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ineligible for occupancy in public housing 
pursuant to subsection (m)(2), have not been 
arrested for or charged with any crime dur-
ing any specific period, or are individuals for 
whom housing is a critical need.’’. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts (during 
the reading). Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that the amendment be 
considered as read. 

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

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I demand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This 

will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 271, noes 130, 
not voting 29, as follows: 

[Roll No. 18] 

AYES—271 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berman 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonner 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd (FL) 
Boyda (KS) 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Castle 
Castor 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Conyers 

Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gilchrest 
Gillibrand 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 

Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hayes 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
LaTourette 

Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mahoney (FL) 
Maloney (NY) 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
McNulty 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 

Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peterson (MN) 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shays 
Shea-Porter 
Shuler 

Sires 
Skelton 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh (NY) 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch (VT) 
Weldon (FL) 
Wexler 
Whitfield (KY) 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wynn 
Yarmuth 

NOES—130 

Akin 
Alexander 
Bachmann 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Carter 
Chabot 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, David 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Fallin 
Feeney 
Flake 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 

Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hulshof 
Issa 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jordan 
Keller 
King (IA) 
Kline (MN) 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
Lamborn 
Latham 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul (TX) 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 

Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moran (KS) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Poe 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Reynolds 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sali 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Tancredo 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Walberg 
Wamp 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman (VA) 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—29 

Baca 
Baker 
Berkley 
Berry 
Boehner 
Brown (SC) 
Camp (MI) 
Cohen 
Deal (GA) 
Delahunt 

Forbes 
Fossella 
Hobson 
Hunter 
Jefferson 
Kingston 
Lantos 
Lewis (KY) 
Miller, Gary 
Paul 

Rush 
Schmidt 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Slaughter 
Solis 
Sullivan 
Visclosky 
Wu 
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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: 
Mr. BACA. Mr. Speaker, I was unable to be 

present for today’s floor votes due to personal 
business. If I were present I would have voted 
‘‘aye’’ on Final Passage of H.R. 3524, the 
HOPE VI Improvement and Reauthorization 
Act of 2007. 

Stated against: 
Mr. WELDON of Florida. Mr. Speaker, on 

rollcall No. 18 for final passage to H.R. 3524 
I voted ‘‘aye’’ but my intent was to vote ‘‘no.’’ 
I ask that the official RECORD reflect that my 
intent was to vote ‘‘no’’ on final passage. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, on Thursday, 
January 17, I was unable to vote on rollcall 
votes Nos. 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, and 18 due 
to unavoidable circumstances. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘no’’ on rollcall 
votes Nos. 13, 14, 15, and 16; and ‘‘aye’’ on 
rollcall votes Nos. 12, 17, and 18. 

f 

AUTHORIZING THE CLERK TO 
MAKE CORRECTIONS IN EN-
GROSSMENT OF H.R. 3524, HOPE 
VI IMPROVEMENT AND REAU-
THORIZATION ACT OF 2007 

Ms. WATERS. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Clerk be 
authorized to make technical correc-
tions in the engrossment of H.R. 3524, 
to include corrections in spelling, 
punctuation, section numbering and 
cross-referencing, and the insertion of 
appropriate headings. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
LEE). Is there objection to the request 
of the gentlewoman from California? 

There was no objection. 

f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 760 

Mrs. CAPITO. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to remove my 
name as a cosponsor of H.R. 760. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from West Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Madam 
Speaker, I was unavoidably detained on 
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yesterday, January 16, in the rollcall 
vote No. 11, H.R. 4986, the defense au-
thorization bill. 

If I had been present, because of the 
continued support of the Iraq war, I 
would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 

f 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

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

Mr. BLUNT. I yield to my friend 
from Maryland, the majority leader, to 
inquire about next week’s schedule. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the distin-
guished Republican whip for yielding. 

On Monday, the House will not be in 
session, in observance of Martin Luther 
King, Jr.’s birthday, which was on Jan-
uary 15, but will be celebrated and hon-
ored on Monday. 

On Tuesday, the House will meet at 
12:30 p.m. for morning-hour debate and 
2 p.m. for legislative business. 

On Wednesday, the House will meet 
at 10 a.m. for legislative business. We 
will consider several bills under sus-
pension of the rules. A list of those 
bills, as is the normal course, will be 
announced by the close of business to-
morrow. On Wednesday, we will also 
take up the President’s veto of the 
children’s health insurance legislation. 

The House will not be in session on 
Thursday or Friday. The minority 
party is having its conference at that 
point in time, as we will have the fol-
lowing week. 

Mr. BLUNT. I thank the gentleman 
for that information. And we are hav-
ing a short week next week because of 
the Republican planning retreat and a 
short week the next week because of 
the majority’s planning retreat. 

With those two short weeks, I know 
that the FISA legislation that had a bi-
partisan extension in the very first 
days of August expires February 1. 
That is just 2 weeks from now; it is 
about 4 or 5 working days. Given that 
deadline, I wonder if we could expect 
the House to consider some extension 
during that 2-week period of time, and 
if the gentleman has any sense yet as 
to what extension the majority might 
propose. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for his question. As he and I have dis-
cussed and as he knows, I am dis-
appointed that we are not in con-
ference on the FISA bill. The Senate 
has not yet passed its version of the 
FISA bill. As you know, we passed the 
FISA bill in December. I think it was 
early December, as a matter of fact. 
And we understand that the legislation 
we passed last August has an expira-
tion date of February 1 and that, there-
fore, we will either be acting under the 
old law, an extended law, or a revision 
that we might pass. 

The leader of the Senate, Harry Reid, 
has talked about perhaps a 30-day ex-
tension. I have not talked to him about 

that personally, but I know that they 
are considering that. I also know that 
it is the Senate’s intention to address 
this issue upon their return next week. 
As you know, they will be in most of 
the week next week, I think, so we will 
have to see probably the end of next 
week where the other body is so that 
we might better judge where we need 
to be. 

Mr. BLUNT. I look forward to talk-
ing to my friend during the week next 
week and at the end of next week at 
this same opportunity about that if we 
don’t yet quite know where we are. But 
I appreciate that, and I know we are 
both going to keep a close eye on that. 
This is an important law, and my belief 
is that everyone involved would rather 
have a long-term solution as another 
short-term solution, but it does appear 
at least possible if not likely that a 
short-term solution might have to be 
part of what happens here before we 
get to a conference. 

On the DOD authorization bill that 
we passed by working together this 
week to solve a problem, does the ma-
jority leader have any sense as to 
whether that bill that we sent over 
originally will be back on the floor at 
any time, or if there will be any provi-
sions? I have heard some discussion 
that there might be those among our 
Members who would like to vote on 
just the passage that created a prob-
lem, and I am wondering if you have 
any thoughts on how to deal with that 
bill. The authorization bill we replaced 
is still out there, but it would be my 
impression that it is not coming back 
in any form, and I am wanting some 
verification on that. 

Mr. HOYER. First of all, I share the 
gentleman’s view, and my expectation 
is that the authorization bill we passed 
yesterday will be passed by the Senate 
as was passed here. Because, as you 
know, the only thing we did was mod-
ify, consistent with an agreement with 
the administration and the Senate, the 
provision that the administration ve-
toed the bill on. So my expectation is 
it will pass whole. 

Now, as the gentleman observes, 
there is an interest I think perhaps on 
both sides of the aisle in considering 
the provision that was modified and es-
sentially a part of it taken out of the 
bill. There is interest in considering 
that bill. That has been discussed with 
Mr. SKELTON, and Mr. SKELTON and the 
committee are looking at that. 

I believe, and I don’t have confirma-
tion of that, that there were Members 
who have talked to me who are in fact 
introducing a bill to speak to that par-
ticular point. I say ‘‘I believe’’ because, 
again, I don’t have confirmation that 
that bill has been introduced, but I 
know that there were Members very fo-
cused on that, very concerned. As you 
know, this provision dealt with the 
ability of some of our former soldiers, 
in particular marines, injured by, tor-

tured by the Saddam Hussein regime 
and being compensated for that to 
which they had been subjected. I know 
there is a lot of concern about making 
sure that litigants who have gotten 
judgments have an opportunity to exe-
cute on those judgments. The Presi-
dent was concerned about that. 

So I think the short answer to your 
question is it either has been intro-
duced, or going to be introduced maybe 
next week. Mr. SKELTON has indicated 
that he will look at that. 

Mr. BLUNT. I appreciate that infor-
mation. I also appreciate the way we 
are able to work through that problem, 
get the DOD authorization bill on the 
way back to the President’s desk, get 
that remaining half a percent of pay 
increase for military personnel taken 
care of. I don’t know on this side of the 
aisle of any interest in addressing that. 
Certainly it is a debate that we could 
have, but it does seem to me that we 
have already reached a bipartisan con-
sensus on that, and we may or may not 
want to pursue that. But I had heard 
those same things and wanted to ask in 
that regard. 

Mr. HOYER. If my friend will yield. 
Mr. BLUNT. I would. 
Mr. HOYER. When you indicate we 

reached bipartisan agreement, what we 
reached bipartisan agreement on was, 
obviously, that the bill, as you point 
out, had many important provisions, 
not only the pay that you refer to, the 
wounded warriors, treatment of vet-
erans medically, as well as meeting our 
defense needs, all of which we did have 
an agreement on and we passed that 
bill. There was bipartisan agreement 
that if we were going to pass that bill 
with all those important provisions in 
it, that it was necessary to consider 
the matter that the President was op-
posed to separately and apart, and take 
it out, which was done. 

b 1445 

But certainly all of the Members on 
my side did not believe that the Presi-
dent’s veto was appropriate. So I don’t 
want to mislead anybody that there 
was a bipartisan agreement that his 
veto was appropriate in that sense and 
that there was a consensus on that. 
There was disagreement on that. 

Mr. BLUNT. I thank my friend for 
that. I believe I understand the point 
that you just made that the procedure 
there certainly was a procedure that, 
frankly, we could have spent a lot of 
time debating. By doing that, we could 
have slowed down this pay increase, 
and I think we wisely did not do that. 

I suppose that if the greater issue of 
individuals that were harmed by the 
Saddam Hussein regime comes to the 
floor, we can debate that at the time. 
And I just would suggest right now, if 
there was some way to reach the per-
sonal or family assets of Saddam Hus-
sein, that is one thing. I think we ham-
per the efforts of this new government 
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