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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 915, FAA REAUTHORIZA-
TION ACT OF 2009

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 464 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 464

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. 915) to amend
title 49, United States Code, to authorize ap-
propriations for the Federal Aviation Admin-
istration for fiscal years 2009 through 2012, to
improve aviation safety and capacity, to pro-
vide stable funding for the national aviation
system, 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 de-
bate shall be confined to the bill and the
amendment considered as adopted by this
resolution and shall not exceed one hour
equally divided and controlled by the chair
and ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. After general debate the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the five-
minute rule. In lieu of the amendment in the
nature of a substitute recommended by the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure now printed in the bill, the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute printed in
part A of the report of the Committee on
Rules accompanying this resolution, modi-
fied by the amendment printed in part B of
such report, shall be considered as adopted in
the House and in the Committee of the
Whole. The bill, as amended, shall be consid-
ered as the original bill for the purpose of
further amendment under the five-minute
rule and shall be considered as read. All
points of order against provisions in the bill,
as amended, are waived. Notwithstanding
clause 11 of rule XVIII, no further amend-
ment to the bill, as amended, shall be in
order except those printed in part C of the
report of the Committee on Rules. Each such
amendment may be offered 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 op-
ponent, shall not be subject to amendment,
and shall not be subject to a demand for divi-
sion 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 or 10 of rule XXI.
At the conclusion of consideration of the bill
for amendment the Committee shall rise and
report the bill, as amended, to the House
with such further amendments as may have
been adopted. 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. The chair of the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure is author-
ized, on behalf of the committee, to file a
supplemental report to accompany H.R. 915.

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

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, for pur-
poses of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
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from Florida (Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-
BALART). All time yielded during con-
sideration of the rule is for debate
only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. ARCURI. I ask unanimous con-
sent that all Members be given 5 legis-
lative days within which to revise and
extend their remarks and insert extra-
neous materials into the RECORD.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H. Res. 464 provides for
a structured rule for consideration of
H.R. 915, the FAA Reauthorization Act
of 2009.

I would like to acknowledge Chair-
man OBERSTAR and Ranking Member
MicA of the full Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure and
Chairman COSTELLO and Ranking Mem-
ber PETRI of the Aviation Sub-
committee and thank them for their
bipartisan work on H.R. 915. As a mem-
ber of the full committee, I take great
pride in being a part of the cooperative
atmosphere, and I believe that it yields
positive results, both for Congress and
the American people.

Mr. Speaker, we are here today to
consider H.R. 915, the FAA Reauthor-
ization Act of 2009. In many ways, it is
unfortunate that we must consider this
bill because the reauthorization of the
FAA and its programs expired over 3
years ago. The House passed a reau-
thorization bill in September of 2007
that was very similar to the measure
we will consider today. Unfortunately,
the Senate was unable to move the
FAA reauthorization 1last Congress,
and so we are forced to take the lead
once more, affording the Senate even
more time to act than we did in the
previous Congress.

The American public cannot afford to
wait any longer for this legislation.
The bill makes essential increases in
aviation funding and safety improve-
ments that are long overdue. In the
past few months, we have seen, in New
York State alone, my home, two crash-
es involving regional jets, and the in-
vestigations into those crashes have re-
vealed that greater safety oversight is
needed.

H.R. 915 includes a number of provi-
sions that will make air travel safer for
the American public, such as a require-
ment that the FAA increase the num-
ber of aviation safety inspectors and
increase funding for programs that re-
duce runway incursions. The bill re-
quires the FAA to inspect foreign re-
pair stations at least twice a year and
perform drug and alcohol testing on
those individuals working on U.S. air-
craft, to ensure that aircraft mainte-
nance is performed in a safe and re-
sponsible manner. The bill also directs
the FAA to begin an administrative
rulemaking process to revise existing
aircraft rescue and fire fighting stand-
ards that have not been updated in 21
years.
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Many of those safety improvements
come with increased costs. I have per-
sonally heard from a number of smaller
airports in my district that are con-
cerned that the cost of complying with
the new fire fighting standards will
pose a severe economic hardship on
them, possibly causing a reduction in
air service. I would like to thank
Chairman OBERSTAR and Chairman
CoSTELLO for addressing my concerns
on this matter during yesterday’s
Rules Committee hearing.

The provisions related to the aircraft
rescue and fire fighting rulemaking
specifically require that the Secretary
of Transportation conduct an assess-
ment of potential impacts associated
with the revisions; that is to say, that
they will review the rulemaking and
make a determination on how smaller
airports, if there is a question with
their ability to comply, how they can
comply and continue the service to the
region that they represent. In addition,
the rulemaking process will involve a
public comment period for impacted
airports to weigh in on the proposed
changes.

The bill also includes increased fund-
ing that will help airports comply with
these new safety measures. The bill in-
cludes $16.2 billion over the life of the
bill for the Airport Improvement Pro-
gram, also known as AIP. Airports can
use AIP funding to make safety im-
provements or purchase emergency
equipment.

In addition, the bill includes an in-
crease on the maximum passenger fa-
cility charge that airports can assess
on travelers. Airports can use PFC rev-
enue to preserve or enhance the safety,
security, or capacity of the national
air transportation system; to reduce or
mitigate noise impacts resulting from
an airport; or to provide opportunities
for enhanced competition among or be-
tween carriers. In order to take advan-
tage of this increase, major airports
will have to forego a portion of their
ATP funds which will be designated for
projects at smaller airports.

The FAA Reauthorization Act also
includes $70 billion for the FAA’s cap-
ital programs between fiscal year 2009
and fiscal year 2012 so the FAA can
make needed repairs and replace some
existing facilities and equipment. This
will improve airline capacity and effi-
ciency and, at the same time, improve
safety, reduce environmental impacts,
and increase user access.

Mr. Speaker, this legislation is long
overdue. The President has urged us to
pass it. And it is especially timely that
we approve a reauthorization of the
FAA now, before the summer flight
congestion and weather-related delays
create even more havoc for the trav-
eling public.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes”
on the rule and to support the under-
lying legislation.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. I’'d like to thank my friend the
gentleman from New York (Mr.
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ARCURI) for the time, and I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, south Florida has a rich
and proud flying history. Aviation’s
entry into south Florida came in 1911
when the Wright brothers delivered a
biplane for Miami’s 15th anniversary
celebration.

O 1100

After World War I, the city rapidly
developed as an aviation center. By
1928, Pan American Airways had moved
its headquarters to Miami, followed
soon by Eastern Airlines and National
Airlines.

In 1937, Amelia Earhart took off from
Miami Airport in Hialeah on her final
fateful around-the-world flight.

During World War II, Miami trans-
formed into a training base and depar-
ture point for the theaters of war. Fol-
lowing the victory, commercial avia-
tion experienced an explosion in
growth and development, and Miami
International Airport rose to promi-
nence. Today, that airport continues to
be one of the busiest in the Nation and
a major gateway to the Americas.

In 2008, almost 34 million passenger
passed through Miami International
Airport. Almost half of them were
international passengers.

MIA is not only a hub for inter-
national travel, it also plays an inte-
gral role in global trade. The airport is
among the Nation’s top air cargo han-
dlers, with almost 2 million tons han-
dled last year, and a record 2.1 million
tons processed in 2006. Also, MIA han-
dled nearly 80 percent of all air cargo
imports and exports between the
United States and Latin America.

Because it is both an international
hub for passengers and cargo, the air-
port provides the south Florida com-
munity with an economic contribution
of over $26 billion annually, generating
almost 300,000 jobs, almost $700 million
in Federal aviation tax revenue, and al-
most $1 billion dollars in State, county
and municipal tax revenue.

However, if MIA is going to continue
to play such an important role as a
trade gateway, it obviously must con-
tinue to grow. The airport is currently
in the midst of a $6.2 billion capital im-
provement program that has made
progress. It’s had some problems, but
it’s made progress, despite costly
delays and large cost increases.

This capital program, when com-
pleted in 2011, will expand the terminal
and concourses by over 3.9 million
square feet, for a total of 7.4 million
square feet, with added cargo facilities
increasing from 2.7 million square feet
of space and 17 buildings to nearly 3.5
million square feet and 20 cargo proc-
essing buildings.

If U.S. air travel is to continue its
fundamental role in our economy, we
have to make certain that we have the
safest, most modern and efficient
transportation system in the world. By
reauthorizing the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration funding and safety over-
sight programs, the underlying legisla-
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tion that is being brought to the floor
takes an important step toward that
goal.

H.R. 915 helps airports meet the chal-
lenges of congestion and delays by,
among other things, authorizing over
$16 billion for the Airport Improvement
Program. That program provides
grants to airports to help them with
capacity and infrastructure problems.

The bill also provides over $13 billion
for facilities and equipment programs
to expedite the deployment of the Next
Generation Air Transportation Sys-
tem, and to assist airports in repairing,
replacing and upgrading existing equip-
ment and facilities.

Currently, there is a contract dispute
between the air traffic controllers and
the Federal Aviation Administration.
Now, I admire air traffic controllers.
They are highly trained, hardworking
professionals. I'm honored to know
those who are in south Florida, the air
traffic controllers, and I'm very proud
of them. I'm very proud of them for
their extraordinary work and their
dedication. Under great pressure, with
no room for error, they manage our
skies and keep the traveling public
safe. I'm pleased that the distinguished
chairman has acknowledged the dis-
pute and taken steps to resolve the
issue.

Although I support the underlying
legislation, Mr. Speaker, very impor-
tant underlying legislation, I must op-
pose the rule that is bringing it to the
floor because it blocks, that rule
blocks a complete and fair debate un-
necessarily, once again and unfortu-
nately, once again.

The rule brought forth by the major-
ity today forbids the House from con-
sidering amendments from Members on
both sides of the aisle. Yes, it allows
four out of six Republican amendments
that were introduced in the Rules Com-
mittee, but it blocks, it prohibits, a
total of 21 amendments. Some of those
amendments are bipartisan amend-
ments, and most are amendments from
the majority party. I may not have
voted for all those amendments that
were blocked by the majority on the
Rules Committee, but I certainly be-
lieve that this House should have had
the opportunity to debate them, to
consider them, and to vote on all the
amendments.

I don’t know why, Mr. Speaker. I'm
not sure why the majority, each time a
bill comes up for consideration under a
rule, it consistently, the majority con-
sistently blocks amendments from de-
bate. Why? Why is the majority block-
ing amendments? Is it that they’re
afraid of debate? Are they afraid of los-
ing the vote on some amendments? Are
they protecting their Members from
what they consider to be tough, dif-
ficult votes? Are they afraid of the
democratic process? Or is it all of the
above?

I reserve.

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my friend from Florida for his com-
ments, and my colleague from the
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Rules Committee, and thank you for
the history of the Miami Airport. I was
not familiar with the importance that
it played in the history of the aviation
of our country, but I thank you for
that.

I just want to point out that, with re-
spect to your comment about amend-
ments, that there were, in all, eight
Republican amendments submitted to
the committee, of which five were
made in order. Yet the Democrats sub-
mitted 22 amendments, and only seven
of those were made in order. So I would
say that the percentage was more than
fair on both sides of the aisle.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Flor-
ida, my colleague from the Rules Com-
mittee, Mr. HASTINGS.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I thank
my colleague from the Rules Com-
mittee for yielding me the time. And I
also would like to refer to my friend,
and he is my good friend from Florida,
who asks the question, why would the
majority, quoting him, ‘“‘block legisla-
tion.”

My friend, when he was in the major-
ity, knows that I served on the com-
mittee with him for a number of years,
and I suffered the frustration of being
in the minority, and perhaps that is
what you suffer.

But beyond that, I have the distinct
recollection of even being on the Rules
Committee and not even having my
amendments made in order; so it is not
only the general body, even the mem-
bers of the Rules Committee, it is the
function and the way that the House
works, and that is that the majority
rules.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 915, the FAA au-
thorization action of 2009, has been de-
layed for almost 3 years. This, in my
opinion, is far too long for such a crit-
ical issue. Essential increases in avia-
tion funding and safety improvement
have been allowed to languish.

Under the Bush Administration there
was another attempt made to approve
this legislation, but it was delayed yet
again by the Senate.

I believe the time has come for ac-
tion. For years I have fought, along
with colleagues, for a new tower at
Palm Beach International Airport. And
yet, with all their infinite wisdom, the
Federal Aviation Administration ap-
proved plans for a new tower that is
under construction that is in abate-
ment at this moment, but intends to
strip the state-of-the-art TRACON
radar out of Palm Beach International
and move it to Miami.

By placing all of south Florida’s
major radar functions under one roof in
Miami, the FAA is creating an ex-
tremely dangerous scenario, especially
in light of the fact that Florida is vul-
nerable to hurricanes and has been des-
ignated as a high-risk urban area.

If a hurricane were to barrel through
Miami-Dade County and damage MIA’s
control tower and subsequent radar
system, as Hurricane Andrew did, then
it’s highly possible, indeed likely, that
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emergency efforts in Palm Beach and
south Florida could be dramatically
hindered.

The FAA’s contingency plan would
require that controllers in Jackson-
ville, an airport more than 350 miles
away, direct approaching aircraft, not
only in their assigned region, but
throughout all of south Florida and
virtually the entire State, without ad-
ditional staff and technology.

For my constituents, H.R. 915 con-
tains a provision that I consider very
important, and worked hard to make
sure that it was included. I thank
Chairman OBERSTAR and Sub-
committee Chair COSTELLO and espe-
cially their staffs for the extraordinary
work that they have done on this over-
all bill, and I’'m deeply appreciative
that they included this language, and 1
hope the FAA gets it.

The administrator of the Federal
Aviation Administration shall take
such actions as may be necessary to
ensure that any air traffic control
tower or facility placed into operation
at Palm Beach International Airport
after September 30, 2009, to replace an
air traffic control tower or facility
placed into operation before September
30, 2009, includes an operating Terminal
Radar Approach Control. It creates a
process to ensure that these realign-
ment efforts are properly reviewed and
evaluated, and that stakeholders are
involved throughout the entire process.
This will help ensure that realignment
decisions are not arbitrary nor are
they made with only financial consid-
erations taken into account.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CLAY). The time of the gentleman has
expired.

Mr. ARCURI. I yield the gentleman
an additional 2 minutes.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Through-
out my career, rarely have I seen a
Federal agency as dysfunctional, unor-
ganized, or downright incompetent,
certainly totally irresponsible as it
pertains to this issue, and unresponsive
to my and the efforts of others to see
to it that this matter is concluded in a
positive manner.
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The way that they functioned under
the Bush administration certainly is
not to be admired. For years, I've been
fighting the FAA to stop the consolida-
tion and the realignment of south Flor-
ida air traffic control facilities, and
the same holds for other areas of the
country where appropriate studies are
needed before such decisions are taken.

As my constituents know, I take this
very personally. Simply put, the lives
of millions of people all across this
country are in the hands of air traffic
controllers every single day. I'm sorry,
but we can’t play politics with one’s
personal safety.

My good friend from Florida ref-
erenced the air traffic controllers. On
Monday, I received, as before did Mr.
OBERSTAR and Mr. COSTELLO, the Sen-
tinel of Safety Award. I thank my
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friends that are National Air Traffic
Controllers Association members, par-
ticularly those who have worked with
me on this project—Mitch and Shane
and others in the area—and my former
staff person, David Goldenberg. I would
like to shout out to him and thank him
and Alex Johnson on my staff for the
extraordinary work that they have
done.

I urge the adoption of this rule and
the passage of this underlying legisla-
tion.

I would ask my friend from Florida,
since he, like me, is a fan of the Na-
tional Air Traffic Controllers Associa-
tion, if he supports their quality of life
issues and their increase in appropriate
pay.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate my
dear friend and colleague and the fact
that he shares also my admiration for
the air traffic controllers and my sup-
port for the measures to increase their
quality of life and to recognize the ex-
traordinary work that they do each
day and the importance of the extraor-
dinary work that they do each day.

With regard to the fact that when he
was in the minority he experienced
some of his amendments being denied,
I’'ve also had that experience. Obvi-
ously, it’s a 1ot more challenging to be
in the minority than it is to be in the
majority. Of course, I'm always hopeful
because, in the next bill that’s going to
be considered by the Rules Committee,
I'm going to introduce another amend-
ment. So there’s hope. There’s hope. 1
never lose hope that there will be addi-
tional fairness in the next rule.

I say to my good friend Mr. ARCURI—
and he is my friend, as Mr. HASTINGS
is—that, yes, I recognize, on this par-
ticular rule a significant number of Re-
publican amendments were made in
order. What I fail to understand is the
logic in opening up the process on leg-
islation, especially on legislation that
obviously enjoys almost consensus sup-
port. I recognize the obligations of the
majority to frame debate here and to
organize the floor. I recognize that. I
had the privilege for many years of
being on the Rules Committee in the
majority. We’ve had closed rule after
closed rule after closed rule, not in this
case, as this is a structured rule where
there have been more amendments au-
thorized, but the amount of very strict-
ly organized rules and especially the
amount of closed rules has been really
extraordinary and, I think, unneces-
sary. That’s the point that I've been
making.

I would inquire of Mr. ARCURI if he
has any additional speakers.

Mr. ARCURI. No, we have no further
speakers, and I would be ready to close.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. We thought we did, but we
don’t. So at this point we will be urg-
ing a ‘““no” vote on the previous ques-
tion and a ‘‘no’’ vote on the adoption of
the rule.

Again, Mr. Speaker, the underlying
legislation is important, and it’s going
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to enjoy great bipartisan support, but
we think that the process of debate
should have been fully open, so that’s
why we’ll be asking for a ‘‘no” vote on
the previous question as well as on the
rule.

At this point, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. ARCURI. I thank the gentleman
from Florida, my good friend and col-
league from the Rules Committee, for
his very capable handling of this rule.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I would like
to say that the need to pass this legis-
lation could not be clearer. We’re about
to enter the summer travel season, and
as we saw last summer, the typical in-
crease in passenger travel, coupled
with summer thunderstorms, can
wreak havoc on our air traffic system
and on passengers’ travel plans.

H.R. 915 will address the congestion
and capacity issues by providing fund-
ing to accelerate the implementation
of the Next Generation Air Transpor-
tation System, commonly known as
NextGen, which will replace outdated
technology with emerging technologies
and automated flight capabilities.

The FAA Reauthorization Act also
contains important consumer protec-
tion measures that will provide relief
to passengers who find themselves
helplessly caught in the air traffic sys-
tem. The bill requires airlines and air-
ports to have emergency contingency
plans approved by the U.S. Department
of Transportation detailing how air-
lines and airports will deplane pas-
sengers following excessive delays.

The Department of Transportation
will have the authority to assess civil
penalties against an airline or an air-
port that fails to adhere to an approved
contingency plan. Airlines will also be
required to include on their Web sites
and on electronic boarding passes the
U.S. DOT Consumer Complaint Hotline
number and the contact information
for both the U.S. DOT’s Consumer Pro-
tection Division and airline. The bill
also requires the U.S. DOT Inspector
General to review airlines’ flight
delays, cancellations, and their associ-
ated causes and report back to Con-
gress.

These are important protections that
the American public desperately de-
serves against the often indifferent
giant airlines. Let’s work together
today to see that they are implemented
in a timely manner. I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote
on the previous question and on the
rule.

I yield back the balance of my time,
and I move the previous question on
the resolution.

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. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand
the yeas and nays.

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

——————

PROVIDING FOR AN ADJOURN-
MENT OR RECESS OF THE TWO
HOUSES

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, I send to
the desk a privileged concurrent reso-
lution and ask for its immediate con-
sideration.

The Clerk read the concurrent reso-
lution, as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 133

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That when the House ad-
journs on any legislative day from Thursday,
May 21, 2009, through Sunday, May 24, 2009,
on a motion offered pursuant to this concur-
rent resolution by its Majority Leader or his
designee, it stand adjourned until 2 p.m. on
Tuesday, June 2, 2009, or until the time of
any reassembly pursuant to section 2 of this
concurrent resolution, whichever occurs
first; and that when the Senate recesses or
adjourns on any day from Thursday, May 21,
2009, through Sunday, May 24, 2009, on a mo-
tion offered pursuant to this concurrent res-
olution by its Majority Leader or his des-
ignee, it stand recessed or adjourned until
noon on Monday, June 1, 2009, or such other
time on that day as may be specified in the
motion to recess or adjourn, or until the
time of any reassembly pursuant to section 2
of this concurrent resolution, whichever oc-
curs first.

SEC. 2. The Speaker of the House and the
Majority Leader of the Senate, or their re-
spective designees, acting jointly after con-
sultation with the Minority Leader of the
House and the Minority Leader of the Sen-
ate, shall notify the Members of the House
and the Senate, respectively, to reassemble
at such place and time as they may des-
ignate if, in their opinion, the public interest
shall warrant it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the concurrent resolu-
tion.

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

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

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, this 15-
minute vote on adoption of House Con-
current Resolution 133 will be followed
by 5-minute votes on ordering the pre-
vious question on House Resolution
464; and adoption of House Resolution
464, if ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 237, nays
184, not voting 12, as follows:

[Roll No. 282]

YEAS—237

Abercrombie Bishop (GA) Brown, Corrine
Ackerman Bishop (NY) Butterfield
Andrews Blumenauer Capps

Baca Boccieri Capuano
Baird Boren Cardoza
Baldwin Boswell Carnahan
Barrow Boucher Carson (IN)
Becerra Boyd Castor (FL)
Berkley Brady (PA) Chaffetz
Berman Braley (IA) Chandler
Berry Bright Clarke

Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Dayvis (IL)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Driehaus
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ehlers
Ellison
Eshoo
Etheridge
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Foster
Frank (MA)
Fudge
Giffords
Gonzalez
Gordon (TN)
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffith
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Heinrich
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Himes
Hinchey
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)

Aderholt
Adler (NJ)
Akin
Alexander
Altmire
Arcuri
Austria
Bachus
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehner
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Broun (GA)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess

Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kilroy

Kind
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell

Klein (FL)
Kosmas
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin

Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey

Lujan
Lummis
Lynch
Maloney
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Massa
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
MclIntyre
McMahon
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy, Patrick
Murtha
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Nye

Oberstar
Obey

Olver

Ortiz

Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paul

Payne
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson

NAYS—184

Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Cantor

Cao

Capito
Carney
Carter
Cassidy
Castle
Childers
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Crenshaw
Culberson
Dahlkemper
Davis (KY)
Deal (GA)
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Donnelly (IN)
Dreier
Duncan
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Pingree (ME)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sestak
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shuler
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Space
Spratt
Stupak
Sutton
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor
Teague
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Wexler
Wilson (OH)
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

Ellsworth
Emerson
Fallin
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx

Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gingrey (GA)
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves
Guthrie

Hall (TX)
Harper
Hastings (WA)
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Hoekstra
Hunter
Inglis

Issa

Jenkins

May 21, 2009

Johnson, Sam McMorris Roskam
Jones Rodgers Royce
Jordan (OH) Mica Ryan (WI)
King (IA) Miller (FL) Scalise
King (NY) Miller (MI) Schmidt
Kingston Miller, Gary Schock
Kirk M?nka Sensenbrenner
Kline (MN) Mitchell Sessions
Kratovil Moran (KS) Shadegg
Kucinich Murphy (NY) Shimkus
Lamborn Murphy, Tim Shuster
Lance Myrick Simpson
Latham Neugebauer Smith (NE)
LaTourette Oines Smith (NJ)
Latta Paulsen Smith (TX)
Lee (NY) Pence Souder
Lewis (CA) Perriello Stearns
Linder Petri Sullivan
LoBiondo Pitts Terry
Lucas Platts Thompson (PA)
Luetkemeyer Poe (TX) Thornberry
Lungren, Daniel Posey Tiahrt

E. Price (GA) Tiberi
Mack Putnam Turner
Maffei Radanovich Upton
Manzullo Rehberg Walden
Marchant Reichert Wamp
McCarthy (CA) Roe (TN) Westmoreland
McCaul Rogers (AL) Whitfield
McClintock Rogers (KY) Wilson (SC)
McCotter Rogers (MI) Wittman
McHenry Rohrabacher Wolf
McHugh Rooney Young (AK)
McKeon Ros-Lehtinen Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—12
Bachmann Gohmert Sanchez, Linda
Barrett (SC) Hinojosa T.
Bean Kaptur Speier
Engel Markey (CO) Stark
Flake
0O 1152

Messrs. SMITH of New Jersey, CAR-

NEY, BARTLETT, KUCINICH,

RADANOVICH, ADLER of New Jersey,
and Mrs. DAHLKEMPER changed their
vote from ‘“‘yea’ to ‘“‘nay.”’

Mrs. LUMMIS changed her vote from
“nay’’ to yea.”

So the concurrent
agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No.
282, had | been present, | would have voted
“yea.”

resolution was

———

RAISING A QUESTION OF THE
PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Pursuant to
clause 2(a)l of rule IX, I hereby notify
the House of my intention to offer a
resolution as a question of privilege of
the House.

The form of the resolution is at the
desk and is as follows:

H. RES. —

Whereas the Honorable Nancy Pelosi, a
Representative from California, served from
1997 to 2002 as Ranking Democratic Member
of the House Permanent Select Committee
on Intelligence;

Whereas Representative Pelosi currently
serves as Speaker of the House, a position of
considerable power and influence within the
Congress;

Whereas title 3 of the United States Code
designates the Speaker of the House as third
in line of succession to the Presidency;

Whereas Speaker Pelosi has publicly chal-
lenged the truthfulness of what she and
other congressional leaders were told by Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency officials about the
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