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business. We will consider several
measures under suspension of the rules.
A final list of those bills will be sent to
Members’ offices by the end of the
week. Any votes called on those meas-
ures will be rolled until 6:30 p.m.

On Wednesday and Thursday, the
House will convene at 10 a.m. We likely
will consider additional legislation
under suspension of the rules, as well
as H.R. 418, the Real ID Act of 2005.

Finally, I would like to remind Mem-
bers that we do not plan, do not plan,
to have votes next Friday, February 11.

And I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing to me, and I would be happy to an-
swer any questions he may have.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, reclaiming
my time, I thank the gentleman for the
schedule.

With reference to the Real ID bill,
Mr. Leader, can you tell us at this
point in time the type of rule that that
will be considered under; and, in par-
ticular, what amendments, not nec-
essarily specific amendments, but
whether amendments will be allowed,
motions to recommit, and items of
that nature.

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, if the gen-
tleman will continue to yield, I would
assume that the Committee on Rules
would follow a process similar to the
one that they followed for the rest of
the 9/11 Commission’s recommenda-
tions, and that is to have a structured
rule that allows for a variety of amend-
ments. But I will let the chairman of
the Committee on Rules make an-
nouncements on that and reserve deci-
sions for the committee on what those
amendments will be.

I can tell the gentleman that we are
contemplating, although actions by the
Committee on Rules will need to be
taken, contemplating a rule that would
merge the border security bill into an-
other bill, another must-pass piece of
legislation, not knowing what that
would be. But, obviously, the supple-
ment could be a candidate for that.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, reclaiming
my time once again, I presume the gen-
tleman is talking about merged at
some later date. Obviously, the must-
pass bill would not be available next
week. Am I correct?

Mr. DELAY. That is correct.

Mr. HOYER. So the gentleman is
talking about merging it at some time
in the future after passage?

Mr. DELAY. That is correct.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Leader, with respect
to the energy bill, it is my under-
standing that there is some discussion
that the energy bill may proceed not
next week but the week following. Can
you tell me whether that is a reason-
able possibility, or probability?

Mr. DELAY. We are contemplating
several major pieces of legislation that
we would hope to complete before the
Easter break, and we are also contem-
plating several bills that we con-
template completing prior to the Presi-
dents’ Day district work period.

The comprehensive energy bill, which
we passed in the last Congress and in
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the 107th Congress, is a very high pri-
ority for this year. There is a good
chance that we could consider a na-
tional energy policy bill before the
Presidents’ Day district work period.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Leader, I might say
that I think all of us understand the
importance of energy legislation. All of
us understand the necessity to become
energy independent. I would suggest, in
that framework, that I think person-
ally that we can pass an energy bill.
Obviously, there are some items that
are in the energy bill or that are pro-
posed for the energy bill that have sig-
nificant opposition on one side of the
aisle or the other.

I would hope, Mr. Leader, if we could,
in working with the various committee
Chairs, and I suppose most primarily
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. BAR-
TON) and the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. DINGELL) in this respect, to come
to as bipartisan an agreement on the
substance of that bill so that we could
see it not just pass through the House
of Representatives, which may be in-
teresting in terms of the political
claim that we passed it, but which does
nothing for our energy independence,
which is, I think, our objective.

So I would hope that we could deal
with this in as bipartisan a fashion as
possible so that when we send it to the
other body that we may have more suc-
cess there, more success out of con-
ference, and send a bill to the Presi-
dent that will facilitate both energy
independence and the effective and effi-
cient discovery, development, and de-
livery at retail to the consumer of en-
ergy options. I do not know whether
you want to say anything.

Mr. DELAY. Well, Mr. Speaker, if the
gentleman will continue to yield, I
would just say that the gentleman is
right. We will try our best to reach out
and make this bill as bipartisan as pos-
sible.

I would just remind the gentleman
that this bill, this energy package, has
passed, I cannot recall every time, but
many times in the last Congress; and it
even passed this House as a conference
report. Each time that the energy bill
has gone through this House, whether
it be the House bill or in the conference
report, it has enjoyed a very large
Democrat vote.

So, yes, I would hope that the chair-
men of the respective committees that
have a piece of this bill, and I would
also remind the gentleman that the
Committee on Ways and Means has a
very big piece of this bill, would reach
out to their ranking members and
work to put together as bipartisan a
bill as possible.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for referencing the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, but I cer-
tainly agree with him that having the
gentleman from California (Mr. THOM-
AS) and the gentleman from New York
(Mr. RANGEL) work closely together,
and perhaps their respective Chairs of
the subcommittees that might deal
with that work together, would be
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very, very useful to accomplishing an
objective as opposed to simply passing
a bill that then languishes in the Con-
gress and never gets to the President.

If, in fact, we consider that, and it
sounds to me like we certainly do not
have enough information to determine
whether or not the week after next the
energy bill might be on the floor, but if
and when it comes to the floor, Mr.
Leader, would you contemplate the
possibility of having an open rule on
that piece of legislation, given its im-
portance and scope?

I am happy to yield to the gentleman
for a response, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. DELAY. I appreciate the gen-
tleman yielding to me, Mr. Speaker.

We have not discussed any rule. Ac-
tually, we are discussing with the rel-
evant committee chairmen whether we
can get it that quickly or not. But I
would imagine that the Committee on
Rules would have the same sort of rule
that we have had on this bill for the
last couple of years. So I would not see
anything changing.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I would
hope on that bill, because of its great
importance to the security of the Na-
tion and to all of our consumers of en-
ergy, which is to say all of us, that we
would have as broad a consideration of
it as possible so that we could get
everybody’s ideas put on the floor,
voted up or down, and move the bill
with as big a consensus as we can ac-
complish.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the majority
leader.

DISPENSING WITH CALENDAR
WEDNESDAY BUSINESS ON
WEDNESDAY NEXT

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that the business in
order under the Calendar Wednesday
rule be dispensed with on Wednesday
next.

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

There was no objection.

——————

CONDITIONAL ADJOURNMENT TO
FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 4, 2005

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that when the House ad-
journs today, it adjourn to meet at 2
p.m. on Friday, February 4, 2005, unless
it sooner has received a message from
the Senate transmitting its concur-
rence in House Concurrent Resolution
39, in which case the House shall stand
adjourned pursuant to that concurrent
resolution.

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

There was no objection.
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