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The yeas and nays.
Here’s howMaine’s congressional representatives voted thisweek
TARGETED NEWS SERVICE

WASHINGTON — Here’s
a look at how area members
of Congress voted over the
previous week.

There were five key votes
in the Senate this week,
which held 10 roll call votes.
There were eight key votes
in the House, which held 13
roll call votes. The most im-
portant votes in both cham-
bers were to approve fund-
ing of the Homeland Securi-
ty Department in fiscal 2015.

Along with roll call votes,
the Senate also passed a bill
(HR 431), sponsored by Rep.
Terri A. Sewell, D-Alabama,
to give a Congressional Gold
Medal to individuals who
took part in the black voting
rights march from Selma,
Alabama, to Montgomery,
Alabama, in March 1965, or
took part in the two attempt-
ed marches that preceded
the successful march.

The House also passed a
bill (HR 280), sponsored by
Rep. Jeff Miller, R-Florida,
to authorize the secretary of
Veterans Affairs to recoup
bonuses and awards paid to
employees of the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs.

House votes

House vote 1
FOSTER HOME CARE

FOR VETERANS: The
House passed the Long-
Term Care Veterans Choice
Act (HR 294), sponsored by
Rep. Jeff Miller, R-Florida.
The bill would authorize the
Veterans Affairs Depart-
ment to transfer veterans in
need of assisted care to med-
ical foster homes that are
not operated by the VA, with
the number of such trans-
fers capped at 900. Miller
said the authorization would
give veterans and their fam-
ilies the option of pursuing
an alternative to nursing
home care that houses veter-
ans in a more domestic, fam-
ily-friendly setting than
nursing homes.

The vote, on March 2, was
unanimous with 405 yeas,
including Democratic Rep.
Chellie Pingree of the 1st
District and Republican
Rep. Bruce Poliquin of the
2nd District.

House vote 2
SENATE, HOUSE VER-

SIONS OF HOMELAND SE-
CURITY BILL: The House
has disagreed to the Senate
amendment to the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security
Appropriations Act (HR
240), and requested a confer-
ence with the Senate to ne-
gotiate changes to the bill. A
supporter of the measure to
request a conference, Rep.
Michael C. Burgess, R-Tex-
as, said it would rightly in-
sist on defunding implemen-
tation of President Obama’s
executive orders on enforc-
ing immigration law, and
avert the damage implemen-
tation would due to border
security. An opponent, Rep.
Steve Israel, D-New York,
said it would undermine

Homeland Security by tying
agency funding to Republi-
can opposition to the execu-
tive orders on immigration.

The vote, on Feb. 27, was
228 yeas to 191 nays. Pingree
voted nay and Poliquin
voted yea.

House vote 3
STOPGAP HOMELAND

SECURITY FUNDING: The
House has rejected a bill (H
Res 35), sponsored by Rep.
Harold Rogers, R-Kentucky,
that would have provided
continuing appropriations
at the fiscal 2015 rate for the
Homeland Security Depart-
ment until March 19. Rogers
said stopgap funding was
needed to avert a Homeland
Security shutdown at the
end of Feb. 27, which poten-
tially would haverisked U.S.
security. A bill opponent,
Rep. Nita Lowey, D-New
York, said that by failing to
provide longer-term funding
certainty for Homeland Se-
curity, the stopgap funding
bill would disrupt vital
Homeland Security pro-
grams, including the issu-
ance of terrorism prepared-
ness grants to state and local
public safety agencies and
efforts to improve border se-
curity. The vote, on Feb. 27,
was 203 yeas to 224 nays.
Pingree voted nay and
Poliquin voted yea.

House vote 4
MOTION ON NEGOTIAT-

ING HOMELAND SECURI-
TY BILL: The House has re-
jected a motion, sponsored
by Rep. Lucille Roybal-Al-
lard, D-California, to in-
struct House conferees with
the Senate to negotiate the
two chambers’ conflicting
versions of the Department
of Homeland Security Ap-
propriations Act (HR 240).
The motion would have in-
structed House conferees to
agree to the Senate’s amend-
ment to the bill, and provide
funding for Homeland Secu-
rity for the rest of fiscal 2015.
Roybal-Allard said that
without full-year funding,
Homeland Security would
be unable to pursue a vari-
ety of programs, including
measures to improve border
security technology, investi-
gate international criminal
gangs, and build a bio and
agro-defense facility in Kan-
sas. A motion opponent,
Rep. John R. Carter, R-Tex-
as, said it would mean ced-
ing to the president the uni-
lateral power to make
sweeping changes to immi-
gration policies due to its
failure to oppose last No-
vember’s orders changing
the status and treatment of
illegal immigrants.

The vote, on Feb. 27, was
201 yeas to 218 nays. Pingree
voted yea and Poliquin
voted nay.

House vote 5
TEMPORARY FUNDING

FOR HOMELAND SECURI-
TY: The House has con-
curred in the Senate amend-
ment to the Protecting Vol-
unteer Firefighters and
Emergency Responders Act

(HR 33), sponsored by Rep.
Lou Barletta, R-Pennsylva-
nia. The bill provided fund-
ing for the Homeland Secu-
rity Department through
March 5. A supporter, Rep.
Harold Rogers, R-Kentucky,
said the continued funding
was needed to give Congress
time to negotiate a bill to
fund Homeland Security for
the remainder of fiscal 2015.

The vote, on Feb. 27, was
357 yeas to 60 nays. Pingree
and Poliquin both voted
with the yeas.

House vote 6
TABLING HOMELAND

SECURITY AMENDMENT:
The House has rejected a
motion sponsored by Rep.
Thomas Massie, R-Ken-
tucky, to lay the Senate
amendment to the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security
Appropriations Act (HR 240)
on the table, rejecting the
amendment. Massie said the
action was needed for the
House to use its power of the
purse to block funding for
what he called “the uncon-
stitutional and illegal ac-
tions of the executive
branch” in granting amnes-
ty to illegal immigrants. A
motion opponent, Rep. Mi-
chael K. Simpson, R-Idaho,
said that because the amend-
ment to the bill did not spe-
cifically fund the executive
orders granting amnesty,
tabling it would not stop am-
nesty, only increase the
threat of shutting down
Homeland Security. Simp-
son added that the judiciary
branch should decide wheth-
er or not amnesty is consti-
tutional.

The vote, on March 3, was
140 yeas to 278 nays. Pingree
and Poliquin both voted
with the nays.

House vote 7
AGREEMENT ON HOME-

LAND SECURITY BILL: The
House has agreed to a mo-
tion sponsored by Rep. Mi-
chael K. Simpson, R-Idaho,
to concur with the Senate
amendment to the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security
Appropriations Act (HR
240). The amendment re-
moved House-passed provi-
sions that would have
blocked funding for imple-
mentation of President
Barack Obama’s executive
orders deferring enforce-
ment against several groups
of illegal immigrants. Simp-
son said approval of the
amendment to allow pas-
sage of the bill was “the
only path forward to avoid
a potentially devastating
shutdown” of Homeland Se-
curity and fulfill the
House’s constitutional obli-
gation to provide funding
for the federal government.
A motion opponent, Rep. H.
Morgan Griffith, R-Virgin-
ia, said rather than the
House having to accept the
Senate amendment, the
House and Senate should
instead go to conference to
work out differences be-
tween their versions of the
bill.

The vote, on March 3,

was 257 yeas to 167 nays.
Pingree and Poliquin voted
with the yeas.

House vote 8
AMTRAK FUNDING

BILL: The House has passed
the Passenger Rail Reform
and Investment Act (HR
749), sponsored by Rep. Bill
Shuster, R-Pennsylvania.
The bill would authorize ap-
propriations through fiscal
year 2019 for Amtrak, in-
cluding requirements for
investment in rail service in
Amtrak’s Northeast Corri-
dor. Shuster said provisions
specifying that Amtrak ded-
icate resources to the North-
east Corridor would im-
prove passenger rail options
in that region, while other
provisions promised to im-
prove Amtrak’s efficiency.
No bill opponents spoke on
the House floor.

The vote, on March 4, was
316 yeas to 101 nays. Pingree
and Poliquin voted with the
yeas.

Senate votes

Senate vote 1
2015 FUNDING FOR

HOMELAND SECURITY:
The Senate has passed the
Department of Homeland
Security Appropriations
Act (HR 240), sponsored by
Rep. Harold Rogers, R-Ky.
The bill would provide $39.7
billion of funding for Home-
land Security in fiscal 2015,
including $2.5 billion for
grants to first responders at
the state and local govern-
ment levels, $7 billion for
the Federal Emergency
Management Agency, $10.7
billion for Customs and Bor-
der Protection, $5.96 billion
for Immigration and Cus-
toms Enforcement, $10 bil-
lion for the Coast Guard,
and $4.8 billion for the
Transportation Security Ad-
ministration. It did not in-
clude House-passed provi-
sions to block funding for
President Obama’s execu-
tive order granting amnesty
to illegal immigrants. A sup-
porter, Sen. Barbara Mikul-
ski, D-Maryland, said it ful-
filled Congress’ responsibil-
ity to preserve national se-
curity by ensuring continu-
ous funding for Homeland
Security, without entan-
gling funding with the de-
bate over whether to the ex-
ecutive order to be imple-
mented. A bill opponent,
Sen. David Vitter, R-Lousi-
ana, said that by failing to
block the amnesty order, it
would encourage further il-
legal immigration into the
U.S., and allow the president
to go beyond his constitu-
tional authority by granting
a new legal status for entire

groups of illegal immi-
grants.

The vote, on Feb. 27, was 68
yeas to 31 nays. Republican
Sen. Susan Collins and inde-
pendent Sen. Angus King
both voted with the yeas.

Senate vote 2
IMMIGRATION POLICY:

The Senate has rejected a
cloture motion to end debate
on the Immigration Rule of
Law Act (S 534), sponsored
by Sen. Susan Collins, R-
Maine. The bill would block
funding for the Homeland
Security Department to
carry out President Obama’s
recent executive orders to
defer enforcement of immi-
gration laws, as well as re-
lated policy memos from the
Homeland Security Secre-
tary. Collins said the bill
was a necessary statement
by Congress defending “the
separation of powers doc-
trine in our Constitution”
and the legislative branch’s
authority over immigration
policy. A bill opponent, Sen.
Dick Durbin, D-Illinois,
praised the executive or-
ders, which he said will in-
crease the ability of immi-
gration authorities to check
the status of undocumented
people in the U.S.

The vote, on Feb. 27, was
57 yeas to 42 nays, with a
three-fifths majority re-
quired to end debate. Collins
voted yea and King voted
nay.

Senate vote 3
NEGOTIATING HOME-

LAND SECURITY BILL: The
Senate has rejected a motion
sponsored by Senate Major-
ity Leader Mitch McCon-
nell, R-Kentucky, to agree to
a House request for confer-
ence negotiations with the
Senate on the Department of
Homeland Security Appro-
priations Act (HR 240). An
opponent of going to confer-
ence, Sen. Jeanne Shaheen,
D-New Hampshire, called
on the House to accept the
Senate-passed bill to fund
Homeland Security, which
did not block funding to
implement President
Obama’s executive orders
on deferring enforcement
action against illegal immi-
grants. Shaheen said
“brinksmanship” by House
Republicans was jeopardiz-
ing U.S. safety and security
by threatening to shut down
Homeland Security. A sup-
porter of going to confer-
ence, Sen. John Hoeven, R-
North Dakota, said the or-
ders exceeded Obama’s ex-
ecutive authority by usurp-
ing Congress’s legislative
power, and accepting the
House bill in conference
would stop that overreach.

The vote, on March 2,

was 47 yeas to 43 nays, with
a three-fifths majority re-
quired to agree to the con-
ference with the House. Col-
lins voted yea and King
voted nay.

Senate vote 4
RULES FOR UNION

ELECTIONS: The Senate
has passed a bill (SJ Res 8),
sponsored by Sen. Lamar
Alexander, R-Tennessee,
that would state Congress’s
disapproval of a National
Labor Relations Board rule
to shorten the period be-
tween when employees
seeking to organize a union
at a workplace ask for a se-
cret ballot election to vote
on unionization and when
the election takes place. Al-
exander said the rule could
allow elections to occur
within two weeks of a re-
quest, giving neither em-
ployees nor employers
enough time to prepare and
decide how to vote on
unionization. A bill oppo-
nent, Senate Minority Lead-
er Harry Reid, D-Nevada,
said the NLRB rule assisted
workers by making it easier
for them to pursue “the ben-
efits provided by collective
bargaining: higher wages,
safe working conditions, de-
cent health care.”

The vote, on March 4,
was 53 yeas to 46 nays. Col-
lins voted yea and King
voted nay.

Senate vote 5
KEYSTONE XL VETO:

The Senate has failed to
override a presidential veto
of the Keystone XL Pipeline
Act (S 1), sponsored by Sen.
John Hoeven, R-North Da-
kota. The bill would have
authorized TransCanada to
construct its proposed Key-
stone XL pipeline to carry
oil from Alberta into the
U.S. and declare that envi-
ronmental reviews for the
pipeline are complete. Ho-
even said TransCanada has
met regulatory require-
ments for issues such as the
siting and safe construction
of Keystone XL, received
approval from the six states
that would host the pipe-
line, and received a favor-
able environmental assess-
ment from the State Depart-
ment, making further re-
view of the proposal unnec-
essary. An opponent, Sen.
Barbara Boxer, D-Califor-
nia, said approval would
clear the way for Canadian
special interests to import
“the filthiest, dirtiest, tar
sands oil” into the U.S.

The vote, on March 4,
was 62 yeas to 37 nays, with
a two-thirds majority need-
ed to override the veto. Col-
lins voted yea and King
voted nay.
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A flurry of briefs as Supreme Court’s
same-sexmarriage case deadline nears
BY MICHAEL DOYLE
MCCLATCHY WASHINGTON
BUREAU

WASHINGTON — Many
friends descended upon the
Supreme Court Friday,
some more welcome than
others.

In a concerted show of
force, same-sex marriage
supporters delivered more
than 70 amicus curiae
briefs urging the court to
find that the Constitution
prohibits states from limit-
ing marriage to that be-
tween a man and a woman.

Also known popularly as
friend-of-the-court briefs,
the green-covered docu-
ments that surged in by a
Friday deadline will even-
tually be matched, in fer-
vor if not in number, by
opposing amicus briefs. Of
them all, a few may actual-
ly make a difference.

“Amicus briefs are influ-
ential and can impact both
the votes justices cast and
the content of their opin-
ions,” Paul M. Collins Jr.,
director of legal studies at
the University of Massa-
chusetts, said in an email
Friday. “It is important to
recognize, however, that

not all amicus briefs are
created equal.”

The briefs are supposed
to help the court’s nine jus-
tices prepare for the April
28 oral argument, in which
same-sex marriage restric-
tions imposed in Kentucky,
Tennessee, Michigan and
Ohio will be put to the test.

One brief supporting
same-sex marriage, for in-
stance, was filed on behalf
of 379 companies, ranging
from Amazon.com and
American Airlines to The
Walt Disney Co. and Xerox.
Another was signed by 226
mayors.

“It shows (our) extraor-
dinarily broad base of sup-
port,” Camilla Taylor,
counsel for Lambda Legal,
a civil rights advocacy
group, said Friday. “It’s re-
ally a cross section of soci-
ety.”

Some briefs provide non-
legal research and context,
such as an Organization of
American Historians’ re-
counting of anti-gay dis-
crimination. Another, by
the American Sociological
Association, cites studies
concerning the health of
children raised by same-
sex couples.

Others, less unique and
therefore less useful, es-
sentially repeat familiar
legal arguments. In part
for this reason, many
briefs get the brush-off. In
2012-13, research by Arnold
& Porter attorneys Antho-
ny J. Franze and R. Reeves
Anderson found, the jus-
tices cited just 5 percent of
the nongovernmental
briefs.

In sheer volume, if noth-
ing else, the amicus briefs
are also part of an evolu-
tion in Supreme Court ad-
vocacy. Once relatively
rare, amicus briefs now
swarm the chambers like
so many courtiers, each
pleading for but a moment
of a justice’s precious time.

These previous same-sex
marriage cases, moreover,
showed how a clever amic-
us brief can work. A brief
led by Walter Dellinger, an
emeritus professor at Duke
University School of Law
and a former acting solici-
tor general, was widely
credited with helping
shape the court’s 5-4 con-
clusion that Proposition
8’s supporters lacked the
legal standing to defend
the measure in court.
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