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Connolly (VA) Kildee Rothman (NJ)
Cooper Langevin Ruppersberger
Costello Larsen (WA) Ryan (OH)
Courtney Loebsack Sanchez, Linda
Crowley Lofgren, Zoe T.
g:fflilsa(rCA) E;iﬁf}l‘ Sanchez, Loretta
DeGette Maloney Zchlff
N chrader
DeLauro Matsui Schwartz
Deutch McCarthy (NY)
Dicks McCollum Sherman
Dingell McDermott Shuler
Doggett McGovern Slaughter
Doyle McNerney Smith (WA)
Eshoo Miller, George Speier
Farr Moran Stark
Filner Murphy (CT) Sutton
Garamendi Neal Thompson (CA)
Green, Gene Olver Tierney
Hanabusa Pallone Tonko
Heinrich Pascrell Tsongas
Higgins Pastor (AZ) Velazquez
Himes Perlmutter Visclosky
Hinchey Peters Wasserman
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i

Holt Price (NC) g:ﬁﬁan
Hoyer Quigley

ANSWERED “PRESENT’'—5
Ackerman Kaptur Towns
Costa Lipinski

NOT VOTING—T4
Baca Frank (MA) Markey
Bass (CA) Fudge Meeks
Becerra Gonzalez Moore
Bishop (GA) Green, Al Nadler
Brady (PA) Grijalva Napolitano
Brown (FL) Gutierrez Pelosi
Butterfield Hahn Rangel
Capuano Harris Richardson
Cardoza Hartzler Richmond
Carson (IN) Hastings (FL) Roybal-Allard
Chu Hinojosa Rush
Cicilline Honda Sarbanes
Clarke (MI) Israel Schakowsky
Clarke (NY) Jackson (IL) Scott (VA)
Clay Jackson Lee Scott, David
Cleaver (TX) Serrano
Clyburn Johnson (GA) Sewell
Conyers Johnson, E. B. Sires
Cummings Kucinich Thompson (MS)
Davis (IL) Larson (CT) Van Hollen
Edwards Lee (CA) Waters
Ellison Levin Watt
Engel Lewis (CA) Wilson (FL)
Fattah Lewis (GA) Woolsey
Fortenberry Lowey Yarmuth
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Mr. SULLIVAN changed his vote

from ‘‘nay.” to ‘“‘yea”

Mr. COSTA changed his vote from
“nay”’ to ‘‘present.”

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Mr. Speaker, | inad-
vertently missed the vote on rollcall No. 442.
My vote would have been “yes.”

————

NUCLEAR TERRORISM CONVEN-
TIONS IMPLEMENTATION AND
SAFETY OF MARITIME NAVIGA-
TION ACT OF 2012

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CRAVAACK). The unfinished business is
the question on suspending the rules
and passing the bill (H.R. 5889) to
amend title 18, United States Code, to
provide for protection of maritime
navigation and prevention of nuclear
terrorism, and for other purposes, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
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the gentleman from Texas (Mr. SMITH)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

SERGEANT RICHARD FRANKLIN
ABSHIRE POST OFFICE BUILDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
suspending the rules and passing the
bill (H.R. 3412) to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 1421 Veterans Memorial Drive
in Abbeville, Louisiana, as the ‘‘Ser-
geant Richard Franklin Abshire Post
Office Building”’.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
FARENTHOLD) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill.

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.

————————

SPC NICHOLAS SCOTT HARTGE
POST OFFICE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
suspending the rules and passing the
bill (H.R. 3501) to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 125 Kerr Avenue in Rome City,
Indiana, as the ‘“SPC Nicholas Scott
Hartge Post Office”’.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
FARENTHOLD) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill.

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.

0 1740

FIRST SERGEANT LANDRES
CHEEKS POST OFFICE BUILDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
suspending the rules and passing the
bill (H.R. 3772) to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 150 South Union Street in Can-
ton, Mississippi, as the ‘“‘First Sergeant
Landres Cheeks Post Office Building’’.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
FARENTHOLD) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill.
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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.

———

REVEREND ABE BROWN POST
OFFICE BUILDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
suspending the rules and passing the
bill (H.R. 3276) to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 2810 East Hillsborough Avenue
in Tampa, Florida, as the ‘‘Reverend
Abe Brown Post Office Building”’.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
FARENTHOLD) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill.

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.

———

AVIATION SECURITY STAKE-
HOLDER PARTICIPATION ACT OF
2012

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
suspending the rules and passing the
bill (H.R. 1447) to amend title 49,
United States Code, to direct the As-
sistant Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity (Transportation Security Adminis-
tration) to establish an Aviation Secu-
rity Advisory Committee, and for other
purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
KING) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, as amended.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

USE OF GRANT FUNDS FOR
PROJECTS CONDUCTED IN CON-
JUNCTION WITH A NATIONAL
LABORATORY OR RESEARCH FA-
CILITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
suspending the rules and passing the
bill (H.R. 5843) to amend the Homeland
Security Act of 2002 to permit use of
certain grant funds for training con-
ducted in conjunction with a national
laboratory or research facility.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
KING) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill.
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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.

————

TRANSPORTATION WORKER IDEN-
TIFICATION PROCESS REFORM
ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
suspending the rules and passing the
bill (H.R. 3173) to direct the Secretary
of Homeland Security to reform the
process for the enrollment, activation,
issuance, and renewal of a Transpor-
tation Worker Identification Creden-
tial (TWIC) to require, in total, not
more than one in-person visit to a des-
ignated enrollment center, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
DANIEL E. LUNGREN) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill, as
amended.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

THE AFFORDABLE CARE ACT IS
THE LAW OF THE LAND

(Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute.)

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. I rise
today because this is a great country.
In fact, I would call it the greatest
country in the world.

Throughout my life’s history, al-
though we have traveled mountains
and low valleys, I have been equal and
unequal in this Nation. Yet today I feel
as tall as the pine trees because our
Supreme Court shed itself of diverse
and sometimes divisive bickering and
upheld the Constitution of the United
States.

It granted to the American people af-
fordable health care. It granted to the
sickest of the sick the opportunity to
be covered by insurance. It granted to
seniors who fall into doughnut holes
and who have to choose prescription
drugs over food a relief line. It granted
to hospitals that take in indigent pa-
tients who may otherwise die on side-
walks in America an opportunity to
take care of those patients. It gave
children with preexisting diseases an
opportunity to live fully in this coun-
try.

So now the Affordable Care Act is the
law of the land. We have been vindi-
cated. Every single, single vote of
those Members who have lost and of
those who have won, we’ve been vindi-
cated. Thank God for the United States
Supreme Court.
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain Special Order
speeches without prejudice to the re-
sumption of legislative business.

———

THE PROGRESSIVE MESSAGE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. ELLISON) is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the mi-
nority leader.

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, my name
is KEITH ELLISON, and I claim this Spe-
cial Order time on behalf of the Pro-
gressive Caucus. I am very pleased to
be joined by my dear friend from the
great State of Ohio, Mr. DENNIS KUCI-
NICH.

The Progressive Caucus has a Web
site we refer people to, which is
cpe.grijalva.house.gov. I urge every-
body to check it out because it has a
lot of excellent information.

This we call The Progressive Mes-
sage. Today, we are going to focus on
three topics, Mr. Speaker. They will be
in the areas of: (1) historic health care;
(2) the travesty of justice perpetuated
on Eric Holder; (3) the voter ID issue
that is proliferating across the coun-
try, that of trying to restrict and sup-
press the votes of Americans. So that’s
our Progressive Message for today.

I want to introduce the first subject
by saying that today was a historic
day. The historic health care bill was
passed many, many months ago; but
until the Supreme Court of the United
States said that this bill was constitu-
tional, that this act was constitu-
tional, it was always in jeopardy of
being overturned. In the Progressive
Caucus, many of us were signatories
and cosponsors of H.R. 676, which is the
single-payer bill—or health care for all
and Medicare for all.

Personally, I think today is a dra-
matic step forward in the quest to
make sure that all Americans are cov-
ered and can go to a doctor. This is a
very important step—it’s an advance—
so I’m happy to see it.

With that, I would like to just turn
some time over to the gentleman from
Ohio for any comments he may care to
make about the health care bill or
about the Supreme Court decision.

I yield to the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. KUCINICH. I want to thank the
gentleman from Minnesota, Congress-
man ELLISON, for his leadership in the
Progressive Caucus and to thank him
for yielding me some time to talk
about this momentous decision by the
Supreme Court. First of all, a little bit
of context.

I represent Cleveland, Ohio. There
are many people in Cleveland who are
uninsured. There are many people in
Cleveland who could not afford health
care. There are many people who are
working who can’t get their families
covered.
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This issue of health care reform is
one of the defining issues in our coun-
try, and it’s one that we finally grap-
pled with in 2010 to come up with a bill
that not everyone agreed with. As a
matter of fact, as Mr. ELLISON will re-
member, I didn’t agree with this. I was
not satisfied with health care reform
within the context of a for-profit sys-
tem because I wanted a not-for-profit
system. Yet, while we had a for-profit
system, one of the things we needed to
do was to make sure children with pre-
existing conditions would be covered;
to make sure all of these lifetime caps
on the amount of money that people
could claim for expenses were removed;
and to make sure that people were
given a fighting chance with the insur-
ance companies.
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What’s happened is the Affordable
Care Act finally took a step in the di-
rection of reform. It’s an important
step, and the Supreme Court has said
you can do that under Congress’ taxing
authority, but it’s just a step.

All of us understand that there are
still millions of Americans who are
finding health care out of reach, even
with the help that the Affordable Care
Act offers. That’s why at the State
level there are still States, such as
Vermont, that are looking at how they
can go forward with a single-payer plan
within their State.

Mr. ELLISON. Let me just ask the
gentleman a question.

You had an amendment that we were
trying to move onto the Affordable
Care Act which would allow States, if
they chose to, to pursue alternatives
like a single-payer system.

Do you recall your amendment?

Mr. KUCINICH. Keep in mind that
the Employee Retirement Income Se-
curity Act essentially would stop
States from going forward, so we asked
basically for a waiver of that. The
amendment would have provided for a
waiver so States would have no legal
bar to pursue a single-payer system.
That was essentially passed in com-
mittee and then stripped out.

The point is we can enable it. Con-
gress can facilitate that. The passage
of affordable care, plus the Supreme
Court saying Congress can move on
health care, Congress can take a step,
finally puts us in a position where we
can elevate health care to the highest
level of public concern.

Every American who is out there to-
night who’s worried about whether
they would be able to get access to af-
fordable health care suddenly realizes
that it is possible. For those poor peo-
ple across America who are wondering
whether they are going to be shut out
by one aspect of the Supreme Court de-
cision, now it’s up to the States to re-
affirm the position of the State in the
life of their citizens by saying, if you’'re
a poor person, we're not going to use
the Supreme Court decision to block
you from having access to the re-
sources of the government with respect
to health care.
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