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Levin Ortiz Skelton
Lewis (GA) Pallone Slaughter
Lipinski Pascrell Smith (WA)
Loebsack Pastor Snyder
Lofgren, Zoe Payne Solis
Lowey Perlmutter Space
Lynch Peterson (MN) Spratt
Mahoney (FL) Pomeroy Stark
Maloney (NY) Price (NO) Stupak
Markey Rahall Sutton
Matsui Ramstad Tanner
McCarthy (NY) Rangel Tauscher
McCollum (MN) Richardson Taylor
McDermott Rodriguez Thompson (CA)
McGovern Ross Thompson (MS)
McNerney Rothman Tierney
McNulty Roybal-Allard Towns
Meek (FL) Ruppersberger Tsongas
Meeks (NY) Rush Udall (CO)
Melancon Ryan (OH) Udall (NM)
Michaud Salazar Van Hollen
Miller (NC) Sanchez, Linda Velazquez
Miller, George . Visclosky
Mitchell Sanchez, Loretta Walz (MN)
Mollohan Sarbanes Wasserman
Moore (KS) Schakowsky Schultz
Moore (WI) Schiff Waters
Moran (VA) Schwartz Watson
Murphy (CT) Scott (GA) Watt
Murphy, Patrick Scott (VA) Waxman
Murtha Serrano Weiner
Nadler Sestak Welch (VT)
Napolitano Shays Wexler
Neal (MA) Shea-Porter Wilson (OH)
Oberstar Sherman Wu

Obey Shuler Wynn
Olver Sires Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—9

Ferguson Lungren, Daniel
Jones (OH) E.
Keller Reyes

Woolsey

Aderholt
Brown-Waite,

Ginny
Diaz-Balart, M.
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Members are advised this is
the 2-minute warning.
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Messrs. MCDERMOTT, CARDOZA
and LARSON of Connecticut changed
their vote from ‘“‘yea’ to ‘‘nay.”

So the motion was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

———

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

Mr. HOYER asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, as all of us
know, we have been considering for a
number of years now the question of
how we ensure that we have ethical
conduct in this body, but more impor-
tantly, how we give confidence to the
American people that we are handling
their business in a fashion which they
can trust and be proud of. It is a dif-
ficult effort.

We had scheduled for tomorrow a
rule which would have established a
process of access and oversight that
many believe would be an improve-
ment. The committee that was set up
was chaired by Mr. CAPUANO, and Mr.
SMITH, LAMAR SMITH, was his ranking
member or cochair.

Mr. SMITH just an hour ago or so, or
2 hours ago, brought a new proposal,
which we had not seen, to the Rules
Committee. We have asked Mr.
CAPUANO about that proposal. He has
indicated that he wants an opportunity
to review it because he had not seen it
before.
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In light of that, I have had discus-
sions with the other side of the aisle
with reference to a procedure in which
we would not consider the rule that
was proposed, the rules change that
was proposed, tomorrow. We do expect
to consider it soon, but not tomorrow.

Tomorrow, and I will be asking at
the end of this for unanimous consent,
I have discussed with Mr. BOEHNER and
Mr. BLUNT doing the seven suspension
bills. There are eight suspension bills
scheduled for today. One of them is the
Andean bill, which I think is not of any
controversy, the 10-month extension on
that bill. I will be asking for unani-
mous consent, therefore, for tomorrow
to be a suspension day.

This will give Mr. CAPUANO and Mr.
SMITH the opportunity to discuss a new
proposal which has been put on the
table just this afternoon, and they will
discuss that.

I know that Mr. BOEHNER and Ms.
PELOSI, the Speaker, have had discus-
sions. I presume those discussions will
continue.

So my expectation is tomorrow, after
the unanimous consent, we will con-
clude this bill. We will then have no
further business. We will have the An-
dean suspension bill. After the conclu-
sion of the Andean suspension bill, we
will have no further business for today
that Members would be voting on. And
then we would, tomorrow, consider the
seven suspension bills, and my pre-
sumption is it will be a relatively early
day tomorrow, Thursday.

———

MAKING IN ORDER MOTIONS TO
SUSPEND THE RULES ON TO-
MORROW

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Speaker
be authorized to recognize motions for
suspension of the rules tomorrow as
though clause 1 of rule XV were in
place. In other words, I'm asking for
authority to have a suspension cal-
endar tomorrow. Absent the unani-
mous consent, we would simply go to
the Rules Committee and get a rule to
do that.

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

Mr. BLUNT. Reserving the right to
object, Mr. Speaker, I would like to
clarify. The only work done between
now and the end of the day tomorrow
would be the anticipated eight bills,
one tonight and seven tomorrow that
we had expected to get done this week
on the suspension calendar; is that
right?

Mr. HOYER. The gentleman is abso-
lutely correct. There are eight suspen-
sion bills, the Andean today, and we
will do the balance of seven tomorrow.
I believe it will be a relatively early
day.

Mr. WAMP. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BLUNT. I yield to the gentleman
from Tennessee.

Mr. WAMP. I just wanted to make
our colleagues aware that besides the
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Smith bill, which I'm pleased to hear
the Rules Committee will take time to
hear, there is another bipartisan alter-
native that Mr. HILL of Indiana and
myself have offered as well where there
is substantial bipartisan support for a
third alternative that’s not a Demo-
cratic or Republican bill, but when we
are considering matters of the House,
it is truly a bipartisan compromise.
And the gentleman is on his feet from
Indiana as well, and I thank you for
the time.

Mr. HOYER. I yield to my friend.

Mr. HILL. I have been working on
this issue for over a year. I filed a bill
that would, in my view, be true reform.

Mr. BLUNT. Madam Speaker, I be-
lieve I have the time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. Lo-
RETTA SANCHEZ of California). The gen-
tleman is absolutely correct.

Mr. BLUNT. I would be happy to
yield to Mr. HILL.

Mr. HILL. As my friend, the majority
leader, knows, I filed a bill last year
that, in my view, required real reform
on ethics. I campaigned on this issue
extensively in the year 2006, and it is a
bill that I actually talked about in
that election year in 2006, and it fell on
friendly ears for people who listened to
it.

It is a proposal that would allow
former Members of Congress to com-
prise the ethics commission. They
would have full subpoena powers. The
Republicans on this commission would
be appointed by the Democrats, and
the Democrats would be appointed by
the Republicans.

This bill is now changing because it
is now gaining bipartisan support.

Mr. HOYER. Madam Speaker, I will
tell you, Members have expressed great
concern that they didn’t know about
the proposals that were being made.
My suggestion on both sides of the
aisle is that we listen to these pro-
posals as carefully as you are going to
want to discuss them in the future.

Mr. HILL. Madam Speaker, I will try
to be brief. What happened today is my
friend from Tennessee (Mr. WAMP) had
some ideas that were similar to mine,
and so we joined forces today to try to
make this a bipartisan bill. So it is a
third alternative. I hope people will
take a look at it. I think it’s some-
thing that both Republicans and Demo-
crats can support, and I believe that it
is a real reform.

Mr. BLUNT. Madam Speaker, I would
yield to the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. BOEHNER. Madam Speaker, I
just wanted to take a moment to thank
the majority leader for his consider-
ation of the Members on both sides of
the aisle that had concerns about the
way we were proceeding.

I think all of us have, as I said up-
stairs in the Rules Committee, have
the same objective: to have a fair proc-
ess that clearly enforces the rules of
the House. The American people have
the right to expect the highest ethical
standards of all of us, and how we
achieve that objective is where the de-
bate is. I think all of us have the same
goal.
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