’re getting is delay.”
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Best of all, Bush didn’t let the issue sit
with just generalities. He reeled off a bill of
particulars of congressional energy inaction,
including:

Failing to allow drilling in ANWR. We
have, as Bush noted, estimated capacity of a
million barrels of oil a day from this source
alone—enough for 27 million gallons of gas
and diesel. But Congress won’t touch it, fear-
ful of the clout of the environmental lobby.
As a result, you pay at the pump so your rep-
resentative can raise campaign cash.

Refusing to build new refineries. The U.S.
hasn’t built one since 1976, yet sanctions at
least 15 unique ‘‘boutique’ fuel blends
around the nation. So even the slightest
problem at a refinery causes enormous sup-
ply problems and price spikes. Congress has
done nothing about this.

Turning its back on nuclear power. It’s
safe and, with advances in nuclear reprocess-
ing technology, waste problems have been
minimized. Still, we have just 104 nuclear
plants—the same as a decade ago—producing
just 19 percent of our total energy. (Many
European nations produce 40 percent or more
of their power with nuclear.) Granted, nu-
clear power plants are expensive—about $3
billion each. But they produce energy at
$1.72/kilowatt-hour vs. $2.37 for coal and $6.35
for natural gas.

Raising taxes on energy producers. This is
where a basic understanding of economics
would help: Higher taxes and needless regu-
lation lead to less production of a com-
modity. So by proposing ‘‘windfall” and
other taxes on energy companies plus tough
new rules, Congress makes our energy situa-
tion worse.

These are just a few of Congress’ sins of
omission—all while India, China, Eastern
Europe and the Middle East add more than a
million barrels of new demand each and
every year. New Energy Department fore-
casts see world oil demand growing 40 per-
cent by 2030, including a 28 percent increase
in the U.S.

Americans who are worried about the di-
rection of their country, including runaway
energy and food prices, should keep in mind
the upcoming election isn’t just about choos-
ing a new president. We’ll also pick a new
Congress.

The current Congress, led on the House
side by a speaker who promised a ‘‘common
sense plan’ to cut energy prices two years
ago, has shown itself to be incompetent and
irresponsible. It doesn’t deserve re-election.

Today I will be asking each of my
colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on the previous
question to this rule. If the previous
question is defeated, I will amend the
rule to make it in order for the House
to consider any amendment that would
actually do something to reduce gas
prices for consumers, such as H.R. 5905,
the CARS Act introduced by Congress-
man MARIO DIAZ-BALART, which would
give commuters a tax break on their
commuting expenses.

Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to insert the text of the
amendment and extraneous materials
immediately prior to the vote on the
previous question.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Madam Speaker, before fin-
ishing my remarks, I yield 2 minutes to
the distinguished gentleman from Indi-
ana (Mr. BURTON).
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Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Madam
Speaker, I really appreciate my col-
league on the Rules Committee yield-
ing to me, and it is nice to see my bud-
dies on the other side of the aisle look-
ing so bright and cheerful tonight.

You know, if we don’t do something
about the price of gasoline and fuel, we
will be able to go to the moon cheaper
than we can drive down to the corner
drugstore. I know that may sound like
a joke, but the cost of fuel is going up
so rapidly that everybody I have met,
and I am talking about Democrats, Re-
publicans, people on the street, every-
body that I have met when I ask them
what do you think about the price of
fuel and gasoline, they say we have got
to do something about it.

And I ask, What do you think about
drilling here in the United States and
the territorial possessions of the
United States and offshore on the
Outer Continental Shelf, and they say
drill wherever you have to; drill wher-
ever you have to, but get my gas prices
down. And that is about 80-some per-
cent of the American people that are
saying that. Everyone I have talked to
has said that.

You know, last night I spoke on the
floor and as I left the floor, I talked to
some of the people who work here. I am
not going to tell you who they were be-
cause I don’t want to get them in trou-
ble, but a couple of them told me that
they drive about 35 or 40 miles to work
every day, and they can’t afford to do
it because the price of gasoline has
gone up so rapidly. One of them told
me he was going to buy a blow-up mat-
tress so he can sleep someplace around
here in the Capitol because he can’t af-
ford to go home at night. Now this isn’t
baloney.

People can’t survive with gasoline at
the prices they are right now. And not
only that, the transportation of food-
stuffs and other commodities are going
up as well because of the cost of trans-
portation.

So when I say, you know, that it may
cost more to go to the store than it
does to go to the moon, I am being fa-
cetious, of course, but it sure sets the
point in hard concrete. The cost is un-
believable, and the American people
want us to do something about it. And
my colleagues on the other side of the
aisle, you are not listening. You are
not listening to the American people.
They want to drill in the TUnited
States. They want energy.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman’s time has expired.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. May I have
another 30 seconds?

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. I yield the gentleman another
30 seconds.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. People in
this country want their energy prices
to go down, and they want them to go
down now. You are not doing anything,
and a lot of you guys are my friends,
but I am going to tell you right now,
this is going to be one of the major
issues if not the major issue in this
fall’s campaign.
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I talk about immigration and every-
thing else. This dwarfs immigration
and all of the other issues we talk
about because it is hitting people right
where they live in their pocketbook
and we must not be controlled by the
lobbyists around here that are con-
cerned about the environment. There
has to be some balance between the
economy and the environment in this
country, and you guys need to do some-
thing about the price of gasoline.
You’re the ones who are holding it up.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Madam Speaker, precisely. In
order to be able to take up legislation
to give a tax break to commuters for
the expenses, their expenses, rising ex-
penses, daily rising expenses of getting
to and back from work, I am going to
ask all of our distinguished colleagues
to vote ‘‘no’’ on the previous question
so that we can take a stand against
these high fuel prices and begin to give
commuters a break in this country. I
urge a ‘‘no”” vote on the previous ques-
tion.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself the balance of
my time, and I won’t use it all.

Madam Speaker, this is a good rule
for a great bill. And I was getting very
confused as I heard my colleagues talk-
ing. The bill is the National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration Au-
thorization Act of 2008. This measure
has received overwhelming support
across the political spectrum because
it balances fiscal responsibility, over-
sight and advancement.

My colleagues protest rightly the ac-
celerating price of gasoline for con-
sumers in this country. And heating oil
can’t be far behind when winter comes.

But to stand and say that the Speak-
er of the House of Representatives has
not done anything about this par-
ticular matter ignores the fact that in
the other body on just about every
measure that has been proposed, some
that have passed out of this body, the
other body in the minority have
stopped them in their tracks. Now I
know back in April that the Speaker
called on the President to suspend pur-
chases of oil for the Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve, and I regret that I am
buying into the notion that you have
accelerated that this good space bill
now has become something to do with
gas.

As you know, the ranking Republican
of the Science and Technology Com-
mittee, Representative Mr. HALL, and
the ranking Republican on the Sub-
committee on Space and Aeronautics,
Representative FEENEY, are both origi-
nal sponsors of this bill. In fact, Rep-
resentative FEENEY praised the Demo-
cratic members and staff for crafting
the bill in a bipartisan fashion from
the beginning. And I too join with
praising the staff on both sides for this
measure.

The underlying bill authorizes funds
that will maintain NASA’s current op-
erations while allowing it to lay down
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the foundation to achieve future goals
in the areas of space exploration and
scientific research.

Furthermore, the bill provides our
need and desire for a better environ-
ment, educational opportunities, and
improved national security. When we
invest in quality programs like NASA,
we are investing in the American peo-
ple and the future of our country.
NASA has undoubtedly contributed to
the tremendous successes that America
experienced in science and technology
in the later part of the 20th century. If
properly funded, NASA will ensure that
America remains a world leader in
science, space travel, and technology in
the 21st century and beyond.

Madam Speaker, I want to take just
one more moment to respond to my
friends who want us to lower gas
prices. They are correct, but this body
has, through the leadership of NANCY
PELOSI, sought to crack down on oil
price gouging, hold OPEC accountable
for oil price fixing, and repeal subsidies
for profit-rich Big Oil so we can invest
in a renewable energy future. I want
you to know that those measures alone
have passed out of this House.

Now let’s just be for real here and
stop scaring the American public.
There is no Member of the House of
Representatives or the United States
Senate that does not want gas prices in
this country to be lower. There is no
Member that does not want food prices
to be lower. All of us need to under-
stand something, there is no short-
term fix for the problem that we have
gotten ourselves into, and the majority
are the people that got us in most of
this fix that we are in, and it is Demo-
crats under NANCY PELOSI that are try-
ing to pull us out of this hole that we
got ourselves in.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I will
yield to my friend.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. I just want
to ask you one question.

You are right, this is a major prob-
lem, energy, and you can blame any-
body you want to all of the way back
to the Carter administration and
Reagan. But what do you think about
drilling in the ANWR or off the Conti-
nental Shelf to get some of our o0il?
What do you think about that?

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I thank
my good friend. Reclaiming my time, I
think my good friend knows and doubt-
less has heard me talk about my oppo-
sition to oil drilling in ANWR.

What I would say in response to my
friend, if we started drilling in ANWR
today, it would be 10 years before a
drop of oil would enter into an auto-
mobile if that is what we are still
using. We need energy conservation.
We need renewable energy. We need all
of the things that everybody is talking
about, and we need to understand that
nothing is going to happen in the
morning. It is going to take a very long
time and an awful lot of sacrifice. And
I personally just get tired of people
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beating up on people here in this body.
That is what leads to the partisan ran-
cor. That is not what we are asking for.

I believe that we can get out of this
problem. They ought to lock all 535 of
us up here in this Capitol and require
us to work together and require busi-
nesses to stop gouging people as they
are doing.

Now this ain’t the energy bill. This is
the space bill, and this rule is about
space.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Madam
Speaker, | rise today in strong support of the
rule for H.R. 6063, the National Aeronautics
and Space Administration Authorization Act of
2008. As we mark the 50th anniversary of the
establishment of the United States space pro-
gram, this legislation reaffirms the ever grow-
ing and changing role of NASA, providing re-
sources to carry the agency forward with its
ambitious agenda of research, exploration,
and discovery. | would like to thank Congress-
man UDALL for introducing this important legis-
lation, as well as Science Committee Chair-
man GORDON for his leadership in bringing this
bill to the floor today.

This structured rule allows for the consider-
ation of 14 amendments, including one that |
offered. | would also like to thank Chairman
GORDON for his support of my amendment,
which modifies section 1108 of the bill, and it
states:

(1) in subsection (a), strike “small busi-
nesses” and insert “small, minority-owned,
and women-owned businesses”; and

(2) in subsection (b)(2), insert “, giving pref-
erence to socially and economically disadvan-
taged small business concerns, small busi-
ness concerns owned and controlled by serv-
ice-disabled veterans, and HUBZone small
business concerns” after “to small busi-
nesses.”

My amendment clarifies that the NASA Out-
reach and Technology Assistance Program
will include small, minority-owned, and
women-owned businesses. It would also give
preference, in selection of businesses to par-
ticipate in the program, to socially and eco-
nomically disadvantaged small business con-
cerns, small business concerns owned and
controlled by service-disabled veterans, and
HUBZone small business concerns. | would
like to thank my colleague and fellow Texan,
Congressman LAMPSON, for his leadership in
authoring the important section describing the
NASA Outreach and Technology Assistance
Program, and for supporting my amendment.

Madam Speaker, today’s legislation will
allow NASA to continue to push the bound-
aries of what is possible, keeping our Nation
on the forefront of innovation and exploration.
After the Columbia disaster, NASA stands at a
pivotal moment in its history. It is the responsi-
bility of this Congress to ensure that the future
of NASA is one of continued progress. Space
exploration remains a part of our national des-
tiny. It inspires our children to look to the stars
and dream of what they too, one day, may
achieve. Space exploration allows us to push
the bounds of our scientific knowledge, as we
carry out research projects not possible within
the constraints of the planet Earth. As a na-
tion, we have made tremendous strides for-
ward in the pursuit of space exploration since
President John F. Kennedy set the course for
our Nation in 1962, calling it the “greatest ad-
venture on which man has ever embarked.”
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Despite the setbacks of recent years, including
the tragedy that befell the Space Shuttle Co-
lumbia, NASA and the American people have
refused to abandon the pursuit of knowledge
of our universe. On October 1, 1958, the Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Administration
began operation. At the time it consisted of
only about 8,000 employees and an annual
budget of $100 million. Over the next 50
years, NASA and the Jet Propulsion Labora-
tory have been involved in many defining
events that occurred which have shaped the
course of human history and demonstrated to
the world the character of the people of the
United States.

Many of us remember how inspired we were
when on May 25, 1961, President John F.
Kennedy proclaimed: “I believe this Nation
should commitment itself to achieving the
goal, before this decade is out, of landing a
man on the moon and returning him safely to
Earth. No single space project in this period
will be more impressive to mankind, or more
important for the long-range exploration of
space; and none will be so difficult or expen-
sive to accomplish.” The success of the
United States space exploration program in
the 20th century augurs well for its continued
leadership in the 21st century. This success is
largely attributable to the remarkable and in-
dispensable partnership between the National
Aeronautics and Space Administration and its
10 space and research centers. One of these
important research centers is located in my
home city of Houston. The Johnson Space
Center, which manages the development, test-
ing, production, and delivery of all United
States human spacecraft and all human
spacecraft-related functions, is one of the
crown jewels of the Houston area.

Today, NASA is the Nation’s primary civil
space and aeronautics research and develop-
ment agency, and its current activities employ
over 18,000 Americans. Today’s legislation re-
affirms the fundamental operating principles of
NASA, emphasizes the importance of NASA
leadership in a range of endeavors such as
Earth observations and research, aeronautics
reach and development, and an exploration
program. It authorizes $20.21 billion in NASA
funding for FY 2009.

Madam Speaker, in addition to this funding,
H.R. 6063 begins to address what many of us
believe is a serious problem that we will face
in the coming years. Between 2010, when the
space shuttle will be phased out, and 2015,
when the next-generation human spaceflight
vehicle is likely to become operational, the
United States will have no method of transpor-
tation to the International Space Station, which
we have already invested a great deal of
American resources in. This legislation allows
for an additional space shuttle flight to the
International Space Station, to deliver impor-
tant hardware (the Alpha Magnetic Spectrom-
eter). The bill also authorizes $1 billion in aug-
mented funding to accelerate the development
of the Orion Crew Exploration Vehicle, the
successor to the space shuttle, in hopes of
narrowing the gap.

Always on the forefront of technological in-
novation, NASA has been home to countless
“firsts” in the field of space exploration. Amer-
ica has, countless times, proven itself to be a
leader in innovation, and many technologies
that have become part of our everyday lives
were developed by NASA scientists. The ben-
efits of NASA’s programming and innovation
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are felt far beyond scientific and academic
spheres. Space technologies provide practical,
tangible benefits to society, and NASA pro-
vides valuable opportunities to businesses in
our community.

| strongly urge my colleagues to join me in
support of this legislation, and in support of
the future of American innovation and explo-
ration.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of Florida
is as follows:

AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 1257

OFFERED BY MR. DIAZ-BALART OF FLORIDA

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing:

SEC. 3. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this resolution or the operation of the
previous question, it shall be in order to con-
sider any amendment to the bill which the
proponent asserts, if enacted, would have the
effect of lowering the national average price
per gallon of regular unleaded gasoline. Such
amendments shall be considered as read,
shall be debatable for thirty minutes equally
divided and controlled by the proponent and
an opponent, shall not be subject to amend-
ment, and shall not be subject to a demand
for division of the question in the House or
in the Committee of the Whole. All points of
order against such amendments are waived
except those arising under clause 9 of rule
XXI. For purposes of compliance with clause
9(a)(3) of rule XXI, a statement submitted for
printing in the Congressional Record by the
proponent of such amendment prior to its
consideration shall have the same effect as a
statement actually printed.

(The information contained herein was
provided by Democratic Minority on mul-
tiple occasions throughout the 109th Con-
gress.)

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT
IT REALLY MEANS

This vote, the vote on whether to order the
previous question on a special rule, is not
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote
against the Democratic majority agenda and
a vote to allow the opposition, at least for
the moment, to offer an alternative plan. It
is a vote about what the House should be de-
bating.

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the
House of Representatives, (VI, 308-311) de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on
the rule as ‘“‘a motion to direct or control the
consideration of the subject before the House
being made by the Member in charge.”” To
defeat the previous question is to give the
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that
“the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the
control of the resolution to the opposition”
in order to offer an amendment. On March
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated
the previous question and a member of the
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry,
asking who was entitled to recognition.
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said:
“The previous question having been refused,
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to
the first recognition.”

Because the vote today may look bad for
the Democratic majority they will say ‘‘the
vote on the previous question is simply a
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate
vote on adopting the resolution . . . [and]
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
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plications whatsoever.” But that is not what
they have always said. Listen to the defini-
tion of the previous question used in the
Floor Procedures Manual published by the
Rules Committee in the 109th Congress,
(page 56). Here’s how the Rules Committee
described the rule using information from
Congressional Quarterly’s ‘‘American Con-
gressional Dictionary’: “If the previous
question is defeated, control of debate shifts
to the leading opposition member (usually
the minority Floor Manager) who then man-
ages an hour of debate and may offer a ger-
mane amendment to the pending business.”

Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House of
Representatives, the subchapter titled
‘““‘Amending Special Rules” states: ‘‘a refusal
to order the previous question on such a rule
[a special rule reported from the Committee
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.” (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: Upon rejec-
tion of the motion for the previous question
on a resolution reported from the Committee
on Rules, control shifts to the Member lead-
ing the opposition to the previous question,
who may offer a proper amendment or mo-
tion and who controls the time for debate
thereon.”

Clearly, the vote on the previous question
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools
for those who oppose the Democratic major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Madam Speaker, on that I de-
mand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

O 1900

AUTHORITY TO ACCEPT DIESEL
EMISSION REDUCTION SUPPLE-

MENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL
PROJECTS
Mr. BOUCHER. Madam Speaker, I

move to suspend the rules and pass the
Senate bill (S. 2146) to authorize the
Administrator of the Environmental
Protection Agency to accept, as part of
a settlement, diesel emission reduction
Supplemental Environmental Projects,
and for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
bill.

The text of the Senate bill is as fol-
lows:

S. 2146

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. EPA AUTHORITY TO ACCEPT DIESEL

EMISSIONS REDUCTION SUPPLE-

MENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL
PROJECTS.

The Administrator of the Environmental
Protection Agency (hereinafter, the ‘‘Agen-
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cy”’) may accept (notwithstanding sections
3302 and 1301 of title 31, United States Code)
diesel emissions reduction Supplemental En-
vironmental Projects if the projects, as part
of a settlement of any alleged violations of
environmental law—

(1) protect human health or the environ-
ment;

(2) are related to the underlying alleged
violations;

(3) do not constitute activities that the de-
fendant would otherwise be legally required
to perform; and

(4) do not provide funds for the staff of the
Agency or for contractors to carry out the
Agency’s internal operations.

SEC. 2. SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT PROVISIONS.

In any settlement agreement regarding al-
leged violations of environmental law in
which a defendant agrees to perform a diesel
emissions reduction Supplemental Environ-
mental Project, the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency shall require
the defendant to include in the settlement
documents a certification under penalty of
law that the defendant would have agreed to
perform a comparably valued, alternative
project other than a diesel emissions reduc-
tion Supplemental Environmental Project if
the Administrator were precluded by law
from accepting a diesel emission reduction
Supplemental Environmental Project. A fail-
ure by the Administrator to include this lan-
guage in such a settlement agreement shall
not create a cause of action against the
United States under the Clean Air Act or any
other law or create a basis for overturning a
settlement agreement entered into by the
United States.

SEC. 3. INCLUSION OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUM-
BIA IN CERTAIN STATE AND LOCAL
GRANT PROGRAMS FOR DIESEL
EMISSION REDUCTIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 791 of the Energy
Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16131) is amend-
ed by adding at the end thereof the fol-
lowing:

‘(9) DEFINITION OF STATE.—The term
‘State’ includes the District of Columbia.”.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—(1) Section
793(d)(2) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 16133(d)(2)) is
amended by striking ‘‘Governor’’ and insert-
ing ‘“‘chief executive’’.

(2) Subparagraphs (A) and (B) of section
793(c)(2) of such Act are each amended by
striking ‘50’ and inserting ‘51 and by
striking ‘‘2 percent” and inserting ‘‘1.96 per-
cent’ in each place such terms appear.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. BOUCHER) and the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. TERRY)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BOUCHER. Madam Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill
now under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. BOUCHER. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I rise to urge the passage of S. 2146, a
measure which was previously ap-
proved by the Senate. The House coun-
terpart legislation was sponsored by
our California colleague, Mr. COSTA,
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