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by Representative STEPHEN LYNCH, the 
Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform under Chairman TOWNS 
ordered the bill reported to the full 
House by voice vote on June 4, 2009. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1345 is a common-
sense measure, treating employees of 
the District of Columbia the same way 
that other State and local government 
employees are treated. The difference 
in treatment under the Hatch Act has 
persisted for far too long. I urge my 
colleagues to help end the disparate 
treatment by supporting this measure. 

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

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a bipartisan bill 
authored by ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 
that is, in fact, timely or perhaps be-
yond its time. This was passed by our 
committee on a voice vote and is sup-
ported by all members of the com-
mittee. 

Mr. Speaker, home rule by the Dis-
trict of Columbia will not be complete 
until we harmonize as many rights and 
responsibilities as we can to the Dis-
trict. Our committee is dedicated to do 
that harmonization, to look for inequi-
ties, either by too much or too little, 
much of it well-intended in the past, 
some of it even needed in the past. But 
as the District of Columbia takes on its 
immediate responsibilities, we must 
also treat it appropriately and not 
have it governed by special rules. This 
narrowly constructed change will, in 
fact, cause the Hatch Act to be iden-
tical in the way it is implemented 
throughout the country, being imple-
mented toward the District of Colum-
bia. I think every American appre-
ciates that if you lived in a city in 
Maryland or in a city in Virginia, you 
would have the same expectation of the 
rules of national governance as you 
should have here in the Nation’s cap-
ital if you’re involved in similar activ-
ity. 
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For that reason, on a bipartisan 
basis, we support this simple but tech-
nically necessary fix. 

I reserve my time. 
Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I would 

like to have the distinguished Rep-
resentative ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 
from the great District of Columbia 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. NORTON. First off, Mr. Speaker, 
may I thank the gentlewoman from 
California for her work on this bill and 
for managing this bill as well and ex-
plaining it to the House. 

I’m very grateful to the ranking 
member of the full committee for his 
work on this bill and his cooperation in 
helping us to move this bill forward. 

Mr. Speaker, this is nothing more or 
nothing less than a holdover from the 
old pre-Home Rule days in the District 
of Columbia. The Congress passed the 
Home Rule Act and intended that local 
laws would be a matter for the District 
of Columbia, and somehow, this got 

left out of the mix. And the OPM, the 
Office of Personnel Management, and 
its council’s office has been vexed— 
that’s the only word for it—vexed by 
these complaints that these sometimes 
come and sometimes don’t. 

For example, advisory neighborhood 
commissioners, peculiar to the District 
of Columbia, are ‘‘elected officials.’’ 
They’re unpaid. If you look at the 
council of the District of Columbia, al-
most all of them were advisory neigh-
borhood commissioners. But somehow, 
people bring complaints against them 
when they run for office because 
they’re not regarded in Federal law as 
elected officials. They’re elected offi-
cials; unpaid, but they’re elected offi-
cials. They run for office. Those are not 
matters that you would expect a Fed-
eral regulatory agency to pay any at-
tention to. And I don’t want the OPM, 
in fact, spending the time of its special 
council on the arcane laws of the Dis-
trict of Columbia. 

What this law says is you, D.C., will 
have to have your own Hatch Act. The 
Hatch Act was one of the great reforms 
in government. Perhaps there’s no re-
form ever in government that’s been 
more important than the Hatch Act. 
This bill can’t go into effect until the 
District of Columbia has its own Hatch 
Act for its own local law, the way Cali-
fornia and all the States of the Union 
have their own version of the Hatch 
Act. As I heard the ranking member 
say, When you’re getting Federal 
money and you’re involved in Federal 
matters—and often matters in the 
State are Federal matters—the Hatch 
Act applies as always. 

When you’re dealing in D.C. with 
D.C. management, you need your own 
Hatch Act, and you need OPM to deal 
with the often more serious matters 
that affect the Federal Government 
when millions of dollars may be in-
volved in Hatch Act violations. 

I want to thank my good friends from 
California, both of them, for their work 
on this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, the District of Columbia Hatch 
Act Reform Act of 2009 eliminates anomalous 
treatment of the District of Columbia which, 
alone among U.S. jurisdictions, still falls under 
the Federal Hatch Act as an uncorrected left-
over provision from before the Congress made 
the District an independent jurisdiction that 
today enacts its own local laws. Fortunately, 
the House recognized that the present Federal 
Hatch Act jurisdiction over the District was in-
appropriate and obsolete and removed this 
Federal responsibility several years ago, but 
the Senate failed to act. H.R. 1345 will elimi-
nate the double indignity of placing a local 
burden on the Federal Government while de-
priving the District of a responsibility that only 
local jurisdictions familiar with local laws can 
be expected to handle appropriately. H.R. 
1345 retains Federal Hatch Act authority con-
cerning prohibited partisan and political activity 
that applies to every State and locality upon 
receipt of Federal funds or functions, and im-
portantly, requires the District to enact its own 
local version of the Hatch Act barring similar 
local violations before H.R. 1345 can become 
effective. Local Hatch Act violations in the Dis-

trict are rare, but the District needs its own 
Hatch Act to fully account and be responsible 
for local violations, with which only a local, ob-
jective body would be familiar. 

H.R. 1345 leaves in place the Federal Hatch 
Act restrictions that apply to other jurisdictions 
on the use of official authority, specifically as 
it relates to elections; the solicitation, accept-
ance, or receipt of political campaign contribu-
tions; the prohibitions on running for public of-
fice in partisan elections; and the use of on- 
duty time and resources to engage in partisan 
campaign activity when Federal funds or re-
sponsibilities are involved. My bill would re-
move only the Federal Hatch Act jurisdiction 
that applies to the District of Columbia and 
would require the District to enact its own local 
Hatch Act, similar to those in other jurisdic-
tions, instead of requiring the Federal Office of 
Personnel Management, OPM, and its Special 
Counsel to devote staff time and other re-
sources to investigation, fact-finding and judg-
ment of unfamiliar local matters. 

In fact, OPM has asked for the Federal 
guidance my bill offers. In recent cases, OPM 
was confused by protests after citing an ANC 
(Advisory Neighborhood Commissioner) for 
violations of the Hatch Act when he ran for 
higher office, even though ANCs are ‘‘elected 
officials’’ under D.C. law and therefore should 
be permitted to run for higher office. As a re-
sult of the failure to clear up the confusion, the 
application of the Hatch Act to ANCs has been 
selectively enforced by OPM. For example, al-
though OPM has filed cases charging Hatch 
Act violations against an ANC running for the 
D.C. Council, it more often has not filed when 
several members of the current D.C. City 
Council ran for the D.C. Council from positions 
as ANCs. These examples show the difficulty 
created because Congress has failed to con-
form D.C.’s local jurisdiction created by the 
Home Rule Act of 1974 with the OPM’s Fed-
eral jurisdiction over Federal Hatch Act mat-
ters today. 

This is an uncomplicated and straight-
forward bill. It is not controversial, and it has 
been enacted by the House before. I ask that 
the House approve H.R. 1345. 

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, I am in sup-
port of this bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I would 

like to urge my colleagues to support 
this much-needed measure. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
WATSON) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1345. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

JOHNNY GRANT HOLLYWOOD POST 
OFFICE BUILDING 

Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 2760) to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 1615 North Wilcox Avenue in 
Los Angeles, California, as the ‘‘John-
ny Grant Hollywood Post Office Build-
ing’’. 
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The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2760 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 

Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. JOHNNY GRANT HOLLYWOOD POST 

OFFICE BUILDING. 
(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 

United States Postal Service located at 1615 
North Wilcox Avenue in Los Angeles, Cali-
fornia, shall be known and designated as the 
‘‘Johnny Grant Hollywood Post Office Build-
ing’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the ‘‘Johnny Grant Holly-
wood Post Office Building’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. WATSON) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. ISSA) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair now recognizes the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATSON). 

Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of H.R. 2760, a bill 
which I introduced to designate a post 
office in my district as the ‘‘Johnny 
Grant Hollywood Post Office Build-
ing’’. 

Johnny Grant and Hollywood are 
synonymous. As Tinseltown’s honorary 
mayor, he was one of the community’s 
most enthusiastic supporters for more 
than 50 years. He served as chairman of 
the Walk of Fame Selection Committee 
and the Hollywood Historic Trust. He 
not only created what was to become 
part of Hollywood’s history but had 
been a longtime supporter for pre-
serving Cinema City’s past. 

Johnny Grant was also a big sup-
porter of public diplomacy. Over the 
Memorial Day recess period, I took 30 
films donated by Johnny Grant before 
he passed away to South Africa and do-
nated them to the Rosa Parks Library 
and Information Center at the U.S. 
Embassy. The films will be accessible 
to the public and will be used to pro-
mote the United States’ moral values, 
principles, and culture. 

Grant was a retired major general in 
the California State Military Reserve. 
He was sought out to advise the Guard 
in his areas of expertise: morale, public 
affairs, recruiting, and special events. 
Though retired, he continued to be re-
called by California’s Adjutant General 
for special duties. 

In 1982, the State of California 
showed their appreciation for Johnny 
Grant’s 30 years of service by awarding 
him the Order of California, the State’s 
highest honor. Governor George 
Deukmejian, in an unprecedented act, 
awarded Johnny Grant a second Order 
of California at the State Capitol in 
1990. General Grant was also the recipi-
ent of the National Guard’s Medal of 
Merit. 

In June of 1999, retired Major General 
Johnny Grant was recalled to tem-
porary active duty to promote and 
produce events saluting the California 
National Guard on its 150th birthday. 

Mr. Speaker, thank you for the time, 
and I urge my colleagues to support 
this bill to honor Johnny Grant for a 
lifetime of public service. 

And I just want you to know, before 
his sudden death, he had completed 60 
trips to entertain our troops, more 
than any other celebrity who has gone 
overseas and around the country, so we 
honor him also for that. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself 

such time as I may consume. 
I join with the gentlelady in sup-

porting her legislation. Every member 
of the California delegation, in fact, 
has supported this. Because it’s in Rep-
resentative WATSON’s district, of 
course, it’s her bill, but Johnny Grant 
was bigger than Hollywood, bigger 
than California. 

During his decades of service outside 
of Hollywood, Johnny Grant rep-
resented the finest in American serv-
ice. After his service in the Army Air 
Corps during World War II, he contin-
ued supporting in many ways our men 
and women in uniform for the rest of 
his life. 

In 1952, when Mr. Grant, along with 
Bing Crosby, Bob Hope, and Frank Si-
natra, hosted the first national tele-
thon, a fundraiser to send American 
Olympic athletes to the Summer Olym-
pics in Finland, he, in fact, set a path 
of service in all aspects of public life 
continuing with the Olympics, adding 
to that the Boy Scouts, the USO, fire 
and police services and, of course, his 
many trips overseas. 

In addition to the 60 USO trips that 
Mr. Grant did, I want to note two of 
them, because during the very difficult 
times in 1982 and 1983, he distinguished 
himself by being willing to go to Beirut 
to support and entertain our marines 
there long after many people had con-
sidered that to be out of the way. He 
also made two trips to Saudi Arabia 
during Desert Shield and Desert Storm. 
He continued to support the USO along 
with Bob Hope and his many other 
friends throughout his life. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe we’ve given a 
lot of awards to a lot of people less de-
serving and who dedicated less their 
entire lives. Many celebrities are for 
causes when they’re in their active ca-
reer. Mr. Grant was for causes that 
were fully supported by the American 
people but fully funded by the gen-
erosity of people like him with his 
time and his energy for so many years. 

So I join with the gentlelady in sup-
porting H.R. 2760, urge its passage, re-
mind all of us that, in fact, there are 
those who give far less that have had 
these honors bestowed on them, and I 
certainly thank the gentlelady for 
picking this Hollywood post office to 
be the ‘‘Johnny Grant Hollywood Post 
Office Building’’. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I want to 

thank DARRELL ISSA, my colleague, for 
his words about Johnny Grant. And I 
want you to know, Johnny knew he 
would live forever, and now that we’re 

going to have a building named after 
him in the new remodeled and revital-
ized Hollywood, he, indeed, his image, 
will live forever. So I thank my col-
league. 

And in closing, I again urge my col-
leagues to join me in honoring Johnny 
Grant through the passage of H.R. 2760. 

Ms. WATSON. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
WATSON) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2760. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 26 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
until approximately 6:30 p.m. 

f 

b 1830 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mrs. DAHLKEMPER) at 6 
o’clock and 30 minutes p.m. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, general leave to revise and 
extend is granted on the motion to sus-
pend the rules on H.R. 2760. 

There was no objection. 

f 

APPOINTMENT AS MEMBERS TO 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF NA-
TIONAL URBAN AIR TOXICS RE-
SEARCH CENTER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 112 of the Clean Air Act 
(42 U.S.C. 7412), and the order of the 
House of January 6, 2009, the Chair an-
nounces the Speaker’s appointment of 
the following members on the part of 
the House to the Board of Directors of 
the National Urban Air Toxics Re-
search Center: 

Mrs. Herminia Palacio, M.D., M.P.H., 
Bellaire, Texas 

Mr. John Walke, Washington, D.C. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM STAFF 
MEMBER, THE HONORABLE 
GEORGE RADANOVICH, MEMBER 
OF CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from Donna J. Dami, Special 
Projects, the Honorable GEORGE 
RADANOVICH, Member of Congress: 
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