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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Members are advised there
are 2 minutes remaining to vote.

O 1708

So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Ms. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall
No. 447, had | been present, | would have
voted “yea.”
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. GALLEGLY. Mr. Speaker, | was unable
to make the following rollcall votes on June 7,
2007:

H.R. 65, The Lumbee Recognition Act. On
the Motion to Recommit with Instructions, |
would have voted “yea.”

H.R. 65, The Lumbee Recognition Act. On
passage, | would have voted “nay.”

———
PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, had | been present
for votes on the evening of Thursday, June
07, 2007, | would have voted in favor of the
Republican Motion to Recommit H.R. 65, and
against final passage of H.R. 65, the Lumbee
Recognition Act.

—

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

(Mr. BLUNT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. Speaker, I take this
time for the purpose of inquiring about
next week’s schedule.

I yield to the gentleman from Mary-
land for an update on next week’s
schedule.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, 1 appre-
ciate the gentleman yielding and ap-
preciate his question.

On Monday, the House will meet at
12:30 p.m. for morning hour business
and 2 p.m. for legislative business. We
will consider several bills under sus-
pension of the rules.

On Tuesday, the House will meet at 9
a.m. for morning hour business and 10
a.m. for legislative business. We will
consider additional bills under suspen-
sion of the rules. A complete list of
those bills will be announced by the
close of business tomorrow.

On Wednesday and Thursday, the
House will meet at 10 a.m., and on Fri-
day, the House will meet at 9 a.m.

We will consider the following fiscal
year 2008 appropriation bills: Homeland
Security, Military Construction-Vet-
erans’ Affairs, Energy and Water De-
velopment, and Interior and Environ-
ment.

Members should be advised that the
official photo of the 110th Congress will
be taken on Tuesday.

In concluding my comments, the ap-
propriation bills that I read, Homeland
Security, Military Construction-Vet-
erans’ Affairs, Energy and Water De-
velopment, and Interior and Environ-
ment, will be completed next week.

Let me reiterate that. They will be
completed next week. I am hopeful we
can complete them by the close of busi-
ness on Friday, but they will be com-
pleted next week.

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
friend for the time and his response.
Just in response to that, I do know
that the Appropriations chairman
today said that Members would expect
to be here on Saturday if those four
bills are not done prior to Saturday. Is
that the leader’s view as well?

Mr. HOYER. What the chairman and
I have discussed is that we are going to
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complete these four bills next week. As
the gentleman knows, as a result of the
supplemental taking up a substantial
amount of time of the committee and
of the committee’s chairman and the
committee staff, we are behind in our
schedule. It is our intention, as the
gentleman knows from my previous
statements privately and publicly to
him and in the colloquy, that we will
complete 11 of the 12 appropriation
bills prior to June 29 when we are
scheduled to take the July 4 work pe-
riod break. The Defense bill has been
decided to be done mid-July. Other
than that, these bills will be done.

In order to accomplish that objec-
tive, our schedule will be directed not
so much at time as work. And we will
complete the work. So I say to my
friend, Saturday is a possibility. The
chairman has said Saturday is a possi-
bility. I am hopeful that will not be
necessary. I am hopeful that the sub-
committee chairs and the ranking
members will be able to work together,
as was done last year in terms of sched-
ule and time, so that we can complete
our work by Friday at a relatively
early hour. I am hopeful we can do
that.

Mr. BLUNT. Is it the gentleman’s
view, I guess I am repeating what you
are saying, I want to be sure I have this
right, that you still intend to have 11
bills done by 3 weeks from tomorrow?

Mr. HOYER. Yes, sir.

Mr. BLUNT. June 29. And however
many days it takes to get that done,
that is your intention?

Mr. HOYER. That obviously is an av-
erage of a little less than four bills per
week the 3 weeks that are available to
us. We have four bills scheduled next
week. We will not have the Defense bill
scheduled. Labor and Health may be
the biggest bill thereafter that we will
consider prior to June 30.

Mr. BLUNT. I thank my friend for
that. The calendar is one thing. I hope
that the calendar doesn’t suggest that
we are rushing through these bills in
any way. Of course, for the time I have
been in the House, and I believe the
time my good friend from Maryland
has been in the House, the appropria-
tions bills have come to the floor under
an open rule. The general exception for
that has been, again, under both sides
of the Ileadership, the Legislative
Branch bill, which, for its own reasons,
often has a structured rule.

Does the gentleman anticipate that
we will still have the open rules that
have been the tradition of the House on
these bills?

Mr. HOYER. I do anticipate that, and
I would look forward to having discus-
sions with the gentleman at the end of
next week, Thursday or Friday. Hope-
fully that is feasible. We hope it will be
feasible.

As you know, last year, as I reiter-
ated, there were time agreements be-
tween the chairman and the ranking
member that allowed us to effect rea-
sonably efficient consideration under
the open rules that were then in place.
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We anticipate that, and I hope that is
the case.
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But I want to reiterate what is self-
evident. Our commitment has been to
pass 11 bills by the end of this month.
That gives us three full weeks to do
that. We think that is doable.

Again, the defense bill is not in that
mix. The defense bill arguably could
have taken substantial time, and that
will be done in July.

I say to my friend that I contemplate
proceeding as we have done in the past
and look forward to discussing that
with him as we proceed.

Mr. BLUNT. The open rule we have
used in the past has been truly an open
rule where Members would come to the
floor and, as long as they were, under
the appropriations process, finding a
way to pay for their proposal, would
offer that proposal on the floor. There
was no pre-printing requirement. I
hope that continues to be the same.

I yield to the majority leader.

Mr. HOYER. I thank my friend for
yielding. It gives me an opportunity to
respond to two things.

First of all to his specific question,
and that is what I contemplate at this
point in time. I have not fully dis-
cussed it with the chairman, but that
is what we contemplate. As far as I
know, that is what the rules will pro-
vide for next week.

When I said it gave me an oppor-
tunity to comment on the general, 1
know there has been some consterna-
tion on your side of the aisle, Mr.
Whip, with the pre-printing require-
ment.

As you know, one of the things we
were concerned about was that matters
would come to the floor with little no-
tice. My view is an open rule allows
somebody to present whatever amend-
ment they choose to present. But re-
quiring that it be preprinted so it gives
notice to Members it seems to me not
to be contrary to the concept of an
open rule. It simply means within the
concept of an open rule Members will
have notice as to what amendments
people intend to offer.

We think that is not undermining of
anybody’s right to offer any amend-
ment they choose to, while at the same
time giving the body notice of what
they can contemplate and consider
what they might want to do.

Mr. BLUNT. I would say to my friend
that I am sure we do think that under-
mines a right, and that would be a
major problem as we look at this. Let
me give you an example why it under-
mines a right.

First of all, this has been the proce-
dure of the House for a long time. In
the 12 years of the leadership by my
side, we allowed this process to happen
for 12 years on virtually all of the bills.
One reason you want to do that is in
this process where, first of all, the
Member is obligated to present a way
to, within the structure of that appro-
priation bill, shift money around, if
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that Member is successful, you don’t
know that in advance.

I am pausing here because I think it
is a very important point. You don’t
know that in advance.

And on the floor under the rules we
have used for well over a decade, prob-
ably into two decades, another Member
could then stand up and say, the cut
just made, the adjustment just made, 1
would like to propose that we restore
part of that by taking money from
somewhere else previously
unmentioned in that debate. And you
don’t know that as part of a pre-print-
ing requirement. It is a substantial
limiting of the minority or the major-
ity, and I suspect that a number of
these amendments will come from both
sides of the aisle. It is a substantial
limiting of the Members’ ability to
react to what happens during the re-
sponse to these amendments.

I am sure that we want to talk about
this in more detail and in more length.
Because I believe the Members on our
side of the aisle and, frankly, I think
the Members on your side of the aisle
who have used this process in the past,
some with the same amendment every
single year, some with the same posi-
tive result every single year, will see
this as a substantial change if that pre-
printing requirement was a require-
ment.

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

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

Mr. HOYER. I would reiterate, as I
told my friend, my contemplation is we
will proceed in the regular order next
week. We hope that will go in the reg-
ular order.

I further said to my friend that we
will discuss that as we go forward dur-
ing the latter part of the week. We
hope, as occurred last year, there was
cooperation between both sides to ac-
complish the work of the Appropria-
tions Committee.

We know we have had a problem.
Nine of the appropriations bills, as you
know, weren’t passed last year. They
were passed this year, and they were
passed after the fiscal year not only
had started but after the Congress in
which they were supposed to be passed
expired and the new Congress was
under way.

But I want to assure the gentleman,
as I have said, we contemplate the reg-
ular order. What I was referring to in
the second part of my response was the
issue that has been raised not with re-
spect to appropriations bills over the
last 3 or 4 months but with respect to
bills that we perceive to be open rules
but with a pre-printing requirement.
We do not think, and we will be glad to
discuss that, that giving Members no-
tice of amendments they may have to
be prepared for and to contemplate and
to have information about and find out
what people might think about that
undermines the open-rule concept. The
open-rule concept, from my perspec-
tive, is that any Member who wants to

June 7, 2007

offer an amendment that is germane
can do so. And that requiring them to
tell people ahead of time what that
amendment is is not undermining of
that right.

However, as I said, I understand the
gentleman’s position with respect to an
appropriation bill where moneys may
be cut. There may be opportunities to
add back in other places or to shift
from one object to another. I think you
are correct. It may be a more fluid sit-
uation that the Members confront at
that point in time, and they may not
be able to have the ability to pre-print
an amendment which they can them-
selves not contemplate.

I want to explain that I was referring
more to the questions that you have
raised, not you specifically, but that
have been raised with reference to the
differences that we have on the fact
that we believe we have provided a
number of open rules, notwithstanding
the pre-printing requirement.

Mr. BLUNT. I thank the gentleman
for his views on that.

We do see the pre-printing require-
ment as not as open as the open rule
that we used to describe and use with
some frequency, but I am pleased also
that the gentleman appears to see my
point in terms of the appropriations
bill itself. It is a much more fluid proc-
ess. It involves proposing that money
be taken from one place to place in an-
other place, and so if a pre-printing re-
quirement is on a document that you
have no idea, frankly, what it looks
like, even by the time the amendment
you had in mind might be offered, that
amendment may no longer be appro-
priate or valid.

If, for instance, all of the money you
were hoping to use for your so-called
“paid for” is gone, your pre-printing
requirement meant nothing because
your source on how to pay for your bet-
ter idea is gone.

I think we are hearing each other. I
hope we continue to discuss this.

I would also suggest to my friend
who often, and I understand how hard
it is to resist this, has pointed out last
year’s work wasn’t done and all that
stuff. I will tell my friend that last
year the House, under our leadership,
passed 11 bills by the 4th of July.

Now if at the end of this process, if
our friends on the other side of this
building, you are as challenged as we
were to get it all done, I hope you are
prepared to hear for months and
months and months how the work was
not done. We met the standard that
you are setting for yourself.

The previous year of that Congress,
the first half of that Congress, we
passed all 12 bills by the 4th of July. I
assume your sensitivity on this issue
will only grow if you run into a similar
situation, and I am sure we will be glad
to remind you of it. But the work of
the House was done.

Let me tell you one other thing that
we did last year that we are developing
great concern about and that is on this
topic of where the Member-directed
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projects, the so-called earmarks,
into the process.

Our process, more often than not, in-
cluded that work being done in the bill
with, obviously, a lack of control over
the final negotiation with our friends
on the other side of the building. But,
last year, we had a point of order
against a list that wasn’t complete.
Maybe there is some problem if there is
no list, your list doesn’t have to be
complete, but a bigger problem is this
idea that we are at least starting with
the first four bills, if it is appropriate
for them to have these projects, that
the project could not possibly occur
until you go to conference.

I would say to my good friend that I
believe our Members and some of yours
share real concern that this removes
almost all of the transparency from the
process, and I hope we can work to-
gether to find a better solution than to
put all of these earmarks in at the last
possible minute so they can’t possibly
be looked at to any extent.

You want a pre-printing requirement
for every amendment and would expect
the highly volatile topic of earmarks
to be handled in a conference that the
Members possibly barely have time to
look at and the media has even less
time to look at it. It is a huge problem,
and I hope we can continue to talk
about it.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from California (Mr. DREIER).

Mr. DREIER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

I appreciate what the distinguished
Republican whip was raising on this
whole issue of the pre-printing require-
ment. I heard the gentleman from
Maryland talk about consternation on
our side about the so-called pre-print-
ing requirement, and I heard him just
say from his perspective he believes
that if an amendment is printed in the
RECORD that in no way undermines the
right of a Member to offer an amend-
ment. The gentleman is correct, if
there is in fact a pre-printing require-
ment and a Member is entitled to offer
that amendment. But the gentleman
has just said in his statement that,
from his perspective, this does not
alter that right.

But I think the distinguished Repub-
lican whip was right on target when he
pointed to the fact that the legislative
process, through a long history which
extends not just decades, I would say
to my whip, but the 200-year history of
this institution, is one that says that
an open rule is one that allows any
Member through that process to stand
up. If an idea comes to that Member
that should be addressed, that Member
has the right to do that. This new defi-
nition of what an open rule is is some-
thing that to me is beyond the pale and
is undermining the deliberative nature
of this institution.

I would say to both of my friends, the
majority leader and the distinguished
Republican whip, that here we are in a
position where we have tried our
doggonedness to make sure that we
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have a more open body. That was the
argument that was propounded by the
Speaker on December 6, 2006, in her
great statement; and we have in fact
taken a retrograde step on that by pre-
venting Members from being able to
have the chance as the legislative proc-
ess proceeds to do that.

And the notion that we would, as we
begin the very important appropria-
tions process, in any way impinge on
the rights of Members to participate in
this process is to me absolutely abhor-
rent.

And I will say also on this issue
which the distinguished Republican
whip has just raised of earmarks, we in
our reform package which we passed
last October made sure that every
Democrat and every Republican would
have a right to stand up and bring to
light any earmark that has been in-
cluded in a bill, and it allows either
through that bill and if not through
the bill through the rule to do so. We
today have had two votes in this
House, two votes in this House; and,
unfortunately, most Members on the
majority side chose to cast votes that
prevented us from being able to get
back to just the standard that we pro-
vided in the 109th Congress for this
supposedly new and open 110th Con-
gress.

I would like to say to my friends that
I am very troubled with the discussion
that I am hearing as the ranking mem-
ber on the Rules Committee; and as we
proceed with consideration of these ap-
propriations bills, I will assure you,
Mr. Speaker, I plan to do everything
that I possibly can to ensure that we
have a complete, open amendment
process which, as the distinguished Re-
publican whip has said, with the excep-
tion of one and on occasion two appro-
priations bills has been provided as a
right to both Democrats and Repub-
licans.
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Mr. BLUNT. I thank the gentleman. I
yield to my good friend, the gentleman
from Maryland, if he wants to respond
in any way.

Mr. HOYER. Well, I don’t know that
the response is necessary. I will say to
my friend, I heard him speak a lot in
1991 and 1992 and 1993 about open rules,
about openness, and I'm speaking now
of Mr. DREIER, and he subsequently be-
came the chair of the Rules Com-
mittee. And his response was, when I
raised one of his quotes, was, look,
we’re in authority now and we’ve found
out that we can’t get done the work
that we need to get done without, in ef-
fect, shutting down the rules.

It is very difficult now to hear him
tell me that he’s going to do every-
thing possible to make sure that the
rules are open. He had an opportunity
as chairman of the Rules Committee,
of course, to do that, and from our per-
spective, as he well knows, he didn’t do
that.

As I have said before, we are going to
proceed with these four bills in the reg-
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ular order, and my friend the distin-
guished whip and I will discuss, along
with Mr. BOEHNER and I, will discuss
trying to get our work done within the
time frame allotted to us and that is
available to us.

He made the observation correctly
that 11 of the 12 appropriation bills last
year were passed through this House,
in the previous year the 12 out of 12. Or
11 out of 11. I guess 10 out of 11 the last
year. We’ve added an appropriations
committee. They were passed. How-
ever, I would remind and say once
again, with the cooperation of Mr.
OBEY and with time constraints so that
they could be done in a timely fashion.
I am hopeful that we proceed that way
again, and we will look forward to dis-
cussing it.

Mr. BLUNT. I thank my friend for
that response, and I would also say, as
I recall how that process has always
worked, it’s wusually negotiated be-
tween both sides at some point during
that open-rule process, when both sides
feel that there’s been adequate time
given for Members’ views to be heard. I
think that was the appropriate way to
handle that then. I believe it’s the ap-
propriate way to handle that now. I
hope we’re able to continue on that
unanimous-consent view of this where
both sides are able to achieve a sense
that their Members have been heard.

Mr. HOYER. Will my friend yield?

Mr. BLUNT. I would.

Mr. HOYER. I am confident that you
and I can do that.

Mr. BLUNT. I hear my friend, and we
look forward to this process next week.

I would ask, also, it has occurred to
me that we’ve only got four of these
bills, I believe, through the markup
process. We’re going to be asking the
appropriators to mark up bills on the
other topics while we’ve got appropria-
tions bills on the floor?

Mr. HOYER. As someone who served
on the Appropriations Committee for a
quarter of a century, I can tell you this
has been done on a regular basis in the
last Congress, the Congress before that
and every Congress in which I've
served. In every Congress in which I've
served.

Mr. BLUNT. I would tell my friend
that I believe in the last five Con-
gresses, the only Congresses I really
have that kind of sense of, it was sel-
dom done, if ever, and both in sched-
uling the floor and trying to do the job
of the whip for the floor, both of which
I did some of, that our appropriators
were almost totally unwilling to have
an appropriations bill on the floor
while the Appropriations Committee
members were tied up dealing with dif-
ficult and complicated bills, which all
of these bills are.

I don’t think that’s regular at all,
though you were on the Appropriations
Committee. I just suggest to my friend,
maybe your memory of that is stronger
from the previous decade than the last
decade, because our appropriators were
very resistant to doing that, and I'm
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sure our appropriators still will be re-
sistant, though they don’t call the
meeting or schedule the markup.

I would yield for whatever informa-
tion my friend has on that.

Mr. HOYER. It’s my understanding,
staff has just told me, that we have an
agreement, I presume Mr. OBEY and
Mr. LEWIS and other leadership have
agreed, to coordinate the floor and
committee work so as to not have con-
flicts. So that apparently has been con-
templated.

I want to agree with you that, gen-
erally speaking, you are absolutely
correct. The Appropriations Committee
does not like to be marking up bills
when appropriation bills are on the
floor. I agree with that 100 percent. Mr.
OBEY in particular does not like that
because Mr. OBEY, either as the rank-
ing member or now the chairman, was
very engaged, as we all know, in the
floor debates. So he was particularly
not happy with that process, and as an
appropriator, I can tell you that no ap-
propriator likes to have that happen.

Again, we understand that there has
been some work on this so that we can
try to accommodate both doing the
work on the floor and doing the work
in the committee.

Mr. BLUNT. I am glad to have that
information.

——————

DISPENSING WITH CALENDAR
WEDNESDAY BUSINESS ON
WEDNESDAY NEXT

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the business
in order under the Calendar Wednesday
rule be dispensed with on Wednesday
next.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PERLMUTTER). Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Mary-
land?

There was no objection.

———

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW
AND ADJOURNMENT FROM FRI-
DAY, JUNE 8, 2007, TO MONDAY,
JUNE 11, 2007

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today, it adjourn to
meet at 4 p.m. tomorrow, and, further,
when the House adjourns on that day,
it adjourn to meet at 12:30 p.m. on
Monday, June 11, for morning-hour de-
bate.

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

There was no objection.

————

SAYING GOODBYE TO THE PAGES

(Mr. KILDEE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, today is a
day of mixed emotion for all of us who
work with the House Page Program. It
is time to say goodbye to 70 aspiring
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young individuals who have served the
U.S. Congress for the last several
months.

On behalf of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, I would like to thank you
all for your hard work, your commit-
ment and dedication to the Page Pro-
gram. I know you have made your fam-
ilies, friends and communities back
home proud, and I am certain that they
will be glad to receive you back home.

As difficult as it is to say goodbye, 1
trust that you will take with you
memories, experiences and friends that
will last a lifetime. Take with you also
our sincere thanks for a job well done.
Your hard work and your dedication
have proven that you are young people
with strength, courage and character.
We look forward to hearing about all
your many future successes.

The gentlewoman from Ohio (Ms.
SUTTON) joins me in these thoughts,
but we will not say goodbye but rather
farewell until we meet again. And Mr.
Speaker, before I yield to other Mem-
bers, I would like insert the names of
the pages at this point in the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD.

SPRING 2007 HOUSE PAGE LIST
Sam Balasz
Joshua Britton
Abullah Binshaeig
Geoffrey Blumenthal
Ian Cameron
Bryant Canales
Allison Clark
Elizabeth Cotton
Daija Covington
Sarah Coughlan
Ann Crawford-Roberts
Christopher Day
Richie Day
Skukuae Edwards
Taylor Farquharson
Kelsey Griffee
Tarel Hairston
Portsha Franklin
Elizabeth Hartig
Kelsey Hill
Jeffrey Joh
Robert Joyce
Abebe Kebede
Keegan Kirkpatrick
Nathan Khosla
Alexa Klein
Breanna Lai
Noah Lindenfeld
Jonathan Lesser
Rachel Licata
Isabella Miller
Amanda Markovich
Blair Matthews
Victoria Milkovich
Soreya Moody
Liliana Palacios
Jake Petzold
Elon Rhodes
Taylor Riddle
Paige Romer
Arriel Rubenstein
Alexander Seiden
Corey Shears
Virginia Smith
Shaan Yadav-Ranjan
Meghan Ward
Briana Aleman
Amy Brinkerhoff
Marion Burke
Starla Burton
Joseph Cannella
Logan Craghead
Katelyn DeFrangesco
Ryan Drager
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Callie Farlow
Nicholas Hall
Rachel Koroknay
Nicholas Lanoue
Nickolas Lupo
Aubrie-Marks
Colleen Mattingly
James ‘‘Matt’” McClure
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I yield now to the ranking Repub-
lican member of the Page Board, the
gentlewoman from West Virginia (Mrs.
CAPITO).

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, I'd like
to thank my colleague from Michigan
for his leadership on the Page Board
and for his deep compassion for what
the Page Program has done for the
youth of America historically and for
this particular group today.

As he said, we’re not here to say
goodbye; we’re here to say farewell and
Godspeed and good luck.

As any ending is, the ending of this
year is a new beginning for you all to
return to your homes, your families
and have a good summer at the same
time.

I'm very proud of the 70 pages, 33
girls, 37 boys, that represent 26 States
and one territory, and I would like to
congratulate you on the completion of
your Page Program.

I asked several pages throughout the
day, have you enjoyed your time here?
How has it been? And one said to me
very poignantly, he said, I have en-
joyed every single day. And I think
that is shared across the board by the
70 bright smiling faces I see at the back
of the Chamber today.

It certainly has been a historic year
for this Congress under the stewardship
of the first woman Speaker of the
House of Representatives. So, for all
the female pages, it has been a source
of great pride for all of us. So I thank
you for your leadership.

I think it’s important to note that
not only will we be seeing you again,
we’ll be seeing you in different
iterations of your life, as many former
pages are now Members of Congress,
Senators, corporate leaders, Governors
and future leaders of our States and
our Nation.

So I say, thank you, from the Cloak
Room on the Republican side. Ms. Pat
and Ms. Doris say thank you very
much for all of the help you gave to
them in helping us, and on the other
side, I’'m sure that’s true.

So I say, good luck, make sure you
don’t forget us, and I won’t forget the
most I think vibrant day in the House
of Representatives, which is the day
that the President comes to give his
State of the Union address, and the
first thing I notice is the excitement of
the pages, getting to see that for the
first time, lined in the back, hoping to
catch a glimpse or a handshake or a
pat on the back from their President.
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