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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Members are advised there
are less than 2 minutes remaining in
this vote.
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Mr. SALI changed his vote from
Céaye77 to ééno.77

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill, as amended, was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Madam Speaker, |
was not present for rollcall vote 615 on Thurs-
day, September 18, 2008. Had | been present,
| would have voted “aye” to suspend the rules

and pass H.R. 6460, the Great Lakes Legacy
Reauthorization Act of 2008.

Mr. REYNOLDS. Madam Speaker, on roll-
call No. 615 | was inadvertently absent. As a
representative of a Great Lakes State, a co-
sponsor of H.R. 6460, and a strong supporter
of the Great Lakes Basin, had | been present,
| would have voted “aye.”

————
PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. NUNES. Madam Speaker, today, Sep-
tember 18, 2008, | was unavoidably detained
and was unable to cast a vote on a number
of rollcall votes. Had | been present, | would
have voted: rollcall 612, “no”; rollcall 613,
“no”; rollcall 614, “nay”; rollcall 615, “aye.”

————

REPORT ON H.R. 6947, DEPART-
MENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2009

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, from
the Committee on Appropriations, sub-
mitted a privileged report (Rept. No.
110-862) on the bill (H.R. 6947) making
appropriations for the Department of
Homeland Security for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2009, and for
other purposes, which was referred to
the Union Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
BERKLEY). Pursuant to clause 1, rule
XXI, all points of order are reserved on
the bill.

————
LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

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

Mr. BLUNT. I yield to my friend, the
majority leader, to give us an update
on what we intend to do next week.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the whip for
yielding.

On Monday, the House will meet at
10:30 a.m. for morning hour and 12 p.m.
for legislative business, with votes
postponed until 6:30 p.m.

On Tuesday, the House will meet at 9
a.m. for morning hour and 10 a.m. for
legislative business.

On Wednesday and Thursday, Mr.
Speaker, the House will meet at 10 a.m.
for legislative business.

On Friday, the House will meet at 9
a.m. for legislative business.

We will consider several bills under
suspension of the rules. The complete
list of suspension bills will be an-
nounced by close of business tomorrow.
We will also consider H.R. 5244, the
Credit Cardholders’ Bill of Rights Act
of 2008; the fiscal year 2009 Department
of Defense Authorization Act; and a
continuing resolution for fiscal year
2009.

In addition, we will consider any bills
we get back from the Senate, including
an energy tax extender bill, the alter-
native minimum tax bill, and the men-
tal health parity bill.

Mr. BLUNT. I thank the gentleman.

On the Department of Defense Au-
thorization Act, would that be a con-
ference report we’d expect?
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Mr. HOYER. We’re hopeful. As you
know, the Senate has passed it but has
not, as I understand it, agreed to go to
conference. So we may have to just
have an informal conference, as I call
them, or others call it ping-ponging. In
other words, I think Mr. SKELTON and
Mr. LEVIN and the ranking members
are working to see whether they can
agree on a form of the bill that would
then pass from here again to them, and
they would then pass it finally. It’s ef-
fectively a conference, but the Senate
has not gone to conference. So we can’t
very well have a conference report if
the Senate doesn’t go to conference.
But both Mr. SKELTON and Mr. LEVIN
and I believe the ranking members as
well want to get the reauthorization
bill done.

Mr. BLUNT. I thank the gentleman
for that. I am tempted to go into the
whole topic of the informal conference.
It’s so frustrating to all of us.

Mr. HOYER. I know you have time
constraints that would dictate against
that.

Mr. BLUNT. This may very well be
the last time, certainly before the elec-
tion, we have a chance to talk about
the work we get done in the next few
days, and so I do have some questions,
and I won’t go there, but I would like
to see us get that Defense authoriza-
tion bill done. I do think it’s a shame
that we can’t do that in an appropriate
conference and go through the regular
process.

Mr. HOYER. Will
yield?

Mr. BLUNT. I yield.

Mr. HOYER. I share his angst about
not getting this bill done. As you
know, I gave Mr. SKELTON on May 18 of
this year to do that bill. The com-
mittee brought the bill out on May 18.
We passed the bill. It’s been in the Sen-
ate ever since, and I think we both
share a concern that that hasn’t been
done, but of course, as you know, the
Senate just passed it a few days ago,
yesterday as a matter of fact.

Mr. BLUNT. I thank the gentleman
for that.

On your indication the House will
and of course has to consider some way
to continue funding the government
with the fiscal year ending at the end
of this month and no appropriation
bills passed up until now, we would be
considering a continuing resolution
next week. Does the gentleman have a
sense of whether that would be a con-
tinuing resolution with other items on
it and what any of those other items
might be?

I would yield.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

I expect it to be a continuing resolu-
tion as opposed to an omnibus, an om-
nibus, of course, being the cumulative
bills put into a very large bill. I don’t
expect that to be the case. I expect it
to be a CR, but I do expect to have ad-
ditional items on that continuing reso-
lution. The extent of that has not yet
been determined. There’s a lot of dis-
cussion, as I'm sure you're well aware

the gentleman
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of discussion on your side as well,
about things that people would like to
have on the bill.

In addition, there are discussions be-
tween the White House and the Appro-
priations Committee, Mr. OBEY and Mr.
Nussle, the OMB director. I have had
discussions with the White House
about items, some are called anoma-
lies, that is, things that otherwise
would have been done if we had done
the regular bills, that the White House
believes need to be done. There are a
number of things that are being dis-
cussed of that kind.

In addition, we’re going to have dis-
cussions about anything that we may
need to do in the short term with ref-
erence to the extraordinary calamity
that has confronted our economy.
Whether anything addressing that will
be in the CR or not is unclear at this
point in time, but that’s a possibility.

So I tell the gentleman, it will not be
an omnibus in the sense that you and I
understand an omnibus and the body
understands an omnibus. For the most
part, we will probably be looking at
spending being at last year’s levels for
most of the items that we’re talking
about.

Mr. BLUNT. The House has, I guess,
passed one of the 12 appropriations
bills. Would the gentleman anticipate
that any other bills in addition to that
one might be included in the con-
tinuing resolution, and if so, which
ones might we be looking at?

Mr. HOYER. It is possible, but I
think given the time frame that there
is some concern about the time it will
take to consider more lengthy pieces of
legislation would impede getting the
CR done. So that there may not be full
bills, as I indicated. Obviously we do
want to ensure funding of the govern-
ment. We want to continue further op-
erations of the government, both on
the national defense side and the na-
tional security side, homeland security
side, as well as all other departments
of government.

At this point in time, I really can’t
answer that question, but I can tell you
that my belief is at this point in time
that we would be largely dealing with
bills at last year’s level.

Mr. BLUNT. Would the gentleman
anticipate that we would be dealing
with the continued funding of the gov-
ernment again in this session of Con-
gress? In other words, would the time
frame be mid-November or do you an-
ticipate a time frame well into next
year?

I would yield.

Mr. HOYER. I think mid-November is
obviously an option. There have been
discussions, as you know, on timing
with the White House. I don’t know
whether you know, but I've had discus-
sions with the White House on timing.
I think they’re relatively flexible on
timing. Nobody has said this time or
that time. There is obviously a wide
variety of dates being discussed, mid-
November being one. The Speaker and
I, and I think Senator REID has also ex-
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pressed himself on this issue, but the
Speaker and I are hoping that we
would do a February date or even a
March 1 date, so there would be some
clarity in where we’re going, whoever
is elected President.

The date, though, is still obviously
not resolved. We will have to discuss
that with the White House and see
what we can get through the House and
the Senate, but November is obviously
a possibility.

I will tell the gentleman we will be
back here. I hope my office has had
these discussions with you. But we’re
looking at, as we usually do, the week
before Thanksgiving, about a week-
and-a-half, 10 days after the election,
the week of the 17th as the date when
we would come back and organize,
which would also be a week available
for session if it was needed.

I might also add, if I could, further,
that we had discussions today and
we’re all very, very concerned, and you
and I are going to be meeting on it
later tonight, very concerned with the
economic conditions that confront our
Nation at this point in time. So we are
going to be ready to come back in Oc-
tober, if necessary, depending upon
what discussions we have and what,
hopefully together, in a bipartisan
way, we believe needs to be done to re-
spond to the crisis.

Mr. BLUNT. I'm grateful to have
that potential to be back in October,
and we have very few scheduled work
days from the 1st of August to the end
of the year, but clearly this economic
situation we’re in could very well bring
us back.

The gentleman mentioned that list
of—we call them here anomalies, but
they’re really the things that wouldn’t
necessarily be part of or perhaps should
be part of a straight extension of fund-
ing. I know one of those on the energy
front that’s been discussed a lot would
be the moratorium on using money to
begin the process of leasing and explo-
ration on either the Outer Continental
Shelf or the so-called oil shale morato-
rium in the West. Does the gentleman
have a sense of whether those morato-
riums would be included in the CR or,
as the administration has asked, that
they not be included in the CR?

I would yield.
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Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

We’ve had discussions about this. As
I said at my press conference on Tues-
day, there have been no discussions
about including that moratoria in a
CR. I want to make it clear; there
haven’t been discussions about it that
we won’t or we will. My expectation is,
though, we passed a bill, we think it is
a good bill, we think it opens up drill-
ing. And there will be some discussions
both on the Senate side—we don’t
know what the Senate side is going to
do with it—and with the White House
on that issue.

We’ve had pretty open discussions
with the White House on this issue. I
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know there’s been a letter signed by a
large number on your side about that
issue. The White House is obviously
sensitive to that, but I don’t think
that’s going to be a stumbling block.

Mr. BLUNT. If it’s not there, it won’t
be a stumbling block for our side, based
on the letters you’ve seen and other
things. That’s for sure.

Tomorrow, at one point we were be-
lieving that some issues could be in-
cluded in what was being called an eco-
nomic stimulus package could be on
the floor. That’s not happening now.
Would you see some of those issues also
as likely things that might be added to
the continuing resolution?

I would yield.

Mr. HOYER. Those are some of the
items that, yes, as I said, could well be
added to the CR. We’re going to have
discussions. I'm going to have discus-
sions with your side—with you, in par-
ticular—on this issue.

Again, I think there’s nobody who
wants to shut down government. And
there’s nobody, frankly, that doesn’t
want to make sure—for instance, let
me give you an example: Unemploy-
ment insurance. We’re very concerned
about people who are going to be run-
ning out of their unemployment insur-
ance. If we’re not here, we want to
make sure that there is authorization
for the dollars—that are available, ob-
viously—to be spent for extension ben-
efits for people that run out because
they can’t find employment in the con-
text in which we are now finding our-
selves. So yes, that is possible.

Mr. BLUNT. I would say, just to clar-
ify on that topic, what they would be
running out of would be the end of the
first 13-week extension on top of the
normal unemployment.

Mr. HOYER. That’s correct.

Mr. BLUNT. So the unemployment
fund would not be running out of
money——

Mr. HOYER. That’s correct. You
would have to authorize the additional
13 weeks.

Mr. BLUNT. But the people who al-
ready used one extension, that exten-
sion we agreed to 9 or so weeks ago
would reach its 13-week conclusion is
what the gentleman is discussing?

Mr. HOYER. Yes, sir. We won’t be
here on that particular date, or week,
and therefore, we might have to make
accommodations for that.

There are other things, obviously,
that we have talked about that we are
having concerns about: creating jobs,
providing for jobs in our economy.
We’re doing a lot of investing in, some
would say ‘‘bailing out’” companies
that had a whole lot of assets, but now
we have people who don’t have a whole
lot of assets, have lost their home and
who are facing heating bills that are
spiking up very seriously, facing a
tough time buying groceries because
grocery prices have spiked, and they
may be out of a job.

There are a number of issues that we
are concerned about. We have been
faced with Lehman Brothers and AIG
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and Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac. But
there are a lot of little people who are
having equal problems for them, and
we want to make sure that we address
them, and I know you do as well.

Mr. BLUNT. On that list of things we
discussed, I don’t know that we have
specifically discussed it, but some kind
of redefining the previously authorized
loans to auto companies could be in
that effort of things we look at on the
CR?

I would yield.

Mr. HOYER. Redefining, as much as
both clarifying what is available, and
funding.

As you know, we authorized, in the
2007 bill, $25 billion in guarantees for
modernization to comply with more ef-
ficient automobiles, which we believe
is a very important aspect of becoming
energy independent, reducing the de-
mand for petroleum products. And, yes,
that may well be there as well. Hope-
fully we can get agreement with the
administration, your side, and our side
on what that ought to be.

Mr. BLUNT. The only specific ques-
tion I had from a Member right before
we started was whether or not, in the
suspensions for next week, the Great
Lakes Compact could be included in
that. I think we sent that message over
that I might be asking about that.

Mr. HOYER. It’s possible. I'm smiling
because——

Mr. BLUNT. I was hoping for a little
more definition than that.

Mr. HOYER. I understand that, and
I'm sure you would like that. I'm smil-
ing because every time I walk on the
floor I have at least 50 Members who
ask me if it’s possible that a suspen-
sion bill will be on the Suspension Cal-
endar next week. We’re working to try
to get a workable list that both sides
can agree with and we can facilitate
the passing of policies that are not con-
troversial, but just need time to get
done. And so I say it’s certainly pos-
sible.

Mr. BLUNT. On that issue, it’s my
understanding, at least, that Chairman
OBERSTAR and the Great Lakes delega-
tion is substantially in favor of that.
Hopefully that has removed whatever
obstacle that we’ve been dealing with
with that issue.

And I yield back.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman.

———

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY,
SEPTEMBER 22, 2008

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today, it adjourn to
meet at 10:30 a.m. on Monday next for
morning-hour debate.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
JOHNSON of Georgia). Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Maryland?

There was no objection.
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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. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Maryland?

There was no objection.

————

PERMISSION TO CONSIDER AS
ADOPTED MOTIONS TO SUSPEND
THE RULES

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the motions to
suspend the rules relating to the fol-
lowing measures be considered as
adopted in the form considered by the
House on Wednesday, September 17,
2008:

House Resolution 1432; H.R. 6681; H.R.
6229; H.R. 6338; S. 171; H.R. 6772; House
Resolution 1356; House Concurrent Res-
olution 408; H.R. 3986; and Senate Joint
35.

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

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, sundry motions to recon-
sider are laid on the table.

There was no objection.

———

CONTINUATION OF NATIONAL
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO
PERSONS WHO COMMIT, THREAT-
EN TO COMMIT, OR SUPPORT
TERRORISM—MESSAGE FROM
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 110-148)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the United
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, without
objection, referred to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs and ordered to be
printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

Section 202(d) of the National Emer-
gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, prior to the
anniversary date of its declaration, the
President publishes in the Federal Reg-
ister and transmits to the Congress a
notice stating that the emergency is to
continue in effect beyond the anniver-
sary date. In accordance with this pro-
vision, I have sent to the Federal Reg-
ister for publication the enclosed no-
tice, stating that the national emer-
gency with respect to persons who
commit, threaten to commit, or sup-
port terrorism is to continue in effect
beyond September 23, 2008.

The crisis constituted by the grave
acts of terrorism and threats of ter-
rorism committed by foreign terror-
ists, including the terrorist attacks in
New York, in Pennsylvania, and
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against the Pentagon committed on
September 11, 2001, and the continuing
and immediate threat of further at-
tacks on United States nationals or the
United States that led to the declara-
tion of a national emergency on Sep-
tember 23, 2001, has not been resolved.
These actions pose a continuing un-
usual and extraordinary threat to the
national security, foreign policy, and
economy of the United States. For
these reasons, I have determined that
it is necessary to continue the national
emergency declared with respect to
persons who commit, threaten to com-
mit, or support terrorism, and main-
tain in force the comprehensive sanc-
tions to respond to this threat.
GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, September 18, 2008.

————
SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, and under a previous
order of the House, the following Mem-
bers will be recognized for 5 minutes
each.

———
HONORING COACH DON HASKINS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. REYES) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
honor one of the greatest figures in
American sports history, a coach who
shattered racial barriers and forever
changed the game of basketball. He led
an all-African American starting line-
up to victory against an all-white pow-
erhouse team in the 1966 NCAA Basket-
ball Championship.

Coach Don Haskins, better known to
us as The Bear, passed away on Sun-
day, September 7, in El Paso, Texas at
the age of 78. I had the privilege of call-
ing Coach Haskins a friend, and I join
all of El Paso and his many fans across
the Nation in mourning his passing.

Although he never saw it or intended
to be one of the greatest civil rights
pioneers in sports, his commitment to
playing the most talented athletes re-
gardless of skin color in the 1966 cham-
pionship was a major turning point in
American sports and the civil rights
movement.

The landmark game between Texas
Western College—which is now proudly
known as the University of Texas at El
Paso—and the University of Kentucky
at that time is often regarded as one of
the greatest moments in sports history
and the most important game in col-
lege basketball.

For those of us from El Paso, Don
Haskins was more than just a coach.
He was a community icon that put a
little known west Texas town in the
national spotlight. He was fiercely a
loyal supporter and has always been a
diehard fan of the University of Texas
at El Paso and could be seen often in
the stands cheering on his beloved Mi-
nors.
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