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Sess. (Sept. 18, 2007) and 154 CONG. REC. 8147, 8148, 110th Cong. 2d Sess. (May 8, 
2008). 

13. See, e.g., 120 CONG. REC. 6021, 93d Cong. 2d Sess. (Mar. 11, 1974) (vote totals now 
available by state or party) and 123 CONG. REC. 11024, 95th Cong. 1st Sess. (Apr. 18, 
1977) (voting results displayed on closed–circuit television broadcast of House pro-
ceedings). 

1. See § 3.1, infra. 
2. Id. 
3. Id. The House adopted a resolution later the same day (raised as a question of privi-

lege) directing the Committee on Rules to conduct an investigation of possible broad-
casting of House proceedings. 

4. Id. 
5. Id. 
6. Id. 
7. Id. The House resumed closed–circuit broadcasts the following month. 

has typically announced to the House when changes or improvements in the 
electronic voting system have occurred.(13) 

§ 3. Audio–Visual Broadcast of House Proceedings 

Audio–visual broadcasting of House proceedings began in the 1970s and 
developed slowly over the course of that decade until full implementation 
was achieved in 1979.(1) In August, 1974, the House adopted a resolution 
providing for television coverage of possible hearings on the impeachment 
of President Richard Nixon (although the issue was mooted by President 
Nixon’s resignation later that month).(2) In 1977, the Speaker announced a 
90–day trial period of recording House floor proceedings, with the stipula-
tion that such material would not be made publicly available.(3) In October 
of that year, the House adopted a resolution authorizing in–house (closed– 
circuit) broadcasting of House floor proceedings that could be viewed in 
Members’ offices (but not off campus) and directing the Committee on Rules 
to study the possibility of full public broadcasting.(4) 

In 1978, news media were provided with audio (but not visual) coverage 
of floor proceedings for an indefinite trial period.(5) Later that year, the 
Speaker announced that preparations would be made during an upcoming 
period of adjournment for full television coverage of House proceedings.(6) In 
early 1979, the Speaker suspended closed–circuit broadcasting of House pro-
ceedings and announced the formation of an informal panel to advise him 
on regulations for television coverage (to prevent the unauthorized use of 
such coverage for commercial or political purposes).(7) On March 19, 1979, 
full public television broadcast of House proceedings was finally realized, 
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8. The Senate did not authorize full public broadcast of its proceedings until 1986. See 
§ 10, infra. 

9. House Rules and Manual § 684 (2017). 
10. Id. 
11. Id. 
12. See § 3.13, infra. 
13. See § 3.2, infra. Such protocols were not to be used during ‘‘interim’’ special–order 

speeches, when legislative business was scheduled to resume. See § 3.4, infra. 
14. See § 3.3, infra. 
15. See § 3.5, infra. 
16. See § 3.6, infra. 
17. See § 3.7, infra. 

with the cooperation of the Cable–Satellite Public Affairs Network (C– 
SPAN), which distributes the broadcasts through its cable affiliates. C– 
SPAN and HouseLive now offer Internet streaming coverage as well, allow-
ing public viewing of House proceedings on computers and mobile electronic 
devices.(8) 

Rule V (9) of the standing rules of the House provides the Speaker with 
extensive authority to administer audio–visual broadcasting of House pro-
ceedings. Clause 1 of rule V provides for closed–circuit viewing of floor pro-
ceedings in Members’ offices, while clause 2 authorizes the Speaker to ‘‘ad-
minister, direct, and control a system for complete and unedited audio and 
visual broadcasting and recording of the floor proceedings of the House.’’(10) 
The primary restriction on the use of such coverage is found in clause 2(c), 
which prohibits use for ‘‘partisan political campaign’’ purposes or use in 
commercial advertising or with commercial sponsorship (except as part of 
news or public affairs documentary programs).(11) 

The Speaker’s exercise of the authorities contained in rule V has occasion-
ally come under scrutiny by the House.(12) In 1984, the Speaker instituted 
a policy of having the cameras ‘‘pan’’ the Chamber during special–order 
speeches, with text appearing at the bottom of the screen to indicate that 
legislative business had concluded.(13) The Speaker’s authority to implement 
such wide–angle coverage was the subject of some controversy, due to lack 
of formal consultation with the minority party.(14) This policy has been ad-
justed at various times, including during a trial period of ‘‘Oxford–style’’ de-
bates in the House.(15) 

In 1985, the Speaker exercised the authorities under rule V to allow 
closed–circuit viewing of House committee proceedings for the first time.(16) 
Also in 1985, a question of the privileges of the House was raised, directing 
the Speaker to provide complete coverage of floor proceedings by including 
broadcast of the House while Members are voting.(17) 
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18. 79 CONG. REC. 660, 74th Cong. 1st Sess. (Jan. 18, 1935). 
19. 84 CONG. REC. 3, 76th Cong. 1st Sess. (Jan. 9, 1939). 
20. See § 3.11, infra. 
21. See § 3.10, infra. 
22. See § 3.12, infra. 
23. See § 3.13, infra. 
24. Rule XVII, clause 9, House Rules and Manual § 968(a) (2017). 
25. See, e.g., 142 CONG. REC. 2202–205. 104th Cong. 2d Sess. (Feb. 1, 1996); 143 CONG. 

REC. 2759, 2760, 2762, 105th Cong. 1st Sess. (Feb. 27, 1997); and 150 CONG. REC. 
1032–34, 108th Cong. 2d Sess. (Feb. 4, 2004). 

26. See Deschler’s Precedents Ch. 4 § 3.5. 

Television broadcasting of House proceedings is aided by the Chamber’s 
internal sound system, which predated visual broadcasting by several dec-
ades. Abortive attempts were made to install a system in the 1920s, and 
in 1935, a resolution was introduced instructing the Architect of the Capitol 
to study the possibility of sound amplification in the Chamber using micro-
phones and loudspeakers.(18) An initial public–address system was installed 
but swiftly removed (due to insufficient testing), and a permanent system 
installed in 1938.(19) 

The system remains largely unchanged since that time, with microphones 
positioned at the Speaker’s desk and the Reading Clerk’s lectern, and micro-
phones for Members placed in the well of the Chamber and at the tables 
for the majority and minority floor leaders. The system is monitored from 
a control station situated in the gallery, which can be adjusted to accommo-
date the voice of each speaker. Members may use any microphone they 
wish,(20) though it is unusual for members of one party to cross the aisle 
and use microphones on the other party’s side of the Chamber. Members are 
occasionally reminded to speak into the microphones so that they may be 
heard by the body,(21) and have been requested not to use malfunctioning 
microphones.(22) Members who do not heed the gavel or who interrupt other 
Members and interject remarks while not under recognition are not entitled 
to the floor, and the Chair may order microphones turned off in response 
to such disorderly conduct.(23) Members are also prohibited from disruptive 
conduct in the Chamber including denying others the use of legislative in-
struments such as lecterns and microphones.(24) During ceremonial joint 
meetings, at which a foreign dignitary delivers remarks in a foreign lan-
guage, the Chamber has sometimes been equipped with headsets by which 
Members may hear simultaneous English translation.(25) 

By long custom, still photography inside the Chamber is generally not 
permitted.(26) However, each Congress, Members of the House sit for the of-
ficial photograph of the House (which typically consists of one wide–angle 
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27. See § 3.8, infra. 
28. See §§ 3.9, 5.1, infra and § 1.7, supra. 
29. House Rules and Manual § 660a (2017). 
30. Parliamentarian’s Note: This addition to the standing rules of the House came in re-

sponse to protests by the minority party on the House floor that included the use of 
mobile phones to broadcast video of the protests via Internet streaming services. See 
163 CONG. REC. H7–H28 [Daily Ed.], 115th Cong. 1st Sess. (Jan. 3, 2017). 

31. See rulings of Speaker Sam Rayburn of Texas: 98 CONG. REC. 1334, 1335, 82d Cong. 
2d Sess. (Feb. 25, 1952) and 101 CONG. REC. 628, 629, 84th Cong. 1st Sess. (Jan. 24, 
1955). 

32. 120 CONG. REC. 27266, 27268, 27269, 93d Cong. 2d Sess. 

photograph of the entire Chamber).(27) On special occasions, the House has, 
by resolution, permitted authorized individual access to the floor in order 
to take photographs and other recordings of House proceedings.(28) In the 
115th Congress, clause 3(g) was added to rule II(29) to authorize the Ser-
geant–at–Arms to assess fines against Members for improper use of elec-
tronic devices for still photography or audio–visual broadcasting in the 
House Chamber.(30) 

Pre–cable Television Broadcasts 

§ 3.1 Prior to the advent of full television coverage of House pro-
ceedings on the Cable–Satellite Public Affairs Network (C–SPAN), 
the House had previously made provisions to broadcast pro-
ceedings of the House (including floor proceedings and committee 
activity) on a limited basis, including closed–circuit television 
broadcast to Members’ offices. 
Over the course of the 1970s, the House experimented with various forms 

of audio–visual broadcasting of House proceedings, culminating in the full 
cable broadcast on the Cable–Satellite Public Affairs Network (C–SPAN) in 
1979. In one of the first instances of the House making provisions for tele-
vision coverage, the House adopted a privileged resolution in 1974 permit-
ting television, radio and photographic coverage of House proceedings of a 
resolution proposing impeachment of President Richard M. Nixon, and cre-
ating a special committee to make necessary arrangements for such cov-
erage subject to approval of the Speaker (thereby waiving Speakers’ rulings 
prohibiting such coverage of House proceedings).(31) The subsequent resigna-
tion of President Nixon mooted these authorities, provided on August 7, 
1974, as follows:(32) 

TELEVISION AND RADIO BROADCAST OF PROCEEDINGS OF THE HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES

Mr. [Ray] MADDEN [of Indiana]. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on Rules, 
I call up House Resolution 802 and ask for its immediate consideration. 
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33. Carl Albert (OK). 

The Clerk read the resolution as follows: 
H. RES. 802 

Whereas clause 33 of rule XI of the Rules of the House of Representatives provides for 
coverage by television and radio broadcast of committee hearings which are open to the 
public; and 

Whereas there is no provision in said rules for coverage by television and radio broad-
cast of proceedings in the House Chamber, except that such coverage is prohibited by the 
ruling of previous Speakers of the House; and 

Whereas it is probable that there will be brought to the floor of the House for its con-
sideration the question of the impeachment of the President of the United States; and 

Whereas the question of the impeachment of the President is of such historic and na-
tional importance as to command the keen interest of every American throughout the 
Nation; and 

Whereas television and radio facilities are available to broadcast throughout the Na-
tion the historic proceedings in the Chamber of the House on the question of the im-
peachment of the President; and 

Whereas it is in the national interest that the historic debate be broadcast by radio and 
television facilities throughout the Nation: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That, notwithstanding any ruling or custom to the contrary, the proceedings 
in the Chamber of the House of Representatives on any resolution to impeach the Presi-
dent of the United States may be broadcast by radio and television facilities. 

SEC. 2. The Speaker of the House of Representatives is authorized to appoint a com-
mittee of five members, including the majority and minority leaders, to provide such ar-
rangements as may be necessary in connection with such broadcast. 

With the following committee amendment: 
Strike out all after the resolving clause and insert: 
That, notwithstanding any rule, ruling, or custom to the contrary, the proceedings in 

the Chamber of the House of Representatives relating to the resolution reported from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, recommending the impeachment of Richard M. Nixon, 
President of the United States, may be broadcast by radio and television and may be 
open to photographic coverage, subject to the provisions of section 2 of this resolution. 

SEC. 2. A special committee of four members, composed of the majority and minority 
leaders of the House, and the majority and minority whips of the House, is hereby author-
ized to arrange for the coverage made in order by this resolution and to establish such 
regulations as they may deem necessary and appropriate with respect to such broadcast 
or photographic coverage: Provided, however, 

That any such arrangements or regulations shall be subject to the final approval of the 
Speaker; and if the special committee or the Speaker shall determine that the actual 
coverage is not in conformity with such arrangements and regulations, the Speaker is au-
thorized and directed to terminate or limit such coverage in such manner as may protect 
the interests of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker. House Resolution 802 provides that the proceedings in the Chamber of 

the House of Representatives relating to the resolution reported from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, recommending the impeachment of Richard Nixon, President of the United 
States, may be broadcast by radio and television and may be open to photographic cov-
erage. House Resolution 802 provides for a special committee of four Members, the major-
ity and minority leaders of the House of Representatives and the majority and minority 
whips of the House of Representatives, to arrange for the radio, television, and photo-
graphic coverage. Their arrangements shall be subject to the final approval of the Speak-
er of the House. If the special committee or the Speaker shall determine that the actual 
coverage is not in conformity with the promulgated arrangements and regulations, the 
Speaker is authorized to terminate the coverage in a manner consistent with the inter-
ests of the House of Representatives. . . . 

The SPEAKER.(33) The question is on the committee amendment. 
The committee amendment was agreed to. 
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34. Parliamentarian’s Note: At the time of this 90–day test, the rules and precedents of 
the House did not permit the television or radio broadcast of House proceedings or the 
use of the audio and video excerpts from House proceedings outside the Capitol. But 
pursuant to the Speaker’s general authority over the Hall of the House under clause 
3 of rule I (House Rules and Manual § 623 (2017)), the Speaker could authorize this 
limited experiment in closed–circuit audio–visual broadcasting. 

35. 123 CONG. REC. 7607, 7608, 95th Cong. 1st Sess.; House Rules and Manual §§ 684, 704 
(2017). 

36. Thomas O’Neill (MA). 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on the resolution. 
The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the resolution. 
Mr. [Earl] LANDGREBE [of Indiana]. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas and 

nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were–yeas 385, nays 25, not voting 

24, as follows: . . . 

In 1977, the Speaker announced the beginning of a 90–day test of record-
ing House proceedings, whereby an audio–visual transmission would be car-
ried live to television sets within the Capitol complex but would not be re-
leased outside the Capitol for any purpose.(34) On March 15, 1977,(35) the 
following announcement was made: 

AUDIO–VISUAL RECORDING OF HOUSE PROCEEDINGS—ANNOUNCEMENT BY 
THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER.(36) The Chair desires to make an announcement. Today the House be-
gins a historic 90–day test of the audio–visual recording of our proceedings on the floor. 

Three cameras will audiovisually record the floor proceedings from fixed positions in 
the Chamber, over the center clock, in the periodical press gallery, and in the radio–TV 
gallery. 

The picture and sound will be carried on a closed–circuit system to the Rayburn House 
Office Building, the only building with the capability of receiving the signal. The pro-
ceedings may be viewed on channel 3 of any television set connected to the master an-
tenna in the Rayburn Building, but will not be broadcast and will not be released outside 
of Capitol buildings under the control of the House for any purpose. 

Members should be aware that the coverage will last from the opening gavel to the 
beginning of special orders on each legislative day. 

The House rules do not permit television or radio broadcast of House proceedings, or 
the use of audio and video excerpts outside the Capitol. It is the Chair’s intention to seek 
authority from the House if it is considered appropriate to commence permanent broad-
cast–media coverage or to permit use of video or live coverage of the House proceedings 
by the news media. The Chair desires to emphasize that during the 90–day test video 
and audio recordings are not to be taken from any transmission for any purpose. The 
Chair seeks the cooperation of all Members in insuring that the test is conducted in a 
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37. 123 CONG. REC. 11024, 95th Cong. 1st Sess. 
38. James Wright (TX). 
39. 123 CONG. REC. 35425, 35426, 35428, 35437, 95th Cong. 1st Sess.; House Rules and 

Manual § 684 (2017). 

manner befitting the dignity of the House and fulfilling the purposes for which it has 
been undertaken. 

Also in 1977, the chair of the Committee on House Administration an-
nounced that the committee had placed in operation a modification to the 
electronic voting system to allow the display of voting information during 
a rollcall vote on the closed–circuit television system being tested in the 
Chamber. On April 18, 1977,(37) the following announcement was made: 

MODIFICATION OF THE ELECTRONIC VOTING SYSTEM

The SPEAKER pro tempore.(38) Under a previous order of the House, the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. THOMPSON) is recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. [Frank] THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, as you know, the electronic voting system, 
which is used here in the Chamber to record Member’s votes, has been modified many 
times in the past to comply with the requirements of the House. Today, the Committee 
on House Administration has placed in operation a modification to the system which will 
allow the broadcasting of in–progress voting information over the closed circuit television 
network being tested in the Chamber. 

During a vote, the offices connected to the television network will be able to follow 
the progress of the vote by observing the summary display information on the screen con-
sisting of vote totals by party affiliation. The voting information will be updated every 
20 seconds during each vote cycle. 

The Committee on House Administration is pleased that it can continue to respond 
to requests for new features of the electronic voting system that will assist the leadership 
and the Members accomplish their responsibilities in a more efficient manner. 

Later in the year, the House adopted a privileged resolution reported from 
the Committee on Rules to provide for a system of closed–circuit viewing 
of House proceedings, and for the orderly development (through the Speaker 
and the Committee on Rules) of a system for full audio–visual broadcasting 
and recording of House proceedings. On October 27, 1977,(39) the following 
resolution was adopted: 

Mr. [Bernice] SISK [of California]. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Rules, I call up House Resolution 866 and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution as follows: 
H. RES. 866 

Resolved, That it is the purpose of this resolution to provide for a system for closed cir-
cuit viewing of the proceedings of the House and to provide for the orderly development 
of a system for audio and visual broadcasting thereof. 

ESTABLISHMENT OF CLOSED CIRCUIT SYSTEM 
SEC. 2. The Speaker shall devise and implement a system subject to his direction and 

control for closed circuit viewing of floor proceedings of the House of Representatives in 
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40. James Wright (TX). 
41. Parliamentarian’s Note: Section 4(a) of House Resolution 866 (see supra) authorized the 

Speaker to implement a system for audio and visual coverage and broadcasting, but 
did not require that audio and visual coverage be implemented simultaneously. 

42. 124 CONG. REC. 16746, 95th Cong. 2d Sess. 

the offices of all Members and committees and in such other places in the Capitol and 
the House office Buildings as he deems appropriate. Such system may include other tele-
communications functions as he deems appropriate. 

STUDY OF BROADCASTING 
SEC. 3. The Committee on Rules shall conduct a study of all alternative methods of pro-

viding complete and unedited audio and visual broadcasting of the proceedings of the 
House of Representatives. The committee shall report its findings and recommendations 
as soon as practicable but not later than February 15, 1978. 

ESTABLISHMENT OF BROADCASTING SYSTEM 
SEC. 4. (a) As soon as practicable after receipt of the report of the committee, the 

Speaker shall devise and implement a system subject to his direction and control for 
complete and unedited audio and visual broadcasting and recording of the proceedings of 
the House of Representatives. He shall provide for the distribution of such broadcasts and 
recordings thereof to news media and the storage of audio and video recordings of the 
proceedings. 

(b)(1) All television and radio broadcasting stations, networks, services, and systems 
(including cable systems) which are accredited to the House Radio and Television Cor-
respondents’ Galleries, and all radio and television correspondents who are accredited to 
the Radio and Television Correspondent’s Galleries shall be provided access to the live 
coverage of the House of Representatives. 

(2) No coverage made available under this resolution nor any recording thereof shall 
be used for any political purpose. 

(3) Coverage made available under this resolution shall not be broadcast with commer-
cial sponsorship except as part of bona fide news programs and public affairs documen-
tary programs. No part of such coverage or any recording thereof shall be used in any 
commercial advertisement. 

AUTHORITY TO DELEGATE 
SEC. 5. The Speaker may delegate any of his responsibilities under this resolution to 

such legislative entity as he deems appropriate. . . . 

Mr. SISK. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on the resolution. 
The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore.(40) The question is on the resolution. 
The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that the ayes ap-

peared to have it. 
Mr. [John] ROUSSELOT [of California]. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote on the 

ground that a quorum is not present and make the point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evidently a quorum is not present. 
The Sergeant at Arms will notify absent Members. 
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—yeas 342, nays 44, not voting 

48, as follows: 

Pursuant to this authorization, the Speaker announced that all accredited 
news media would be allowed, for an indefinite trial period, to monitor and 
distribute full audio coverage(41) of the proceedings of the House (but not 
for any commercial or political purposes) and requested cooperation in up-
holding the integrity and dignity of House proceedings. On June 8, 1978,(42) 
the following announcement was made: 
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43. Thomas O’Neill (MA). 
44. 124 CONG. REC. 38770, 95th Cong. 2d Sess. 
45. Parliamentarian’s Note: During debate on House Resolution 5 (the resolution adopting 

the standing rules), Rep. John Anderson of Illinois was concerned that Members would 
continue, as some had during the end of the 95th Congress, to reproduce video broad-
casts of their speeches on the House floor for distribution to local stations. While the 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER.(43) The Chair desires to make an announcement. 
Pursuant to House Resolution 866, adopted by the House on October 27, 1977, closed 

circuit audiovisual coverage of House proceedings has now been made available to all 
three House office buildings. 

Under the provisions of that resolution, all accredited news media will be allowed be-
ginning on Monday, June 12, to plug into the House microphone systems and to dis-
tribute full audio coverage of House proceedings for an indefinite trial period. 

The Chair desires to stress that none of such broadcasts may be used for any commer-
cial or political purposes. The Chair requests the cooperation of all parties involved in 
this endeavor to assure that the dignity and integrity of the proceedings of the House 
are upheld. 

Similarly, pursuant to the authority to implement television coverage, the 
Speaker inserted in the Congressional Record an announcement that during 
the adjournment sine die of the second session of the 95th Congress, work 
would proceed towards implementing television coverage of the House. On 
October 14, 1978,(44) the following was submitted to the Congressional 
Record: 

TELEVISION COVERAGE OF THE HOUSE

Mr. [Thomas] O’NEILL [of Massachusetts]. Mr. Speaker, during the period following 
adjournment, the work will proceed toward implementing the recommendations of House 
Resolution 866 to provide television coverage of the proceedings of the House. I have 
asked the Honorable CHARLIE ROSE to head an informal advisory group to deal with all 
questions concerning this subject and to advise me on the approaches that we should 
take on such matters as camera angles, lighting, broadcast signal, and archival. Mr. 
ROSE is working closely with the Architect of the Capitol and the Clerk of the House 
in completing the total effort. In the interim, any questions or recommendations regard-
ing the television system should be directed to Mr. ROSE. 

In 1979, the Speaker announced his designation of an informal panel to 
advise him on regulations governing the new audio and visual broadcasting 
system and distribution of reproductions therefrom, and further announced 
that, pending full utilization of the House television system, closed–circuit 
audio and video coverage to Members’ offices would be permitted on opening 
day only, and that subsequent broadcasting would be suspended until the 
informal panel could advise the Speaker.(45) 
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Majority Leader pointed out that such distribution was not permitted for commercial 
or political purposes, the Speaker declined to make a broad statement totally prohib-
iting such distribution, preferring instead to remind Members that the closed–circuit 
system was for ‘‘viewing’’ only and that political reproductions were not permitted. 

46. 125 CONG. REC. 20, 96th Cong. 1st Sess. 
47. Thomas O’Neill (MA). 
48. House Rules and Manual § 684 (2017). 
49. See supra. 
50. 125 CONG. REC. 2594, 96th Cong. 1st Sess. 
51. Thomas O’Neill (MA). 

On January 15, 1979,(46) following the adoption of the rules for the 96th 
Congress, at which time Members’ ability to record and distribute video of 
floor proceedings was discussed, the Speaker made the following announce-
ment: 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER.(47) The Chair would take this opportunity to advise Members that he 
has, pursuant to clause 9 of rule I, asked an informal panel to advise him on the full 
and final implementation of broadcasting, telecasting, and closed circuit viewing of the 
proceedings of the House. At the appropriate time the Chair will announce his regula-
tions pertaining to the utilization of the new system and distribution to audio and video 
reproduction from that system. In the meantime aside from closed circuit viewing to 
Members’ offices today for the convenience of Members and their friends, there will be 
no audio or video coverage of the proceedings of the House, other than the audio pickup 
available to accredited members of the radio–TV gallery until full implementation is com-
pleted. This is to enable the Chair’s advisory panel to devote its full resources to the 
earliest practicable implementation of the new system. 

The next month, the Speaker announced that pursuant to clause 9(a) of 
rule I (now clause 1 of rule V),(48) closed–circuit audio–visual coverage of 
House proceedings would resume on Monday, February 19, 1979, and fur-
ther reminded Members that the closed–circuit system was intended for 
viewing in Members’ offices only and was not to be utilized for commercial 
or political purposes. The Speaker also announced that his informal advisory 
committee on broadcasting(49) anticipated that complete audio–visual broad-
casting and recording of House proceedings would begin in March. On Feb-
ruary 15, 1979,(50) the following announcement was made: 

The SPEAKER.(51) The Chair announces that, pursuant to the provisions of clause 9(a), 
rule I, closed circuit viewing of House floor proceedings will resume effective Monday, 
February 19, 1979. 

The Chair would stress that under clause 9, rule I, the closed circuit system to Mem-
bers’ offices only, and is not to be utilized for commercial or political purposes. The Chair 
requests the cooperation of all persons concerned to assure that the dignity and integrity 
of the proceedings of the House are upheld. 
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52. 125 CONG. REC. 5411, 96th Cong. 1st Sess. On April 3, 1979, the chair of the ad hoc 
panel supervising the broadcast of House proceedings announced that full nationwide 
broadcast of the televised proceedings of the House had been achieved. See 125 CONG. 
REC. 7054, 96th Cong. 1st Sess. 

53. House Rules and Manual § 684 (2017). 

The Chair’s Informal Advisory Committee has informed the Chair that a system for 
complete and unedited audio and visual broadcasting and recording of House proceedings 
will be available beginning in early March. The Chair will announce his full implementa-
tion of that system in the near future. 

Finally, on March 19, 1979,(52) a Member addressed the House in a one– 
minute speech to announce the first televised broadcast of House pro-
ceedings: 

FIRST DAY OF TELEVISING OF HOUSE PROCEEDINGS A HISTORIC OCCASION

(Mr. [Albert] GORE [of Tennessee] asked and was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. GORE. Mr. Speaker, on this historic day the House of Representatives opens its 
proceedings for the first time to televised coverage. I wish to congratulate the Speaker 
for his courage in making this possible and the committee which has worked so hard 
under the leadership of the gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. CHARLIE ROSE, to make 
this a reality. 

Television will change this institution, Mr. Speaker, just as it has changed the execu-
tive branch, but the good will far outweigh the bad. From this day forward every Member 
of this body must ask himself or herself how many Americans are listening to the de-
bates which are made. 

When the House becomes comfortable with the changes brought by television coverage, 
the news media will be allowed to bring its own cameras into the Chamber. In the mean-
time, there is no censorship. Every word is available for broadcast coverage, and journal-
ists will be able to use and edit as they see fit. It is a solution for the lack of confidence 
in government, Mr. Speaker, which will open government at all levels. I hope, for exam-
ple, that the leadership of the U.S. Senate will see this as a friendly challenge to begin 
to open its proceedings. 

The marriage of this medium and of our open debate have the potential, Mr. Speaker, 
to revitalize representative democracy. 

Panning the Chamber 

§ 3.2 In response to parliamentary inquiries about the Speaker’s di-
rective that television cameras covering special–order speeches in-
clude periodic wide–angle coverage of the entire House Chamber, 
the Chair stated that such action was consistent with the author-
ity conferred upon the Speaker under clause 9 of rule I (now 
clause 2 of rule V)(53) to devise and implement complete and uned-
ited audio and visual coverage of the proceedings of the House. 
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54. 130 CONG. REC. 11892, 11894, 11898–11900, 98th Cong. 2d Sess. 
55. George Darden (GA). 

On May 10, 1984,(54) after the Speaker had directed the Clerk to imple-
ment periodic wide–angle television coverage of all special–order speeches 
(with captions at the bottom of the screen indicating that legislative busi-
ness had been completed), the following occurred: 

THE INTEGRITY OF THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD

The SPEAKER pro tempore.(55) Under a previous order of the House, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. WALKER) is recognized for 60 minutes. . . . 

I am going to go into that incident in just a moment. But I do want to take note of 
something that is evidently happening right now which is a change of procedure here. 
It is my understanding that as I deliver this special order this evening, the cameras are 
panning this Chamber, demonstrating that there is no one here in the Chamber to listen 
to these remarks. . . . 

Mr. [David] MARTIN [of New York]. It is most interesting as I was in my office as 
many of the Members are from time to time, observing the proceedings of the House and 
I noticed this new procedure, and I was aware of the question that has been brought 
up about the televising of the events of the House of Representatives and I became aware 
immediately that something was different. . . . 

f 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. [Trent] LOTT [of Mississippi]. I have a parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. LOTT. We have had a change in the way the House is run, the decorum of this 

body, this afternoon, without any consultation, without any prior notice, and I would like 
to make the inquiry as to what is the basis for this change in the way that this House 
is being run this afternoon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. To the distinguished gentleman from Mississippi, the 
Chair will cite the following rule, rule I, clause 9: 

9. (a) He shall devise and implement a system subject to his direction and control for 
closed circuit viewing of floor proceedings of the House of Representatives in the offices 
of all Members and committees and in such other places in the Capitol and the House 
Office Buildings as he deems appropriate. Such system may include other telecommuni-
cations functions as he deems appropriate. 

(b)(1) He shall devise and implement a system subject to his direction and control for 
complete and unedited audio and visual broadcasting and recording of the proceedings 
of the House of Representatives. He shall provide for the distribution of such broadcasts 
and recordings thereof to news media and the storage of audio and video recordings of 
the proceedings. 

Mr. LOTT. The Chair is saying then that this has been a unilateral decision by the 
Speaker, without any prior consultation, to make a fundamental change in the way this 
institution is shown by the televised coverage. 
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56. 130 CONG. REC. 12042, 12043, 98th Cong. 2d Sess. 

I know the gentleman cannot respond. I am making that statement as to what I under-
stood he read in the rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will respond to the inquiry of the gentleman 
from Mississippi as follows: 

It is my understanding that the Speaker has in fact authorized this change, and it 
is the Chair’s ruling that he is authorized to make this change pursuant to the rule of 
the House herein before stated. 

Mr. [Robert] WALKER [of Pennsylvania]. I have a further parliamentary inquiry. 
Could the gentleman tell me what the change is? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is the Chair’s understanding that the rule is to be ap-

plied impartially. 
Mr. WALKER. Will the gentleman tell us what the change is? Is the change to have 

the House covered completely from the moment we go into session until we go out of 
session at night, with panning of the Chamber, or is this only to take place during spe-
cial orders? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not prepared to respond in detail and has 
no specific knowledge. 

Mr. WALKER. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 
Mr. [Bob] MCEWEN [of Ohio]. Could the Speaker inform me as to whether or not this 

is a result of the Democrat Caucus that met yesterday for the purpose of discussing how 
they might call TV signals and improve their TV coverage? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no immediate knowledge of any specific 
agreement. 

Mr. LOTT. Can the Chair assure this House that whatever change has occurred, which 
the Members of the House were not informed of, will be done fairly and impartially, and 
that the same procedures that have been used this afternoon against the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will be used in the same way by the gentleman from Wisconsin or a gen-
tleman from Texas that might be having a special order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. To the gentleman from Mississippi, the Chair is confident 
that the rule and any changes will be applied impartially and absolutely fairly. 

Mr. LOTT. If the gentleman will yield further, I would like to say that would surprise 
me based on what I have seen here today. It has not been applied fairly and impartially. 
It has been a partisan, political, cheap trick. I resent it, and I hope the American people 
see it for exactly what it is. . . . 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. Speaker, I have a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. LOTT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire if this new policy is going to apply 

to the proceedings of the House from gavel to gavel, or just during special orders, or just 
during times when the votes are going on, when there is all kinds of activities, arm– 
twisting going on in the well; trying to change Members’ votes. What is the situation? 
Will it be gavel to gavel? 

If we are going to have this Chamber shown in its entirety with panning and showing 
everything that goes on, even during votes in a totally fair way, I probably would support 
that. I would like to know, what is it going to apply to? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no knowledge of any specific changes 
which have been made in that regard and cannot answer that question. 

On May 14, 1984,(56) the Speaker took the floor for a one–minute speech 
to respond to criticisms (above) that he had unfairly exercised his authority 
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57. House Rules and Manual § 684 (2017). 

under clause 9 of rule I (now clause 2 of rule V)(57) to direct periodic wide– 
angle television coverage of the House Chamber during special–order 
speeches, and to announce that such coverage would include a running cap-
tion at the bottom of the screen explaining that the legislative business had 
been completed: 

HOUSE TELEVISION PROCEDURES

(Mr. O’NEILL asked and was given permission to address the House for 1 minute.) 
Mr. [Thomas] O’NEILL [of Massachusetts]. Mr. Speaker, I took the action that I took 

last Thursday because I had had so many complaints and so many people had asked me 
to do what I did. The interesting thing is, we stand up here with the 1–minute. Prece-
dent has been we go to the Democratic side then we go to the Republican side. Equal. 
Nobody is cut off. 

At the close of the day we go into the special orders. Normally we go to the Republican 
side; that is precedent. When the Republicans are through, we go to the Democratic side. 

The last 30 days, just in the last 30 days, the gentleman from Pennsylvania has asked 
for 26 hours out of the first 30. The gentleman, Mr. WEBER, has asked for 25 hours. 
The gentleman, Mr. GINGRICH, has asked for 27 hours. Unless you ask for at least a 
week in advance, you cannot get ahead of those people. Even if a Democrat asks a week 
in advance, even if there is something coming along special that he wants to talk about, 
he has to wait until those three gentlemen get out of the way. 

Now I am not yielding. Please, if the gentleman will kindly sit down. I am not yielding. 
Now I want to talk about fairness. One member of your party about a week ago stood 

at this microphone for 1 hour. He took statements that were made by 20 different Demo-
crats going back to 1968, ‘‘This is what you said at that such and such a time.’’ Things 
change. 

Giving the thought and the idea that Members of Congress were unAmerican, stepping 
aside, debating and pointing as if there were people on this floor, asking ‘‘Why don’t you 
get up and answer them?’’ A more low thing I have never seen. 

I have a letter from you, Mr. Leader. ‘‘Polarize the Congress?’’ If I have ever seen any-
thing that would polarize the Congress, it is matters of this sort. 

So I have had Members on my side, yes, we met, about 100 of us, express total disgust 
with what was taking place–the challenging of Members of the Congress in a special 
order when nobody was here. 

Oh, I know, Mr. Leader, Mr. Whip, you do not condone things like that. The preroga-
tive of the rules of this House give me the right to stop that, gives me the right to say 
when there will be a wide lens and when there should not be a wide lens. 

Three o’clock on that afternoon, I notified CHARLIE ROSE; nothing in the rules says that 
I have to notify you. Courtesy probably said that I should have. That is a courtesy that 
your Member never gave to the 20 Members whom he accused on the floor of the House. 

The gentleman, it was not you, Mr. WALKER, that did it, and the other gentleman, 
as far as I have been told by them, were never notified. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. O’NEILL. No; I will not yield at this time. The gentleman can take his own time. 
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I am just saying they were never notified, the 20 gentleman were never notified. 
You get up on the floor and you name a gentleman; 3 hours, wait around for 3 hours? 

Now you are saying something that you really do not know. 
The gentleman that answers that, and I have to take the word of the people that have 

come to me; members of my party who said to me without a minute’s warning, without 
a notice, without any mail, they talk about a speech he made in 1972, a speech he made 
in 1968; take it out of context. 

Well, let me say this to you, Mr. Leader and Mr. Whip, I have had members of your 
party come to me and say ‘‘We do not condone what they are doing. We do not condone 
what they are doing.’’ 

You know, we go home, fly home to Ohio, fly home to New York, people say: ‘‘Why 
aren’t you in the House? The House is in session.’’ 

Is that right to give the people the impression, if you are downtown, that you should 
have been on the Hill because people are here pointing at this one, and pointing at that 
one and stepping back for an answer? 

I had an obligation, that obligation was to this Congress. There were a few who would 
do things of that nature, and let me say this to you: If any member of my party did 
it, I would be on their neck so quick they would not know what happened. I would not 
be defending them; I would be taking the other attitude. 

My action is to defend this House. 
Mr. [Robert] MICHEL [of Illinois]. Would the Speaker yield? 
Mr. O’NEILL. Yes; I will yield, certainly. 
Mr. MICHEL. Well, in the first place, the gentleman from Illinois did not know of the 

other special order in which Members were asked to come to the floor. I do not know 
about that particular situation. 

What I was rather distressed about last Friday morning, I guess, when I heard what 
had happened Thursday was that there was a departure, obviously from the norm and 
that this Member was not given one bit of word in advance that you were contemplating 
the change. 

I do not mind the change if it is done in concert with everybody that really ought to 
have a little bit of voice about what goes on here and frankly—— 

Mr. O’NEILL. I will say to you in fairness, while it is my prerogative, I should have 
notified you. I notified the chairman of the ad hoc committee, Mr. CHARLIE ROSE, about 
3 o’clock in the afternoon. In fairness, I should have. 

As far as Mr. WALKER was concerned, I did not know whether Mr. WALKER was on 
first or whether he was not on first, or whether Mr. GINGRICH or whether Mr. WEBER. 
Normally, it is one of those three. 

I looked at the list today, I see a Democrat is on. Apparently he asked for time before. 
If it was Mr. OBEY or any other Democrat who was first, they would have been the one 
that was panned instead of Mr. WALKER on the full, wide screen, because that was my 
idea at that time I said, ‘‘Starting today, we are going to show.’’ 

And I want to further let you know that I now intend to put a runner, ‘‘The official 
business of the House is completed, we are on special orders.’’ And that will be a runner 
that will run every once in a while. 

Mr. MICHEL. May I ask the Speaker who will make the decision then on where the 
panning takes place, at what time during the course of the discussion, whoever is having 
that discussion? I might add that I think some of our Members really got the whole idea 
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58. 130 CONG. REC. 15473–75, 98th Cong. 2d Sess. 

from Mr. GONZALEZ on your side, who used to be down here hour after hour, you know, 
for an extended period. 

Mr. O’NEILL. I am sure he was never personal with any Member of this Congress; 
I am sure that he never ever pointed a finger at an empty chair and accused a man 
of being unAmerican I am sure; and I am sure that you do not condone a thing like 
that. 

Mr. MICHEL. I do not condone that. But what I would like to know is when are we 
going to get about prescribing these? 

Mr. O’NEILL. The interesting thing about it, I had already talked with my members 
and I had already planned on my side to have an ad hoc committee to look into what 
has been going on and to look into changing the rules and when do you plan for a thing 
like this? 

Mr. MICHEL. Would minority members have a voice in that? 
Mr. O’NEILL. Well, we are the majority; it is our responsibility to see that this House 

is run in a fair and adequate manner and that is what we try to do. 
Mr. MICHEL. Well, if it is fair, that is one thing. 
Mr. O’NEILL. I am sure if you want to appoint a committee of your members to look 

into it. Furthermore, I am surprised that you have not heard of what has been taking 
place around here. I mean, there has been so much concern. 

Mr. MICHEL. I did not know of the incident referred to. 
Mr. O’NEILL. I am sure when 100 members of the Democratic Party gather together 

to talk about what is taking place, I have not had any personal feeling about it. My per-
sonal feeling is that everybody, I think, and I hate to be political; we have been told 
we are making votes, we are making votes. 

But it is not a question of making votes, it is a question of a man standing before 
this microphone and pointing his finger to people who are not in here and giving the 
belief to people at home: ‘‘That man made such a statement.’’ It sounds ridiculous 20 
years later, maybe. ‘‘Why don’t you stand and defend it?’’ And the man is home is Massa-
chusetts or the man is back in California or something of that nature. 

Mr. WALKER just happened to be the incident when it took place. I did not know it 
was Mr. WALKER. Had it been a Democrat, it would have been the same thing. Today 
I understand there is a Democrat on. 

We will take the wide lens. I do not think there was anything wrong in what was 
done the other day. As a matter of fact, as far as I can think the public thinks it was 
the right thing to do. 

I do not have anything else to say. 

§ 3.3 The Minority Whip inserted in the Congressional Record cor-
respondence between himself and the chair of the Committee on 
Rules and its Subcommittee on the Legislative Process, relative to 
the operation and control of the broadcasting of House pro-
ceedings. 
On June 7, 1984,(58) the following submissions were made to the Congres-

sional Record: 
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59. John Moakley (MA). 

CAMSCAM II

The SPEAKER pro tempore.(59) Under a previous order of the House, the gentleman 
from Mississippi (Mr. LOTT) is recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. [Trent] LOTT [of Mississippi]. Mr. Speaker, yesterday the House was prevented 
by the new Democrat Caucus–imposed rule restriction on appropriations amendments, 
from voting on an amendment by the gentleman from California (Mr. LEWIS) to require 
uniform TV camera coverage of our debates, gavel–to–gavel. As my colleagues are well 
aware, this whole controversy was precipitated on May 10 when the Speaker gave in-
structions to his control room operators of the remote control cameras in the galleries, 
to begin using wide–angle shots of the Chamber during special orders. As has been point-
ed out on previous occasions, this was done without prior notice or consultation with the 
minority. 

Mr. Speaker, yesterday was but one more indication that the Democratic leadership 
is not willing to permit the House a chance to decide on the wisdom or fairness of this 
new policy or consider the alternative which we have suggested which is to permit the 
viewing public to see the entire Chamber on a periodic and uniform basis throughout 
each day’s proceedings. 

I have met with similar resistance to hearings and deliberations on this matter in the 
Rules Committee which has direct jurisdiction over the broadcast rule—House Rule I, 
clause 9. I have written to both Chairman PEPPER and Subcommittee Chairman LONG 
requesting such hearings so that we might responsibly exercise our jurisdictional duties 
and defuse this partisan panning controversy. 

In both instances my requests were rejected on the grounds that a Democratic Caucus 
task force or committee is looking into this matter, as is the alleged bipartisan Speaker’s 
Advisory Committee on Broadcasting. While I have no objection to have various ad hoc 
party groups make their recommendations, indeed, our own Republican conference has 
already endorsed a uniform panning policy, I do not think this must be handled ulti-
mately by a duly constituted committee of the House, and the sooner the better. 

The caucus study committee is not likely to bring any rules changes forward until the 
first day of the next Congress, and then ask that it be included in the new rules of the 
99th Congress, without opportunity for Rules Committee consideration. The Speaker’s 
Advisory Committee presents even more difficult problems. In the first place, it has been 
defunct since the 96th Congress, despite efforts by the Speaker and Chairmen PEPPER 
and LONG to claim its existence. Moreover, even if it is reactivated and reappointed, it 
has a ratio of 4 Democrats to 1 Republican—hardly a confidence building ratio in terms 
of a fair and bipartisan solution. 

At this point in the Record, Mr. Speaker, I include my exchange of correspondence 
with Chairmen PEPPER and LONG. In future special orders I intend to further discuss 
the history of the Speaker’s Broadcast Advisory Committee. The items follow: 

Committee on Rules
SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE LEGISLATIVE PROCESS

Washington, D.C., May 15, 1984. 
HON. GILLIS W. LONG, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on the Legislative Process, Longworth Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR GILLIS: I am writing to ask that you schedule at the earliest possible time a 
hearing of our subcommittee on the matter of current problems connected with the oper-
ation of the House broadcasting system. 
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As you know, considerable furor has been raised about the Speaker’s recent policy 
switch on camera directions during special orders. While I do not question the Speaker’s 
right under House Rules to make such changes, I think legitimate questions have been 
raised about its selective application and possible effects. 

Our subcommittee does retain oversight jurisdiction over the House broadcast rule and 
indeed has listed it as one of our possible areas for further study in this Congress in 
its March 1, 1983, oversight plan submitted to the Committee on Government Oper-
ations. I think the time has come for us to take this responsibility seriously, and on a 
bipartisan basis. I look forward to your response. 

Sincerely yours, 
TRENT LOTT. 

Democratic Caucus,
U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

Washington, D.C., May 16, 1984. 
HON. TRENT LOTT, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR TRENT: Thank you for your letter of May 15. 
As I’m sure you are aware, there currently exists a bipartisan committee, charged with 

the responsibility of reviewing the operations of the House Broadcast System. That is the 
Speaker’s Advisory Committee on Broadcasting of which I am a Member. David Stock-
man held the Republican seat on that committee until he resigned from Congress, and 
it is my understanding that his vacancy has never been filled. 

That bipartisan committee is the appropriate vehicle to make recommendations con-
cerning the rules governing the televising of House proceedings. Under the normal proce-
dures of our Caucus, its recommendations would be examined by our Caucus Committee 
on Organization, Study and Review and by our full Democratic Caucus before being in-
troduced for action in the House. 

With very best wishes, I am 
Sincerely, 

GILLIS W. LONG. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, D.C., May 22, 1984. 

HON. GILLIS W. LONG, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on the Legislative Process, House Committee on Rules, 
Longworth House office Building, Washington, D.C. 

DEAR GILLIS: Thank you for your letter of May 16 in response to my request for a 
subcommittee hearing on House broadcast–related problems. 

I appreciate the fact that the Rules Committee had originally recommended that some 
existing or new committee assist the Speaker in the ‘‘management, oversight, and im-
provement or all activities and policies connected with audio and visual coverage and 
broadcasting of House floor proceedings,’’ and that the Speaker initially appointed the 
‘‘Speaker’s Advisory Committee on Broadcasting’’ in the 96th Congress for that purpose. 

However, in reviewing our leadership files, I have found that the Advisory Committee 
has been defunct in the 97th and 98th Congresses. On March 12, 1981, our Republican 
Leader, Mr. Michel, transmitted to the Speaker the name of Congressman Bill Thomas 
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to replace Dave Stockman on the Advisory Committee. Some six weeks later our ranking 
Republican on the House Administration Committee, Mr. Frenzel, in response to an in-
quiry on the Advisory Committee, had his staff check with the Speaker’s Office and was 
informed that the committee has not been reappointed by the Speaker. It is true that 
Representative Rose has continued to assist the Speaker in an advisory capacity in the 
97th and 98th Congresses, but, in neither Congress was the committee reappointed, nor 
was our leadership approached on filling any vacancy. 

Moreover, even if the Advisory Committee is not reactivated, I think you will agree 
with me that the ultimate authority for any revisions in the broadcast rule is solely with-
in our jurisdiction. Republican Leader Michel, for instance, introduced H. Res. 500 on 
May 17th, requiring uniform coverage of the Chamber throughout each day’s proceedings, 
and that resolution has been referred to our committee. 

Because the House broadcast–related problems are of some immediate consequence and 
urgency, I think it would be best to approach this in a responsible, bipartisan fashion 
in our committee right now, rather than to wait for the recommendations of either the 
Advisory Committee or the Caucus Committee studying possible rules revisions. I have 
therefore written to Chairman Pepper, who also shares my concern about the future of 
House broadcast coverage, and asked that this matter be taken–up by the Rules Com-
mittee. I am including a copy of that letter for your information. 

Thank you again for taking the time to respond so expeditiously to my request. I do 
hope you will reconsider my suggestion in light of the urgency of the problem and our 
committee’s prerogatives and jurisdiction over this issue. 

With warm personal regards. I am 
Very truly yours, 

TRENT LOTT 

Enclosure. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, D.C., May 18, 1984. 

HON. CLAUDE PEPPER, 
Chairman House Committee on Rules, 
H–312 Capitol Building, Washington, D.C. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I read with interest your one–minute speech in the May 16 Con-
gressional Record in which you indicated that, ‘‘whoever perverts the use of television 
endangers the continuity of that practice.’’ You went on: ‘‘It is just a question of time, 
if that continues, until it will be discontinued.’’ 

As one who served with you on the Rules Subcommittee in 1977–78 that helped to 
develop the current House broadcast rule and procedures, I share your concern that tele-
vision coverage not be allowed to dominate or distort our proceedings. You were the pio-
neer in Congress who as long as 1944 introduced the first broadcast resolution in the 
Congress as a means of bringing our government closer to the people, and I think your 
continued efforts over the years to bring this dream to fruition have realized that goal. 

Because I share your concern about the future of the House broadcast system given 
the current politicization and emotionalism surrounding that issue, I think you can play 
an important role, as both the founding father of congressional broadcasting and chair-
man of the Rules Committee, in helping to resolve some of the problems which currently 
surround House broadcasting. I would respectfully ask that you convene either a hearing 
or meeting of the Rules Committee and some of the principals involved to lay the bipar-
tisan ground work for some uniform rules of procedure for the operation of the broadcast 
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system in a manner that will not be construed by either Members or the public to involve 
political manipulation or control by either party. I think some excesses in this regard 
have been committed on both sides of the aisle, but I am not suggesting our committee 
rehash the details of those incidents. Instead, I think we can play a constructive role 
in depoliticizing the issue and insuring the future survivability of the House broadcast 
system. 

As you know, our committee retains primary jurisdiction over the House broadcast rule 
(Rule 1, clause 9), as well as oversight jurisdiction over the broadcast system. In fact, 
our committee’s oversight agenda submitted to the Government Operations Committee 
for this Congress on March 1, 1983, listed ‘‘broadcasting of House floor proceedings’’ as 
one of the 98th Congress, as did the Subcommittee on Legislative Process (H. Rept. 98– 
17, pp. 203 & 204). As such, I think we do have a legitimate responsibility and obligation 
to the House to look into this matter. 

On May 5, 1984, as the ranking minority member on the Subcommittee on Legislative 
Process, I wrote to Subcommittee Chairman Gillis Long making the same suggestion, and 
he responded on May 16 that the Speaker’s Advisory Committee on Broadcasting ‘‘is the 
appropriate vehicle to make recommendations concerning the rules governing the tele-
vising of House proceedings.’’ Their recommendations in turn, he went on, would be re-
viewed by the Democratic Caucus Committee on Organization Study and Review ‘‘before 
being introduced for action in the House.’’ 

While the Speaker’s Advisory Committee on Broadcasting was normally bipartisan in 
the 96th Congress, with three Democrats (Representatives Rose, Brooks, and Long) and 
one Republican (Representative Stockman), it has not been officially reappointed in either 
the 97th or 98th Congress, and today only Representative Rose serves in an advisory ca-
pacity to the Speaker. Chairman Long has erroneously indicated that the Advisory Com-
mittee still exists and that the Republicans have simply not filled the Stockman vacancy. 
The fact is that a replacement was presented to the Speaker on March 12, 1981, by the 
Republican Leader, but no appointments were made by the Speaker. 

Even if a working, bipartisan Advisory Committee still existed, which it does not, it 
would have no authority to directly recommend any rules changes to the House. That 
is our function under Rule X, and I know you jealously guard our committee’s preroga-
tives. Moreover, the Rules Committee not has pending before it H. Res. 500, introduced 
by Representatives Michel, Myself and others, on May 17th, amending the broadcast rule 
‘‘to provide for the periodic visual broadcast coverage of the entire House Chamber on 
a uniform basis throughout each day’s proceedings.’’ I think this resolution could serve 
as a useful starting point for our committee in attempting to defuse the issue of selective 
panning of the Chamber during only part of the day’s proceedings. 

I hope that you will take the above suggestions in the serious vein in which they are 
intended. As a member of both the Republican leadership and the Rules Committee, I 
share your concerns about the institution of the House and the future of our broadcast 
system. I strongly feel we should act now as the duly elected committee of the House 
having jurisdiction over this matter before the situation deteriorates further. I do not 
think we have the luxury of waiting for the recommendations of a one–man Democratic 
advisory committee or a Democratic Caucus task force, nor do I think it advisable to pro-
ceed with this on a partisan basis as both approaches suggest. The results, no matter 
how well–intentioned, can hardly be expected to gain the confidence or acceptance of our 
part if we are not a part of the formulation process. I think the Rules Committee, on 
the other hand, as the leadership committee of both parties, can proceed to address the 
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61. 131 CONG. REC. 38106–107, 99th Cong. 1st Sess.; House Rules and Manual § 684 

(2017). 
62. Dale Kildee (MI). 

problem in a bipartisan, responsible, and dispassionate manner that will have the best 
interests of the institution in mind. I hope you will agree. 

With warm personal regards, I am 
Very truly yours, 

TRENT LOTT. 

U.S. House of Representatives
COMMITTEE ON RULES

Washington, D.C., May 24, 1984. 
HON. TRENT LOTT, 
2400 Rayburn House Office Building, Washington, D.C. 

DEAR TRENT: I am in receipt of your letter dated May 18, 1984, concerning the subject 
of the House broadcasting system. 

I know you are aware of the Speaker’s Advisory Committee on Broadcasting, a bipar-
tisan group dedicated to reviewing the operation of the broadcast system. Additionally, 
the Speaker has referred the matter to the Democratic Caucus Committee on Organiza-
tion, Study, and Review, which is chaired by our able Rules Committee colleague, Martin 
Frost. 

In light of this, I think it is better that we do not consider the question of the House 
broadcast system at this time. The Committee, of course, retains jurisdiction over the 
matter and we may wish to undertake some study in the future. 

Kindest regards, and 
Always sincerely, 

CLAUDE PEPPER, Chairman. 

§ 3.4 In response to a parliamentary inquiry, the Speaker pro tem-
pore indicated that the Speaker’s directive of the 98th Congress(60) 
(that there be periodic wide–angle television coverage of special– 
order speeches with captions indicating completion of all legisla-
tive business), did not apply in situations where legislative busi-
ness would be resumed, and that the Clerk had properly focused 
the cameras only on the Member speaking during such interim 
special orders. 
On December 19, 1985,(61) the Chair entertained parliamentary inquiries 

as follows: 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRIES

Mr. [Robert] WALKER [of Pennsylvania]. Mr. Speaker, I have a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore.(62) The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, it has been my understanding that as of last year the 

ruling of the Chair is that while we are proceeding on special orders that the entire 

VerDate dec 05 2003 15:02 Dec 20, 2017 Jkt 000000 PO 00000 Frm 00414 Fmt 8875 Sfmt 8875 F:\PRECEDIT\WORKING\VOL1WORKING 4474-B



399 

HOUSE FACILITIES AND CAPITOL GROUNDS Ch. 4 § 3 

63. Parliamentarian’s Note: Rep. Walker’s assertion that cameras had panned the Chamber 
the preceding week during interim special orders was incorrect, as the Clerk had never 
provided such panning coverage unless the ‘‘crawl’’ under the picture indicated that leg-
islative business had been completed for the day. 

Chamber of the House is to be shown at intervals while we are in the process of pro-
ceeding with those special orders. 

It is my understanding that during the special orders that have taken place both yes-
terday and today, that particular ruling of the Chair has not been followed. 

Can the Chair inform us whether or not this is another instance where we have 
changed the rules without informing the membership of the change, or just why it is that 
under these circumstances the special orders evidently have not followed the procedures 
of the Chair with regard to the television cameras?(63) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. [Dale] KILDEE [of Michigan]). The Chair is not aware 
of any change in the Speaker’s guidelines. I suppose the gentleman could address his 
comments to those who originally made that decision, but the Chair is not aware of any 
change in the application of the guidelines. 

The Chair did announce that the House has not yet completed legislative business for 
the day and would return to legislative business. 

Mr. WALKER. A further parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
It is my understanding that the ruling of the Chair related to the time spent on special 

orders. I am not aware that it had any provision in it that if those special orders come 
before legislative business has been completed that at that point the cameras would not 
sweep the Chamber. My understanding was that once we go onto special orders that the 
cameras are supposed to be sweeping the entire House. That has not been happening. 

The only thing I can assume is that we have had a change in policy that has taken 
place. If I understand the Chair correctly, there has been no change in policy, so then 
my question is: Why are the rules not being followed? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk’s interpretation of that change was that that 
was to be done after legislative business has been completed. The cameras have never 
panned the House until that time. The Speaker’s guidelines provide that until such time 
as all legislative business has been completed with a crawl on the screen so indicating 
the cameras will not pan the House, and legislative business has not yet been completed 
today. 

Mr. WALKER. A further parliamentary inquiry. It seems to me that this is a different 
interpretation from anything that the Members have ever been informed of, and that in-
deed, then, it sounds to me as though we are making another one of these changes that 
takes place without any information coming to the minority. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will respond again. 
This has been the practice, and the last 2 days have not been different than prior prac-

tice. Prior practice has been that at the end of legislative business when the House pro-
ceeds on special orders, the camera will pan the entire House. 

The House has not completed legislative business today, nor had it yesterday. 
Mr. WALKER. A further parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
Then why, last Wednesday, when we had a similar circumstance on a special order 

that was taking place prior to legislative business being completed, that the Chamber 
was being swept? Am I to understand at that point, then, that the rules were not being 
observed? 
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64. 140 CONG. REC. 2244, 103d Cong. 2d Sess. 
65. Thomas Foley (WA). 
66. House Rules and Manual § 684 (2017). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there has been inconsistency, it has not been inten-
tional and the Chair will look into that. 

Mr. WALKER. A further parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
Can we not, then, have a definitive statement of just what the policy is with regard 

to panning the Chamber during the time that special orders are under way? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will refer the response to that question that 

the gentleman just asked again to the Speaker and on the Speaker pro tempore. 
Mr. WALKER. A further parliamentary inquiry: Are we going to have a definitive 

statement made on that prior to the close of business today? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will look into the matter and raise the gentle-

man’s question with the Speaker. 
Mr. WALKER. I thank the Chair. 

§ 3.5 After the House had agreed to a 90–day trial period of periodic 
structured debates during special–order speeches and morning– 
hour debate on certain days, the Speaker announced a suspension 
of the policy of panning the Chamber during such non–legislative 
debate. 
On February 11, 1994,(64) the House agreed to a trial period of structured 

‘‘Oxford–style’’ debates during special–order speeches and morning–hour de-
bate, with revisions to the policy of panning the Chamber as follows: 

VACATION OF PREVIOUSLY GRANTED SPECIAL ORDERS AND ESTABLISH-
MENT OF FORMAT FOR RECOGNITION OF FUTURE SPECIAL ORDERS
. . . 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER.(65) With respect to special orders to address the House for up to 1 hour 
at the conclusion of legislative business or on days when no legislative business is sched-
uled, the Chair announces that: . . . 

Third, pursuant to clause 9(b)(1) of rule 1, during this trial period the television cam-
eras will not pan the Chamber, but a crawl indicating morning hour or that the House 
has completed its legislative business and is proceeding with special–order speeches will 
appear on the screen. Other television camera adaptations during this period may be an-
nounced by the Chair; . . . 

Other Broadcasting Issues 

§ 3.6 The Speaker exercised authority under clause 9(a) of rule I 
(now clause 1 of rule V)(66) to permit closed–circuit television view-
ing, for the first time, of legislative proceedings other than House 
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67. 131 CONG. REC. 9702, 99th Cong. 1st Sess. See also Precedents (Wickham) Ch. 2 § 4.2; 
Precedents (Wickham) Ch. 8; and Precedents (Wickham) Ch. 9. 

floor proceedings (in this case, proceedings of the Committee on 
House Administration). 
On April 29, 1985,(67) a Member announced to the House the Speaker’s 

directive to telecast proceedings of the Committee on House Administration 
task force (conducting a recount of ballots in an election contest) that was 
filmed by and provided to the House by the National Republican Congres-
sional Committee: 

VIEWING OF TASK FORCE PROCEEDINGS ON INDIANA ELECTION CONTEST 
SCHEDULED

(Mr. ROSE asked and was given permission to address the House for 1 minute and 
to revise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. [Charles] ROSE [of North Carolina]. Mr. Speaker, beginning this afternoon at 2 
o’clock over the House of Representatives in–house television system, the House Broad-
casting System will begin showing the first half of approximately 9 hours and 6 minutes 
of videotapes of the elections task force meeting in Evansville, IN. 

The tapes will not constitute an official record of the task force or committee pro-
ceedings, and the proceedings were actually filmed by and the tapes provided by the Na-
tional Republican Congressional Committee. These tapes will be about 9 hours and 6 
minutes of a total of 28 hours and 43 minutes of public task force and committee delib-
erations. They do not contain a full record of all the discussion of any of the issues de-
cided. The Speaker of the House has agreed that these tapes will be shown, as he was 
requested by the minority leader, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MICHEL]. 

Mr. [William] FRENZEL [of Minnesota]. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ROSE. I am happy to yield to the gentleman from Minnesota. 
Mr. FRENZEL. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman for yielding. 
We on the minority side are delighted that this broadcast will begin. At the Speaker’s 

request, there will be a disclaimer showing that the films were indeed made by and are 
the property of the National Republican Congressional Committee. The gentleman from 
North Carolina has graciously guaranteed that this videotape, which is the property of 
its owner, will not be copied by the Architect or the House Broadcasting System. 

I would take this time to remind the Members that those of you who have VCR equip-
ment in your offices got it under the rules that any use of it will be for your own per-
sonal use exclusively, and that any transfer to other parties by lease, sale, or gift or for 
any other purposes is expressly forbidden. It is the desire of the owners of these tapes, 
and in accordance with the House rules, as nearly as I can figure, that they be used 
for the education of House Members exclusively, and I would ask the gentleman from 
North Carolina whether that is his understanding in this matter. 

Mr. ROSE. Mr. Speaker, that is my understanding. The gentleman has stated it cor-
rectly. 

Mr. [Byron] DORGAN [of North Dakota]. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ROSE. I will be happy to yield in just 1 minute. 
Mr. Speaker, just to repeat, we will begin at 2 o’clock this afternoon on channel 6 of 

our in–house cable system the first 41⁄2 hours, and then at 9 o’clock tomorrow morning 
we will begin the last half of approximately 41⁄2 hours. 

VerDate dec 05 2003 15:02 Dec 20, 2017 Jkt 000000 PO 00000 Frm 00417 Fmt 8875 Sfmt 8875 F:\PRECEDIT\WORKING\VOL1WORKING 4474-B



402 

PRECEDENTS OF THE HOUSE Ch. 4 § 3 

68. House Rules and Manual § 704 (2017). 
69. 131 CONG. REC. 9821, 9822, 99th Cong. 1st Sess.; House Rules and Manual §§ 684, 704 

(2017). 
70. Thomas O’Neill (MA). 
71. 157 CONG. REC. 9494, 112th Cong. 1st Sess. 
72. Parliamentarian’s Note: The sitting for the official photograph is a recurring event that 

takes place each Congress. 

§ 3.7 A resolution directing the Speaker to provide for audio and vis-
ual broadcast coverage of the House while Members are voting 
constitutes a question of the privileges of the House under rule 
IX (68) involving the integrity of House proceedings, where House 
rules required ‘‘complete’’ broadcast coverage and no coverage of 
voting had been permitted. 
On April 30, 1985,(69) the following resolution was raised as a question 

of the privileges of the House: 

PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE—PROVIDING FOR AUDIO AND VISUAL 
BROADCAST COVERAGE OF CHAMBER DURING VOTES

Mr. [Trent] LOTT [of Mississippi]. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of the privileges 
of the House, and I send to the desk a privileged resolution (H. Res. 150) and ask for 
its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER.(70) The Clerk will report the resolution. 
H. RES. 150 

Whereas, clause 9(b)(1) of rule I of the Rules of the House of Representatives requires 
that the Speaker ‘‘devise and implement a system subject to his direction and control 
for complete and unedited audio and visual broadcasting of the proceedings of the House 
of Representatives.’’; and 

Whereas, voting in the House is an integral part of the proceedings of the House; and 
Whereas, the audio and visual broadcast coverage of House proceedings is currently 

being discontinued while Members are voting; and 
Whereas, the interruption of audio and visual broadcast coverage of House proceedings 

while Members are voting affects the integrity of the proceedings of the House and thus 
raises a question of privilege of the House; Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Speaker is hereby authorized and directed, pursuant to his respon-
sibilities under clause 9(b)(1) of rule I of the House, to provide for the audio and visual 
broadcast coverage of the Chamber while Members are voting. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s resolution as to the issue raised does state a question 
of privilege. . . . 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution is agreed to. 
There was no objection. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

Still Photography in the Chamber 

§ 3.8 The House by unanimous consent considered and adopted a 
resolution providing for an official photograph of the House of 
Representatives to be taken while in actual session. 
On June 16, 2011,(71) the House provided for the taking of the official 

photograph of the House of Representatives(72) as follows: 
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73. Lee Terry (NE). 
74. 157 CONG. REC. 12031, 112th Cong. 1st Sess. 
75. John Boehner (OH). 

PERMITTING OFFICIAL PHOTOGRAPHS OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA-
TIVES TO BE TAKEN WHILE THE HOUSE IS IN ACTUAL SESSION ON A 
DATE DESIGNATED BY THE SPEAKER

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent the 
committee on House Administration be discharged from further consideration of House 
Resolution 299 and ask for its immediate consideration in the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolution. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore.(73) Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from 

California? 
There was no objection. 
The text of the resolution is as follows: 

H. RES. 299 
Resolved, That on such date as the Speaker of the House of Representatives may des-

ignate, official photographs of the House may be taken while the House is in actual ses-
sion. Payment for the costs associated with taking, preparing, and distributing such pho-
tographs may be made from the applicable accounts of the House of Representatives. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

Pursuant to a previous order by resolution, the House sat for its official 
photograph for the 112th Congress on July 26, 2011:(74) 

OFFICIAL PHOTOGRAPH OF 112TH CONGRESS

The SPEAKER.(75) Pursuant to House Resolution 299, this time has been designated 
for the taking of the official photo of the House of Representatives in session. 

The House will be in a brief recess while the Chamber is being prepared for the photo. 
As soon as the photographer indicates that these preparations are complete, the Chair 
will call the House to order to resume its actual session for the taking of the photograph. 
At that point the Members will take their cues from the photographer. Shortly after the 
photographer is finished, the House will proceed with its business. 

f 

RECESS

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair declares the House in 
recess while the Chamber is being prepared. 

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 50 minutes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House was called to order by the Speaker at 1 o’clock 
and 55 minutes p.m. 
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76. 119 CONG. REC. 16512, 93d Cong. 1st Sess. The House has also adopted a resolution 
authorizing the Speaker to admit individuals to the Hall of the House to obtain film 
footage of the House in session to be shown in the Capitol Visitor Center. See § 5.1, 
infra. 

77. Carl Albert (OK). 
78. 121 CONG. REC. 22575, 94th Cong. 1st Sess. See also 121 CONG. REC. 24317, 94th 

Cong. 1st Sess. (July 23, 1975). For similar resolutions authorizing individuals to be 
on the floor of the House to document proceedings, see § 5.1, infra; and § 1.7, supra. 

(Thereupon, the Members sat for the official photograph of the House of Representa-
tives for the 112th Congress.) 

§ 3.9 The House agreed to a resolution authorizing the U.S. Capitol 
Historical Society to take official pictures of the House in session 
for inclusion in their publication ‘‘We the People’’ (and for non-
profit news and educational purposes), and, pursuant to that au-
thority, the Speaker announced the time for taking said pictures. 
On May 22, 1973,(76) the following occurred: 

Mr. [Ray] MADDEN [of Indiana]. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on Rules, 
I call up House Resolution 404 and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution as follows: 
H. RES. 404 

Resolved, That at time designated by the Speaker, the United States Capitol Historical 
Society shall be permitted to take official pictures of the House while in actual session 
for inclusion in the new edition of ‘‘We the People’’. The pictures shall also be available 
for legitimate nonprofit news and educational purposes. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER.(77) The Chair desires to make a special announcement. 
Pursuant to the provisions of House Resolution 404, the Chair desires to inform Mem-

bers that a picture of the Members in session will be taken at approximately 3 p.m. on 
tomorrow, Wednesday, May 23. 

On July 14, 1975,(78) the House agreed to a similar resolution authorizing 
the United States Capitol Historical Society to take official pictures in the 
Chamber for inclusion in the new edition of ‘‘We the People’’: 

AUTHORIZING OFFICIAL PICTURES OF THE HOUSE FOR ‘‘WE THE PEOPLE’’

Mr. [Thomas] O’NEILL [of Massachusetts]. Mr. Speaker, I call up House Resolution 
597 and ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 

VerDate dec 05 2003 15:02 Dec 20, 2017 Jkt 000000 PO 00000 Frm 00420 Fmt 8875 Sfmt 8875 F:\PRECEDIT\WORKING\VOL1WORKING 4474-B



405 

HOUSE FACILITIES AND CAPITOL GROUNDS Ch. 4 § 3 

79. Carl Albert (OK). 
80. 124 CONG. REC. 34085, 95th Cong. 2d Sess. 
81. Thomas O’Neill (MA). 
82. 142 CONG. REC. 12187, 104th Cong. 2d Sess. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 
H. RES. 597 

Resolved. That at a time designated by the Speaker, the United States Capitol Histor-
ical Society shall be permitted to take official pictures of the House while in actual ses-
sion for inclusion in the new edition of ‘‘We the People’’. The pictures shall also be avail-
able for legitimate nonprofit news and educational purposed. 

The SPEAKER.(79) Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Massachu-
setts? 

There was no objection. 
The resolution was agree to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

Microphones 

§ 3.10 The Speaker assured Members in response to a parliamentary 
inquiry that he would require Members propounding unanimous– 
consent requests of a legislative nature to make their requests 
from a microphone in order to protect all Members. 
On October 6, 1978,(80) the Chair responded to the following parliamen-

tary inquiry: 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. [John] ASHBROOK [of Ohio]. Mr. Speaker, I have a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER.(81) The gentleman will state his parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, we are in the last few days of this session. There was 

considerable confusion this morning. The Members could not hear most of the requests 
which were made. 

The Speaker in the past has assured the Members that any unanimous–consent re-
quests other than a personal request would be repeated to the House. I can assume the 
Speaker will continue that practice for those of us who cannot hear what is going on 
in the well. 

My parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker, in this: Will the Speaker continue, in his fair 
manner, to protect the Members with respect to the making of any unanimous–consent 
requests other than something of a personal nature, which are made in the well? Am 
I correct in that assumption, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the gentleman is correct. All Members’ inter-
ests will be protected. 

§ 3.11 In response to a parliamentary inquiry, the Chair informed a 
Member that he may speak at any microphone on the floor. 
On May 22, 1996,(82) the Chair responded to the following parliamentary 

inquiry: 
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83. Robert Walker (PA). 
84. 157 CONG. REC. 5684–85, 112th Cong. 1st Sess. 
85. Michael Conaway (TX). 
86. House Rules and Manual § 622 (2017). 
87. 134 CONG. REC. 4085–87, 100th Cong. 2d Sess. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. [George] GEKAS [of Pennsylvania]. Mr. Speaker, parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore.(83) The gentleman may state his parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. GEKAS. Mr. Speaker, am I permitted to go to the other podium now when I finish 

here? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may select his own place to speak. 

§ 3.12 In the event of a malfunctioning microphone on the floor, the 
Chair asked all Members to refrain from using the microphone 
until the problem could be investigated. 
On April 8, 2011,(84) the following occurred: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.(85) The Chair is investigating the source of the micro-
phone malfunction. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would ask that Members suspend use of that 
microphone until we determine the problem. 

§ 3.13 Clause 2 of rule I,(86) which directs the Speaker to preserve 
order and decorum in the House, authorizes the Chair to order the 
microphones turned off if being utilized by a Member, who has not 
been properly recognized, to engage in disorderly behavior. 
On March 16, 1988,(87) the following occurred: 

GOP AND THE POLITICS OF CYNICISM IN CENTRAL AMERICA

(Mr. COELHO asked and was given permission to address the House for 1 minute and 
to revise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. [Tony] COELHO [of California]. Mr. Speaker, when the Republicans voted 171 to 
5 to kill Contra aid this month, were they voting their consciences or playing politics? 
The answer can be found in today’s Washington Post. . . . 

f 

LET US HAVE ANOTHER VOTE ON CONTRA AID

(Mr. DORNAN of California asked and was given permission to address the House for 
1 minute and to revise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. [Robert] DORNAN [of California]. Mr. Speaker, and I address a different Member 
of this Chamber from New York, because you have left your chair, and Mr. Majority 
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Whip from California, you have also fled the floor. In 10 years JIM and TONY—I am not 
using any traditional titles like ‘‘distinguished gentleman’’—JIM and TONY, in 10 years 
I have never heard on this floor so obnoxious a statement as I heard from Mr. COELHO, 
which means ‘‘rabbit’’ in Portuguese, as ugly a statement as was just delivered. Mr. 
COELHO said that we on our side of the aisle and those conservative Democrats, particu-
larly those representing States which border the Gulf of Mexico, sold out the Contras. 
That is absurd, and I’ll tell you why. . . . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. [Gary] ACKERMAN [of New York]). The time of the 
gentleman from California [Mr. DORNAN] has expired. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Wait a minute. On Honduran soil and on Nicaraguan soil. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. DORNAN of California. And it was set up in this House as you set up the betrayal 

of the Bay of Pigs. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. DORNAN of California. I ask—wait a minute—I ask unanimous consent for 30 

seconds. People are dying. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. DORNAN of California. People are dying. 
Mr. [Harold] VOLKMER [of Missouri]. Mr. Speaker regular order, regular order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. Will the Sergeant 

at Arms please turn off the microphone? 
Mr. DORNAN of California. You get your regular order, people are dying. You get your 

regular order now. People are dying because of this Chamber. I demand a Contra vote 
on aid to the Democratic Resistance and the freedom fighters in Central America. In the 
name of God and liberty and decency I demand another vote in this Chamber next week. 

Don’t get a hernia and break your gavel. Don’t get a hernia. 

f 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRIES

Mr. [Judd] GREGG [of New Hampshire]. Mr. Speaker, I have a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. [Gary] ACKERMAN [of New York]). The gentleman will 

state his parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, I was just in my office viewing the proceedings here, and 

during one of the proceedings, when the gentleman from California [Mr. DORNAN] was 
addressing the House, it was drawn to my attention that the Speaker requested that Mr. 
DORNAN’s microphone be turned off, upon which Mr. DORNAN’s microphone was turned 
off. 

Mr. Speaker, my inquiry of the Chair is: Under what rule does the Speaker decide 
to gag opposite Members of the House? Under what rule does the Speaker decide to close 
down the debate and pursue a policy of shutting up the opposition by now allowing us 
access to the public and to the media and to our own microphones, the microphones of 
this House? Under what rule of this House or of our country or our Constitution is free-
dom of the speech so grossly violated in this institution? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asked to proceed for 1 minute—— 
Mr. GREGG. No, I am asking that of the Chair. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is referring to Mr. DORNAN. He requested per-

mission of the Chair to proceed for 1 minute, and that permission was granted by the 
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House. Mr. DORNAN grossly exceeded the limits and abused the privilege far in excess 
of 1 minute, and the Chair proceeded to restore order and decorum to the House. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, I see nothing in the rules of this House that gives the 
Speaker of this House the capacity to turn off the debate of this House by requesting 
that the speakers be turned off or that the microphone be turned off so that a Member 
cannot make his point. In fact, at the time the point was being made, Mr. DORNAN was 
asking unanimous consent, as I recall. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. [Gary] ACKERMAN [of New York]). The Chair will 
state that unless a person receives permission to address the House, under the rules of 
the House he is not addressing the House. 

The gentleman from California [Mr. DORNAN] requested permission for 1 minute, that 
permission was given to him by the Chair with the unanimous consent of this body, the 
gentleman from California [Mr. DORNAN] abused the unanimous consent of every Member 
of this body by grossly exceeding his time. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, that is—— 
Mr. [Robert] WALKER [of Pennsylvania]. Mr. Speaker, what rule are you referring to? 
Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, I have not yielded. 
I have not heard the Chair respond to my inquiry which is what ruling is the Chair 

referring to which allows him to turn off the microphone of a Member who has the floor? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Clause 2 of rule I. 
Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, I would ask that that rule be read. I would ask that that 

rule be read, Mr. Speaker, so that I may understand how the Chair can interpret it to 
mean that he can close down the process of free speech in the one institution in this 
world which most represents free speech? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It reads, 2. He shall preserve order and decorum, and, 
in case of disturbance or disorderly conduct in the galleries, or in the lobby, may cause 
the same to be cleared. . . . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair repeatedly rapped the gavel quite loudly for 
all to hear and told the gentleman from California [Mr. DORNAN] that his time had ex-
pired. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, is the Chair taking the position that by rapping the gavel 
and when no response occurs in this House, that that gavel rapping, of which has become 
almost commonplace during the 1–minute process, that the Chair then can proceed to 
turn off the microphones of the speaker who is speaking? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair allows Members the courtesy of knowing their 
time has expired by rapping the gavel. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, the Chair has just ruled, therefore, that Members of the 
Republican side it appears, because—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is the ruling of the Chair that the gentleman from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GREGG] was recognized for a parliamentary inquiry. The parliamentary 
inquiry was responded to, and the House will now proceed. 

Mrs. [Lynn] MARTIN [of Illinois]. Parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. GREGG. Is the Chair now shutting me off? Will the Chair shut off my microphone 

also, is that the plan, if I continue? Does the Chair intend to turn off my microphone? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. GREGG] was 

recognized for a parliamentary inquiry. The Chair has answered the gentleman’s par-
liamentary inquiry. 
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Mr. GREGG. I have a further parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. Is it the Chair’s 
intention to turn off my microphone? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the gentleman’s parliamentary inquiry? 
Mr. GREGG. My parliamentary inquiry is that I want to know how the Chair can spe-

cifically turn off the microphone and what rule the Chair does it under, because the 
Chair has not answered that question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has responded to the parliamentary inquiry 
of the gentleman from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, I reserve my time, and yield to the gentlewoman from Illi-
nois [Mrs. MARTIN]. 

Mr. [Daniel] LUNGREN [of California]. Mr. Speaker, parliamentary inquiry. 
Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. Parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair advises that a Member may not yield time to 

another Member under a parliamentary inquiry. 
Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I have a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlewoman will state her parliamentary inquiry. 
Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. The gentlewoman from Illinois would inquire of the Chair, 

because it was difficult occasionally to hear the rather strained ruling from the Chair, 
when I heard the Chair read from the rule, and I hope the Chair will recheck that sen-
tence, because the Chair talked about disturbances in the gallery and disturbances out-
side the floor of the House. 

Would the Speaker reread the exact sentence that would indicate why and how a 
microphone could be turned off of a duly elected Member of the House on the floor of 
the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will proceed to explain it one more time. 
Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. Please. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under rule I, clause 2—and I will only read the half of 

it that applies, so as not to cause confusion in the minds of those who appear to be con-
fused—‘‘He shall preserve order and decorum.’’ 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, the sentence goes on. 
Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. I believe, Mr. Speaker, that you have been requested specifi-

cally to quote that rule that affects a Member of the House on the floor, and that is 
not that sentence. We have the book, too, and the Chair knows it and I know it. I do 
not mind a Speaker ruling against us, even an unelected Speaker, but I will not accept 
on behalf of any Member, and this is an incredible right that is being abrogated and 
abridged here. The Chair is not saying that a Member of the House, is subject to the 
same rule, even though it does not state it, as applied to the gallery, will apply to Mem-
bers of the House. I do not believe that that can happen in an elected representative 
body. 

Mr. Speaker, would the Chair please quote how it affects an elected Member speaking 
on the floor? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will read just what he read before. 
‘‘He shall preserve order and decorum, and,—’’ Then it proceeds to speak about in an-

other place. 
‘‘Order and decorum’’ is not just in the halls and in the galleries. The word ‘‘and’’ is 

followed by a comma. 
Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, if I may, I will try again because surely, al-

though I recognize this is a difficult experience for the Chair, we are talking about speak-
ing on the floor of the House. We are not talking about a Member throwing things at 
the Speaker—as tempting as it may be. 
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88. 134 CONG. REC. 4079, 4081, 4084–87, 100th Cong. 2d Sess. 
89. House Rules and Manual § 704 (2017). 
90. Gary Ackerman (NY). 

What is the specific rule that says that the Chair can terminate the speech of a Mem-
ber? 

Mr. [Lawrence] SMITH [of Florida]. A point of personal privilege, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlewoman’s temptations are not a matter for this 

body to consider. 
Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I could not hear. 
Mr. SMITH of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of personal privilege. I believe 

that the words of the gentlewoman from Illinois [Mrs. MARTIN] are inciteful and spiteful 
and I demand that they be taken down. 

On March 17, 1988,(88) a resolution regarding the authority of the Chair 
to order that microphones be turned off in response to disorderly conduct 
by Members was determined not to constitute a question of privilege under 
rule IX:(89) 

PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a personal privilege of the House. 
Mr. LUNGREN. Mr. Speaker, parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I have a question of a privilege of the House under rule 

IX. 
Mr. LUNGREN. Mr. Speaker, parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore.(90) The gentleman will state his parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I have a question of privilege before the House under rule 

IX. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Whereas, the Speaker pro tempore ordered the microphone cut off as a duly–elected 
Member of the House was speaking; Be it therefore 

Resolved, That the Speaker, Speaker pro tempore, or any Member of the House as the 
Presiding Officer of the House of Representatives may not order the microphone to be cut 
off while any Member is speaking on the floor of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I think I must be recognized to debate my resolution, is 
that not correct? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution does not allege an abuse of the House 
rules, and is not a question of privilege. 

The House will proceed to the unfinished business. 
Pursuant to clause 5, rule I, the Chair will now put the question on each motion to 

suspend the rules on which further proceedings were postponed—— 
Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I question the ruling of the Chair. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the gentleman from Pennsylvania appealing the deci-

sion of the Chair? 
Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I am appealing the ruling of the Chair. 
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It is my understanding, Mr. Speaker, that I am given a chance to debate that issue. 
Mr. [Brian] DONNELLY [of Massachusetts]. Mr. Speaker, the vote is automatic. 
Mr. WALKER. I have 1 hour, I believe. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The appeal is debatable unless there is a motion to table. 
The gentleman from Washington [Mr. [Thomas] FOLEY] is recognized. 

MOTION TO TABLE OFFERED BY MR. FOLEY 

Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear the Speaker’s ruling with respect to the ap-
peal. Would the Speaker restate the ruling? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair had stated that the resolution did not raise 
a question of privilege from which ruling the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALKER] 
has appealed. 

Mr. FOLEY. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALKER] has appealed the ruling 
of the Chair, is that correct? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes, that is correct. 
Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to lay the appeal on the table. 
The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that the ayes ap-

peared to have it. 
Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote on the ground a quorum is not present 

and make the point of order that a quorum is not present. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evidently a quorum is not present. 
The Sergeant at Arms will notify absent Members. . . . 
Mr. [Richard] SCHULZE [of Pennsylvania] changed his vote from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 
So the motion to table the appeal was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRIES 

Mr. [Paul] HENRY [of Michigan]. Mr. Speaker, I have a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. [Gary] ACKERMAN [of New York]). The gentleman will 

state it. 
Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I rise for a point of parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. Speaker, I was among those who were on the floor during the exchange which we 

have been debating and would like to indicate it was the consensus of many of us that 
when the gentleman from California [Mr. DORNAN] was addressing the House the floor 
microphones were not turned off but the difficulty arose in part that the television broad-
cast, the C–SPAN microphones were cut off. Mr. Speaker, the rules of the House clearly 
stipulate that electronic broadcast of the proceedings of the House shall be a fair and 
accurate proceedings, recording and rendering of proceedings of the House. 

I am wondering if the Speaker would respond as to the appropriateness in this in-
stance when apparently the C–SPAN electronic broadcast of the proceedings of the House 
were cut off while the House microphones were not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Let the Chair assure the gentleman that the Chair was 
directing his remarks to the in–house microphones and certainly not to the coverage of 
the proceedings of the House by electronic media or the press. 

The unfinished business—— 
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Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. Speaker, I have a point of parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire if this Member is 

able to take a point of personal privilege, that is 1 hour of debate on the House floor 
at the moment it is granted, if I feel that my honor was impugned when the majority 
whip, who also spoke way beyond 1 minute, way beyond 60 seconds, if Mr. COELHO tells 
me that I have sold out the young men and women that I visited with not more than 
a month ago who are at this moment being strafed and rocketed by Soviet gunships, to 
tell me to my face—and I am sitting in the front row—that I sold them out impugn my 
honor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state a parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. DORNAN of California. Do I have a right for a point of personal privilege on that? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not a remedy that the gentleman has under the 

circumstances. 
Mr. DORNAN of California. May I ask the ruling of the Chair as to why I cannot 

maintain a point of personal privilege that my honor was impugned. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of personal privilege does not derive from words 

spoken in debate. 
Mr. DORNAN of California. Then, Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The unfinished business of the House—— 
Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. Speaker, point of personal privilege. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his point. 
Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. Speaker, I take a point of personal privilege that in 

violation of both House rules and tradition set forth when this House went on television 
on my birthday, April 3, 1979, that the representation of the—that the representation 
of the parliamentary procedures in this Chamber would be broadcast identically to Alas-
ka, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, and all U.S. States and territories in between. It is my under-
standing and my own hearing verifies this that my microphones were not cut off on the 
House floor, that the microphones were only cut off to my home in Garden Grove where 
my wife was watching and to all people observing these proceedings through the national 
technical means of these six cameras on this Chamber. 

My point of personal privilege is that I was offended as a Member by having my words 
cut off going to the outside world through the electronic means that this House voted 
for—not unanimously—voted for in this Chamber. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has already just previously stated that his di-
rections were to the House microphones and not to the electronic microphones. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Wait a minute, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to clause 5, rule I the Chair will now put the 

question on each motion—— 
Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. On which further proceedings were postponed—— 
Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. Speaker, the House was not in order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the order in which that motion was entertained. 
Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Votes will be taken in the following order—— 
Mr. DORNAN of California. I asked you courteously—— 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Senate Joint Resolution 225, the yeas and nays, S. 2151 

de novo. 
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91. 134 CONG. REC. 4180–82, 100th Cong. 2d Sess. 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. Speaker, the House was not in order when you ad-
dressed—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will reduce to 5 minutes the time for any elec-
tronic votes after the first such—— 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. Speaker, parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. For any electronic votes after the first such vote in this 

series. 
The unfinished business is the vote on the motion of the gentleman from Min-

nesota—— 
Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I have a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, a number of us were waiting to give 1–minute speeches 

just a little bit ago. 
Do I understand now that the Chair has cut off our privilege of having a 1–minute 

speech today in order to proceed ahead with other business? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. At the Chair’s discretion, 1–minute speeches may be 

taken up later in the day. . . . 
Mr. WALKER. And those Members of the minority, I think it was only minority mem-

bers that are left, are going to be shut off from our privilege of having the 1–minute 
right now, is that correct? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No, that is not correct. Any Member who has a 1–minute 
that they would like to make will be recognized at the end of the day at the discretion 
of the Chair. 

For what purpose does the gentleman from Michigan rise? 
Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I have a point of parliamentary inquiry and to respond. 

I had been recognized on this issue and I would like to be very clear for the RECORD 
because of the serious importance of this issue: As I understand the Chair’s response we 
are told that your instructions were in fact to turn off the House floor microphones— 
whether that is appropriate or not is another question—but that was mistakenly acted 
upon by the internal broadcast mechanism so in fact the House floor’s inadvertently re-
mained on and the electronic microphones for internal broadcast system which the other 
electronic relays rely on was cut off. Am I correct in that, Mr. Speaker? I want to clarify 
very clearly that the Chair does not have the power to turn off—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is correct for coverage of proceedings of 
the House. It was the intent of the Chair to turn off the House microphones. 

Mr. HENRY. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 

§ 3.14 A resolution alleging that termination by the Chair of audio 
broadcast coverage of House proceedings had been improperly or-
dered, and directing the Speaker to ensure future compliance with 
full coverage of House proceedings (by not permitting interrup-
tions of coverage), was held to involve a question of the integrity 
of House proceedings and to constitute a question of the privileges 
of the House. 
On March 17, 1988,(91) the Majority Leader took the floor to admonish 

all Members not to proceed out of order after their debate time had expired 
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92. James Wright (TX). 

or without proper recognition. The House then adopted a resolution offered 
as a question of the privileges of the House directing the Speaker to ensure 
uninterrupted audio and visual coverage of House proceedings as follows: 

PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE—BROADCAST COVERAGE OF HOUSE 
PROCEEDINGS

Mrs. [Lynn] MARTIN [of Illinois]. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of the privileges 
of the House pursuant to rule IX of the rules of the House, and I have a resolution at 
the desk and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution as follows: 
H. RES. 406 

Whereas, the broadcast coverage of House proceedings affects the dignity, decorum and 
integrity of those proceedings; and 

Whereas, House Rule I, clause 9(b) requires the ‘‘complete and unedited audio and vis-
ual broadcasting’’ of House proceedings; and 

Whereas, the Speaker held on April 30, 1985, that H. Res. 150, directing the Speaker to 
‘‘provide for the audio and visual broadcast coverage of the Chamber while Members are 
voting,’’ raised a legitimate question of the privileges of the House (House Rules & Man-
ual, 100th Congress, § 662); and 

Whereas, on Wednesday, March 16, 1988, the audio broadcast coverage of House pro-
ceedings was terminated during a Member’s spoken remarks while the audio system in 
the Chamber continued to operate; and 

Whereas, such termination of audio broadcast coverage violates the provision of clause 
9(b)(1) of House Rule I requiring ‘‘complete and unedited audio and visual broadcasting 
of House proceedings: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, The Speaker is hereby directed to take such steps as are necessary to ensure 
future compliance with House Rule I, clause 9(b) that the audio and visual broadcast cov-
erage of House proceedings not be interrupted, including instructions to any Members 
acting as Speaker pro tempore, and any officers or employees of the House involved with 
the broadcast system, and the implementation of any necessary safeguards to prevent the 
termination of such coverage. 

The SPEAKER.(92) The Chair believes that the resolution offered by the gentlewoman 
from Illinois [Mrs. MARTIN] does constitute a question of the privileges of the House 
under the precedents cited in the preamble of the resolution since it directs compliance 
with clause 9(a)1 of rule I, which requires complete and unedited broadcast coverage of 
the proceedings of the House. 

Therefore, the gentlewoman from Illinois [Mrs. MARTIN] is recognized for 1 hour. . . . 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the resolution. 
The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that the ayes ap-

peared to have it. 
Mr. [Robert] WALKER [of Pennsylvania]. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote on the 

ground that a quorum is not present and make the point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evidently a quorum is not present. 
The Sergeant at Arms will notify absent Members. 
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—yeas 381, not voting 51, as 

follows: 
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