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The House met at 12:30 p.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. CULBERSON).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
March 19, 2002.

I hereby appoint the Honorable JOHN
ABNEY CULBERSON to act as Speaker pro tem-
pore on this day.

J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING HOUR DEBATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 23, 2002, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning hour debates. The Chair will
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to not to
exceed 30 minutes, and each Member,
except the majority leader, the minor-
ity leader, or the minority whip lim-
ited to not to exceed 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. WELLER) for 5 min-
utes.

————————

THE ECONOMY

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, today,
we are a Nation at war, we are working
to build our homeland security, and we
are suffering an economic recession. I
am proud to say that our commander-
in-Chief, President Bush, has shown
strong, resolute leadership in the war
against terrorism and has been work-
ing to build our homeland security as
well as giving Americans the oppor-
tunity to go back to work.

One thing we must not forget in this
war against terrorism is that it is not

going to begin or end in Afghanistan.
The war against terrorism could last
years, not just months. But also, if we
are going to win the war against ter-
rorism, we have to recognize that we
must get our economy moving again.

As we look back, over 1 year ago
when President Bush became Presi-
dent, he inherited a weakening econ-
omy, an economy that was getting
weaker by the day; and the President
said that we need to give Americans
more spending money, we need to cut
taxes, we need to take 20 cents out of
every dollar of our budget surplus and
give that back to the American work-
ers to help the economy. Well, that tax
cut was signed into law in June of this
past year, eliminating the marriage
tax penalty, eliminating the death tax,
and lowering taxes for every American.

Economists were telling us by Labor
Day that it was working, the economy
was beginning to be on the rebound.
Then, of course, the tragedy of Sep-
tember 11 occurred. That terrorist at-
tack on American soil cost thousands
of Americans their lives; and since Sep-
tember 11, the psychological blow on
the economy of that terrorist attack
has cost almost a million Americans
their jobs. So we need to get the econ-
omy moving again. We need to give
Americans the opportunity to go back
to work.

Now, I am proud to say that House
Republicans have fought hard and led
the way to give Americans the oppor-
tunity to go back to work. Four times
this House of Representatives passed
an economic stimulus package and eco-
nomic security legislation, helping
those laid off with extended unemploy-
ment benefits and providing incentives
for investment and the creation of jobs.
We want American workers to be able
to go back to work. That is our goal.
We recognize that in the past decade it
was investment in jobs that created
economic growth.

I am proud to say that the fourth
time was a charm. After this House

fought month after month, October,
November, December, January, and
just a few weeks ago we passed for the
fourth time legislation to give Ameri-
cans help, as well as the opportunity to
go back to work. Our Democratic
friends relented and worked with us in
a bipartisan way, and we were able to
put on the President’s desk legislation
to help American workers, and the
President signed it into law.

With the economic stimulus and se-
curity package we have helped Amer-
ican workers who have been laid off
with extended unemployment benefits,
and we have also provided incentives
for investment and the creation of jobs.
This legislation will provide an oppor-
tunity to give businesses who purchase
assets an opportunity to write that off
quicker with something we call 30 per-
cent expensing, or some call bonus de-
preciation. It essentially provides a
way to recover the cost of that pickup
truck or that computer or that piece of
telecommunications equipment much
more quickly.

The benefit of that is felt when a
business buys a pickup truck. There is,
of course, an auto worker who makes
that pickup truck, as well as the parts
that go in it, and there is a worker who
services and installs equipment in that
pickup truck. There is also a worker
who is going to operate that pickup
truck for that business. That creates
jobs and rewards investment. And I am
proud to say that the 30 percent ex-
pensing was the centerpiece of our eco-
nomic stimulus plan in rewarding in-
vestment.

The legislation will also help home-
land security. Many businesses in
America felt it was important after
September 11 that they make their
businesses, their plants, their stores,
their offices, their places of business
safer and more secure for their work-
ers, their customers, and their visitors;
and so their purchase of extra security
equipment, safety equipment, software
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and cybersecurity equipment costs
money. The 30 percent expensing will
help them recover the cost of investing
in cybersecurity and surveillance
equipment and software and other
measures to ensure their workplace
and business is more safe and secure
for those who visit or work there.

We also recognize that many compa-
nies this year, because of the recession,
are losing money. We gave an oppor-
tunity for those companies that are
currently losing money to be able to
come up with some investment capital
to reinvest in jobs within their com-
pany, even though they are losing
money this year, by allowing them to
go back 5 years, to a year they may
have made some money, and apply this
year’s loss to that profitable year.
They will essentially get a tax refund
and can then use those dollars to in-
vest in job creation. That is what it is
all about.

We want to get this economy moving
again, and so that is why we wanted to
provide investment incentives with 30
percent accelerated depreciation as
well as giving those companies losing
money this year the opportunity to
carry back this year’s loss and come up
with investment capital.

I am proud to say this House has
acted. We are giving American workers
the opportunity go back to work, we
are helping those unemployed; and I
am proud to say House Republicans
lead the way.

———

ARAFAT IS THE PROBLEM, NOT
THE SOLUTION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 23, 2002, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. ENGEL) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 56 minutes.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, as we
speak here today, Vice President CHE-
NEY and General Zinni are both in the
Middle East trying to help in the peace
efforts. I think it is very important,
though, to put things in perspective as
the fights and the clashing between the
Palestinians and the Israelis continue.

For a number of months now, many
months, there has been the question of
what is Arafat doing to stop terrorism
and can Arafat actually stop ter-
rorism? Is he able to do it and does he
want to do it? I would like to call the
attention of my colleagues to an arti-
cle last week that appeared in USA
Today, and it is right here, blown up,
and it says, ‘‘Terrorist says orders
come from Arafat. Al-Agsa Martyrs
Brigade leader says group is integral to
Palestinian chief’s Fatah.”

I think it has been very, very clear
that not only is Yasir Arafat not the
solution to stopping terrorism in the
Middle East, he is the problem. He is
the one that is sanctioning the terror
in the Middle East. Three-quarters of
the terrorist attacks directed against
innocent Israeli civilians in the past
several months all come from organiza-
tions to which Arafat is the leader, the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Al-Aqgsa Brigade, Fatah Tanzim, these
are all groups under the control of
Yasir Arafat.

So it is not simply a matter of can he
control terrorism and will he control
it, it is simply a matter of he is the
terrorist. He has never changed. Some
people can change and grow, but he has
never changed. Terrorism is used as a
negotiating tool, and it is something
that countries cannot tolerate.

It does not matter what one feels
about the Israeli response. It does not
matter what one feels about how terror
is being fought. President Bush put it
best. He said, you are either with the
terrorists or you are with us.

We launched a campaign in Afghani-
stan to root out terrorist cells not be-
cause the Government of Afghanistan,
the Taliban, as abhorrent as they are,
were doing the terrorist attacks, but
the Taliban were aiding and abetting al
Qaeda, which was carrying out the ter-
rorist attacks.

Now, if we go to Afghanistan, and
rightfully so, and I support everything
President Bush has done and every-
thing our brave men and women are
doing over there, but if it is right for
us to fight terrorism against innocent
civilians, and as a New Yorker we all
know the pain of the World Trade Cen-
ter, and as someone who works in
Washington, we all know the pain of
what happened at the Pentagon, but if
we have the right to fight terrorists on
the other side of the world, surely
Israel has the right to fight terrorism
right in their own back yard. Repeat-
edly, Arafat has been asked to curb ter-
rorism. And again not only is he not
doing it, according to this article,
which is very accurate, he is directing
the terrorist attacks.

Now, I am glad Vice President CHE-
NEY has not met with Arafat. He is in
the Middle East now and he said he
would meet with Arafat under one con-
dition, that the Palestinians need to
embrace the Tenet plan. And what does
the Tenet plan say? It simply says,
stop the violence as a first step to ne-
gotiations. But the Palestinians, under
Arafat, do not want to stop the vio-
lence; they want to use it as a negoti-
ating tool. This has been a constant
with them.

Violence and terrorism against inno-
cent civilians cannot be used as a nego-
tiating tool, and it is never acceptable
no matter what the grievances are.
Blowing yourself up and taking 15 peo-
ple with you, killing innocent kids at
pizza shops and discotheques is not ac-
ceptable. And if it is not acceptable in
New York or in Washington or Vir-
ginia, it is not acceptable in Tel Aviv
or Jerusalem either. It is not accept-
able anywhere in the world. So I think
it is very, very important that we look
and see what is happening in the Mid-
dle BEast, who is carrying out these ter-
ror attacks against innocent civilians.

Now, I hope that when Vice President
CHENEY is going around to the capitals
to try to line up U.S. support for what-
ever we wind up doing in Iraq, I think
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it is important that he is doing that,
but I, frankly, do not think the secu-
rity of innocent civilians in Israel
should be sacrificed. And if the people
in the Arab capitals are saying, well,
you know, this Palestinian-Israeli
question is a problem and we cannot
get Arab support for any incursion in
Iraq unless that ends, Israel should not
be used as a sacrifice because we want
Arab support for Iraq.

Let us say the way it is. Arafat is the
terrorist, he is the problem, he is not
the solution.

————
THE BUDGET

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 23, 2002, the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. SMITH) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 56 minutes.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, this week we are taking up the
budget. We are going to increase the
limit on how deep this government can
g0 into debt. Every year we spend more
tax dollars and we add more govern-
ment services, and my concern is that
too many Americans are becoming too
dependent on government.

By the next election, this fall, a ma-
jority of Americans will be dependent
on Federal Government for their
health, their education, their income,
or their retirement benefits. Some sug-
gest that as many as 60 percent of
households receive more than $10,000 a
year from government in the form of
retirement, health care, welfare or
other benefits. At the same time, Mr.
Speaker, the number of taxpayers pay-
ing for these benefits is rapidly shrink-
ing.

The question is, how well can any
free nation survive when a majority of
its citizens heavily dependent on gov-
ernment services no longer have the in-
centive to restrain the growth of gov-
ernment? As we all know, over the last
50 years, American attitudes have been
shifting from cherishing self-suffi-
ciency and personal responsibility to
wanting a little more security from the
Federal Government to assure them of
a certain number of benefits. Govern-
ment benefits, once concentrated on
the needy, now extend into the middle
and upper-middle class households,
even as more and more Americans see
their income tax liabilities decrease.

Today, the majority of Americans
can vote themselves more generous
government benefits at little or no cost
to themselves. As a result, they have
really little incentive to restrain the
continued growth of big government
and the benefits big government dan-
gles before them. Fifty percent of
Americans now pay less than 4 percent
of the total individual income taxes,
while the top 5 percent pay nearly 55
percent of the individual income taxes.
At the same time, the folks who are
paying the least for government are re-
ceiving the most benefits. Americans
who receive nearly half of the Federal
Government benefits pay only, listen
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to this, Mr. Speaker, pay only 1 per-
cent of the individual income taxes.

0 1245

Many of these beneficiaries are poor,
but an increasing number are middle-
class retirees who enjoy extra income
and health care through Social Secu-
rity and Medicare. This is help we say
from government, but it is from the
other taxpayers of this country.

Our founders created a system where
taxes are the price for government ben-
efits and services. The idea is that vot-
ers would restrain the growth and ex-
pansion of government because of the
personal costs to themselves in taxes.
Our founders built into the original
Constitution a provision that prohib-
ited taxes based on income because
they wanted people to achieve. That
was the motivation. This provision,
however, was amended by the 16th
amendment. As a result, a near major-
ity of voters now pay little or no in-
come taxes while they receive an in-
creasing number of government bene-
fits.

The extreme progressiveness of our
Tax Code has reduced, and in some
cases eliminated, any cost of govern-
ment for a growing number of voters.
At the same time, many of these voters
are dependent on government for much
of their income, their health care, and
other government services. It is like
handing someone a menu at a res-
taurant and saying this bill is already
paid for, and then asking them to make
an order. I think it is a difficult offer
to refuse, and it is the same way with
government.

Limited government is ultimately es-
sential to our economy’s strength and
freedom. The success of the United
States is built on the free enterprise
motivation that those who learn, work
hard, and save are better off than those
who do not. As that becomes less true
with bigger and more intrusive govern-
ment, we not only diminish that moti-
vation, we lose more of our personal
liberty and freedom. This is a growing
threat to our way of life, and we can no
longer ignore the kind of influence that
it generates.

————
PRESIDENT’S BUDGET PROPOSES
TO USE SOCIAL SECURITY

TRUST FUND

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CULBERSON). Pursuant to the order of
the House of January 23, 2002, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE)
is recognized during morning hour de-
bates for 5 minutes.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, tomor-
row the House will take up the Repub-
lican budget resolution. I am ex-
tremely disappointed with President
Bush’s budget on a number of fronts,
but I am particularly outraged with
the President’s budget on Social Secu-
rity, which is the issue I would like to
discuss this afternoon.

The Congressional Budget Office pub-
lished a report on March 6 showing
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that the President’s budget proposes to
spend $1.6 trillion of the Social Secu-
rity trust fund surplus over the next 10
years. Let me make it clear. The Presi-
dent is proposing to use Social Secu-
rity surplus money; and let me add
that $1.6 trillion is not just a dip into
the surplus, it’s a deep dip that will
amount to two-thirds of the entire So-
cial Security surplus.

Not only is this unacceptable to me,
this amounts to basically $261 billion
more than the administration pre-
viously claimed. I would like to call
the Bush administration the ‘‘broken
promise administration” when it
comes to many issues, but especially
with regard to the issue of Social Secu-
rity.

If I remember correctly, Mr. Speaker,
the Republicans last year promised to
protect 100 percent of the Social Secu-
rity surplus. Ironically, the White
House Web site today features a quote
from President Bush saying, ‘“We are
going to keep the promise of Social Se-
curity and keep the government from
raiding the Social Security surplus.”
The reality, of course, is that is not the
case. If we take into account the Presi-
dent’s optimistic projections, under-
statement of future costs and the igno-
rance of other costly elements, it be-
comes clear that the Bush budget
spends the Social Security surplus over
the next decade and beyond.

What we are seeing today with the
Bush administration is the most rad-
ical fiscal reversal in American his-
tory. Last year the Republicans inher-
ited trillions of dollars in surplus over
the previous Clinton administration.
The budget that we are debating today
indicates that in one 1 year there has
been a decline in that surplus by $5
trillion. The obvious answer to this Re-
publican fiscal irresponsibility is last
year’s $1.7 trillion tax cut and this
year’s proposed $674.8 billion tax cut.

As a result of these Republican tax
cuts primarily for the wealthy, the
Bush budget rapidly deteriorates the
Social Security surplus for day-to-day
operations of the Federal Government.
Democrats believe that the Social Se-
curity surplus should be rightfully re-
warded to America’s seniors. That is
what it is all about. We made a promise
to protect Social Security, not only be-
cause it was one of the most successful
social programs, but also because we
want to ensure that our seniors receive
the benefits they deserve after years of
hard work and years of paying into the
system.

Social Security we know provides an
unparalleled safety net for the vast
majority of America’s seniors. For two-
thirds of the elderly, Social Security is
their major source of income. For one-
third of the elderly, Social Security is
virtually their only source of income.
For these reasons and a lot of others,
we as Democrats must do everything in
our power to defeat the Republican
budget. We must do this in an effort to
protect and strengthen the Social Se-
curity program for the short and long
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term, and to keep our promise of allow-
ing generations of retirees to live with
independence and dignity.

Mr. Speaker, I call upon my col-
leagues to defeat the Republican budg-
et tomorrow for many reasons, but pri-
marily because it spends the Social Se-
curity trust fund.

———

PRESIDENT’S BUDGET CANNOT BE
RESPONSIBLY APPROVED

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 23, 2002, the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. MORAN) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speak-
er, today the House budget resolution
goes before the Committee on Rules,
and it comes to the House floor tomor-
row. This is a budget that we are not
familiar with in terms of the under-
lying assumptions because up until
now we have been using numbers from
the Congressional Budget Office.
Maybe some people that watched the
machinations of the budget process in
earlier years will recall that our Re-
publican colleagues shut down the Con-
gress, shut down the government twice,
insisting on Congressional Budget Of-
fice numbers instead of OMB numbers.
Well, now they have reversed course
and decided that they want OMB num-
bers because they are more optimistic,
and they do not want the Congres-
sional Budget Office numbers which are
more conservative.

We think this is a time to be cau-
tious and conservative about our pro-
jections. Last year we used a 10-year
projection because if we went out over
10 years, there was a $5.6 trillion sur-
plus, and that enabled our colleagues
on the Republican side to justify a $1.7
trillion tax cut.

But now they do not want that 10-
year projection, they only want a 5-
year budget because of that $5.6 trillion
surplus; $5 trillion has disappeared.
Where has it gone? Well, the biggest
single component of that loss is attrib-
utable to the tax cuts; 43 percent of it.
The lost surplus is due to the tax cuts.
About 23 to 25 percent is attributable
to the economy. The rest is attrib-
utable to additional legislation, par-
ticularly increases in defense and
homeland security.

So we are spending more, we are
keeping the tax cuts, and yet we do not
have the money to pay for it. What
does that mean? That means that this
budget that will be on the floor tomor-
row assumes that we will take $2.2 tril-
lion out of Social Security and Medi-
care trust funds. We are going to have
a deficit of $224 billion just in this
budget year, $830 billion over 5 years.
But when we go out 10 years, then it
really starts to count.

The problem is that over this next
decade, we have a fiscal crisis facing us
because that is when the baby boom
generation retires. Mr. Speaker, 77 mil-
lion people in that baby boom genera-
tion will retire and double the number



H942

of people depending upon Social Secu-
rity and Medicare. That is why this
budget just takes us to the cusp of that
point when they retire. These are peo-
ple born right after World War II in
1945 and 1946. We can do the calcula-
tions. They start retiring in 2007 and
2008. We will not have provided for
their retirement costs. I say we, to em-
phasize the fact that, I am a member of
that baby boom generation. My par-
ents’ generation fought the ‘‘isms,”
Nazism, communism, fascism, and gave
us so much better a life than they had
inherited from their parents. And what
are we going to do? We are going to
leave to our children the responsibility
to pay for our retirement costs, our
health care costs through Medicare,
and to pay off a debt of over $3 trillion.
That is what this budget does that our
children will have to face tomorrow.

It makes a number of other cuts that
do not seem to be particularly justi-
fied. We are in a recessionary period,
and to cut $14 million out of housing
for the homeless doesn’t seem right. To
take $80 million out of the Leave No
Child Behind education legislation the
President has gone around the country
touting and taking credit for, and we
agree, it is bipartisan legislation, and
now we are going to take $80 million
out of that program? To take $338 mil-
lion out of low-income heating assist-
ance, the LIHEAP program? No that’s
not right.

No, Mr. Speaker, this is not a budget
that this Congress can responsibly ap-
prove.

—————

SOCIAL SECURITY AND THE
PRESIDENT’S BUDGET

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 23, 2002, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. RODRIGUEZ) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. RODRIGUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of the nearly 100,000
Social Security beneficiaries that live
in my district, nearly 70 percent of
whom are 65 years of age and older and
are seniors.

Today, like so many of us, seniors
stand in the recent tragic events that
have left an imprint on our national
landscape forever. They are uneasy
about their lives and the security of
their future. Now is the time to address
their fears, not the time to wage a war
on the benefits they rely on to live.

I am disturbed by the number and
tone of letters and phone calls I have
received from constituents. Many sen-
iors 70, 80, and 90 years old have ex-
pressed concern over the solvency of
Social Security. They want their lead-
ers in Washington to be responsible in
their actions and not take chances
with their future and the future of
their children.

I am further disturbed when I receive
the administration’s budget rec-
ommendations. The administration
proposes a budget that takes needed
Social Security surpluses out of the
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Social Security trust fund, not just 1
year, but every year for the next 10
years.

This year alone, the budget would
train $262 billion in Social Security
funds. Ultimately, the administration’s
proposed budget takes more than $1.5
trillion out of the Social Security sur-
plus. The President and the House Re-
publican leadership, just a few months
ago, including some Democrats,
claimed that we would also support and
establish the Social Security and Medi-
care surpluses that would be saved for
Social Security and Medicare. Now the
budget saves virtually nothing of So-
cial Security or Medicare.

Recently, the CBO released an anal-
ysis of the administration’s proposed
budget. They concluded that the budg-
et raids Social Security and threatens
the solvency of the program for future
generations.
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Further, they project large deficits
for the next several years. They project
a $121 billion deficit next year, and by
the end of President Bush’s term in
2004, a $262 billion deficit.

However, the administration has, for
the first time since 1988, rejected the
more conservative economic pre-
dictions of the CBO and, instead, are
using the optimistic, unrealistic fig-
ures produced by the Bush administra-
tion’s Office of Management and Budg-
et. When they looked at the cuts, they
looked at how our economy was last
March and they projected for the next
10 years the same type of economy. As
my colleagues well know, you cannot
even predict what our weather is going
to be next year.

They took that prediction because it
was a very positive prediction. But we
should not have assumed that those
dollars and that the economy would re-
main the same way. Alarmingly, the
OMB figures for the administration
hide the true cost of the administra-
tion’s sponsored tax cuts. We cannot
and must not enact budgets with our
heads in the sand. We must look at the
dollars that we have now and realisti-
cally pay down our debt as we should
and make sure we hold that obligation
to take care of our seniors.

Our seniors have questions. They
want to know how we have squandered
the surplus in just 1 year. And, of
course, a lot of us, and for good reason,
are concerned about our economy. We
do talk about the fact that 9/11 had a
big impact on our economy. In fact,
economists now tell us that half of the
problem that we find ourselves in is a
result of the tax cut and half is due to
9/11.

Republicans and the administration
successfully pushed a tax cut during
the first half of this session. This irre-
sponsible tax cut cost $1.7 trillion. Now
they want additional tax cuts. So to-
morrow we get to see additional tax
cuts, at a time when we have declared
war. When we are at war, we have al-
ways had a war tax. We have always

March 19, 2002

been responsible for paying down what
we owe.

We need to be responsible as we move
forward. Indeed every dollar of the ad-
ditional tax cut would come directly
out of the Social Security trust fund.
We are paying for this war on the
backs of our senior citizens’ pension
fund. We ought to be ashamed of our-
selves.

What our seniors need is for all of us
to work together and give them the
sense of security. They do not need
fancy gimmicks like certificates and
promises of benefits with no legal guar-
antee. What they need is a responsible
budget that takes care of our budget
and considers the fact that we are at
war and that should be our first pri-
ority, taking care of our seniors and
our national defense.

These figures increase significantly if you
are a woman or a minority. Social Security is
the only safety net to keep many of our sen-
iors out of poverty.

Social Security has lifted over 11 million
seniors out of poverty and reduced the elderly
poverty rate to less than 10%.

Now is not the time for gimmicks and bro-
ken promises. We must make the choices that
reveal our values as a nation and we must
keep our promises.

——————

THE BUDGET

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CULBERSON). Pursuant to the order of
the House of January 23, 2002, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) is rec-
ognized during morning hour debates
for 5 minutes.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
when the House and Senate wrote their
budget resolutions last year, Members
were assured by the President of huge
surpluses as far as the eye could see.
The projected surpluses held great
promise. They were expected to be
large enough to address long-term sol-
vency issues of Social Security and
Medicare and for important priorities
like a prescription drug benefit and
education.

Since then, most of the surpluses
have evaporated because of last year’s
unaffordable Bush tax cut and the
spending necessitated by the tragic
events of September 11. The Repub-
licans in the House want to cut taxes
further and spend more, and be con-
gratulated for their fiscal responsi-
bility.

While we all recognize the need to
protect our country from international
terrorists and rogue nations, the ad-
ministration has requested a military
budget of $396 billion in fiscal year 2003.
This 1-year increase of $45 billion will
be the largest increase in military
budget authority since 1966 at the
height of the Vietnam War. This in-
crease alone, the $45 billion increase
alone, is larger than the annual mili-
tary budget of every other country in
the world. In fact, the nations that
President Bush called the ‘‘axis of
evil,” North Korea, Iran and Iraq, our
military budget will be 15 times the
combined military budget of theirs.
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While this budget is being touted for
fighting terrorism, the bulk of the
funding is committed to buying weap-
ons systems designed or conceived dur-
ing the Cold War. The missile defense
system, a knockoff of President Rea-
gan’s failed Star Wars missile defense
program, gets $8 billion in the Repub-
lican budget, even though it is not
clear that this system will ever work
or ever defend the United States from
any of the actual threats that we actu-
ally face. In fact, it has failed test after
test after test.

In addition to massive new spending
on dated military technologies, the Re-
publican budget also includes provi-
sions that would cut taxes by $591 bil-
lion over the next 10 years, making last
year’s tax cut permanent and providing
a host of new tax cuts to America’s
wealthiest companies like Enron, IBM,
American Airlines, Ford, GM, and to
the wealthiest individuals in this coun-
try. The share of these tax cuts going
to the top 1 percent of wage earners,
top 1 percent richest people, would ex-
ceed the share going to the bottom 80
percent. The top 1 percent receives 45
percent of the tax cut’s benefits even
though they now pay only 21 percent of
Federal taxes. The bottom 80 percent
gets only 28 percent of the tax cut’s
benefits with an average cut of only
$430.

Republicans claim the typical family
of four will be able to get, quote, at
least $1,600 more of their own money
when the plan is fully effective. How-
ever, more than 85 percent of taxpayers
will get less than that amount. Many
will get nothing. One-third of families
with children receive no tax cut at all.
More than half of all black and His-
panic families will receive nothing
under this plan, even though 75 percent
of those families have at least omne
working parent.

Under this plan, a single mother with
two children and a $22,000 annual in-
come gets zero from the tax cut. A re-
tired widow with no children and an in-
come of $30,000 would get $300 but a
couple making $5650,000 with no children
would get a tax break of $19,000.

Unfortunately, once we are done pay-
ing for military spending increases and
new tax cuts, there is little left for
other pressing concerns. For the last
many years, literally millions of re-
tired seniors have not been able to af-
ford the medicines they need. We have
all talked about this in our campaigns.
Yet the President’s budget includes
only $190 billion for Medicare mod-
ernization and prescription drugs. It is
not anywhere near the amount to fill
the prescription drug gap in the Medi-
care program.

Bipartisan estimates say that to en-
sure that retirees have access to ade-
quate, just adequate, prescription drug
benefit coverage would cost at least
$700 billion over 10 years. The Presi-
dent’s budget has only $190 billion. The
Republican budget we will vote on to-
morrow has only $300 billion, because
of the tax cuts. It will cost the Nation

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

much more than that if we remain in-
different to the possible trade-offs that
seniors face every day when it comes to
their health. Our senior citizens are
being forced to ration health care, not
based on cost effectiveness, but on how
far they can stretch a fixed income to
pay for exorbitantly expensive medi-
cines.

The U.S. is the wealthiest nation on
earth. We are not a drug industry pup-
pet. We must do better by our seniors.
Investing too little in prescription drug
benefits is like paying to put half a
roof on our house.

Mr. Speaker, I am afraid the Repub-
lican budget with huge tax cuts is tak-
ing us down the same road we traveled
last year. We will not be able to do
other things that Americans are de-
manding of us.

—————

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until 2 p.m.
today.

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 7 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
until 2 p.m.
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. CULBERSON) at 2 p.m.

————

PRAYER

Rabbi Joseph F. Mendelsohn, Heska
Amuna Synagogue, Knoxville, Ten-
nessee, offered the following prayer:

The prayer I am about to offer is not
original, rather it is read by Jewish
congregations throughout the United
States every Saturday morning during
Sabbath services.

Our God and God of our ancestors, we
ask Your blessings for our country, for
its government, for its leaders and ad-
visors, and for all who exercise just and
rightful authority. Help them to ad-
minister all affairs of state fairly, that
peace and security, happiness and pros-
perity, justice and freedom may for-
ever abide in our midst.

Creator of all flesh, bless all the in-
habitants of our country with Your
spirit. May citizens of all races and
creeds forge a common bond in true
harmony to banish all hatred and big-
otry and to safeguard the ideals and
free institutions which are the pride
and glory of our country.

May this land under Your Providence
be an influence for good throughout
the world, uniting all people in peace
and freedom and helping them to fulfill
the vision of Your Prophet: ‘““Nation
shall not lift up sword against nation,
neither shall they experience war any
more.”’

And let us say, Amen.
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THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, pursuant
to clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote on
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of
the Journal.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the Speaker’s approval
of the Journal.

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

Mr. COBLE. 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. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

—————
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. DUN-
CAN) come forward and lead the House
in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. DUNCAN led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———

WELCOMING RABBI JOSEPH
MENDELSOHN OF HESKA AMUNA
SYNAGOGUE, KNOXVILLE, TEN-
NESSEE

(Mr. DUNCAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, we are
privileged to have as our guest chap-
lain today Rabbi Joseph Mendelsohn of
the Heska Amuna Synagogue in Knox-
ville, Tennessee, to lead us in our open-
ing prayer. Heska Amuna, loosely
translated, means ‘‘stronghold of
faith,” and ‘‘strong faith’’ are words
that could certainly be used about the
life of Rabbi Mendelsohn.

This is the first time since I have
been a Member of the House, and I am
in my 14th year now, this is the first
time I have had a member of the clergy
from my district lead us in prayer, and
I am very honored.

Rabbi Mendelsohn was a longtime
congregant and leader in conservative
Jewish congregations throughout Cali-
fornia. He became so dedicated to his
faith that he decided to fulfill his
dream of becoming a full-time member
of the rabbinical clergy.

Known in Knoxville as ‘‘Rabbi Joe,”
he has been well received, not just by
his congregation, but also by his fellow
clergymen of all faiths in east Ten-
nessee. Apparently he is doing a great
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job, because the congregation has seen
a very significant increase in member-
ship since his arrival.

Pace and Karen Robinson, two well-
respected and long-time members of
the congregation, said, ‘“We are glad
that Rabbi Joe came to Knoxville and
became a part of our community by
leading us into the 21st century.”

Rabbi Mendelsohn is one of the finest
men I have ever met, and I am honored
to have him as our guest chaplain for
the United States House of Representa-
tives on this occasion.

—————

PRIVATE CALENDAR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is
the day for the call of the Private Cal-
endar. The Clerk will call the bill on
the Private Calendar.

———

NANCY B. WILSON

The Clerk called the bill (H.R. 392)
for the relief of Nancy B. Wilson.

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that the bill be passed
over without prejudice.

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

There was no objection.

———

SUDAN

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
raise again the policies of the govern-
ment of Sudan and its treatment of its
people.

Christians, Muslims, and Animists
who do not submit to the Khartoum re-
gime’s control are targeted for destruc-
tion.

In addition to its daily war against
the Sudan’s people, which includes de-
stroying villages, killing the men and
selling women and children into slav-
ery, the government issues draconian
punishments for crimes.

One recent report details an 18-year-
old illiterate Christian, Abok Alva
Akok, who was raped but was sen-
tenced to death because she could not
produce the four male witnesses re-
quired under Muslim Sharia law.

International outcry caused her sen-
tence to be overturned, but the court
then sentenced her to a ‘“‘rebuke’” of 75
lashes, carried out immediately. Dur-
ing the proceedings, she was denied
legal representation.

Mr. Speaker, the Khartoum regime
not only denies justice to the Sudan’s
people, gives out harsh punishments,
and permits active slave trade, but also
is carrying out a brutal war to destroy
the people of southern Sudan.

Khartoum’s brutal policies must be
stopped.

———
STOP THE RAID ON SOCIAL
SECURITY

(Mr. SANDLIN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
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minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SANDLIN. Mr. Speaker, we must
stop the raid on Social Security in this
country. Last year, the administration
stood in front of the United States
Congress and promised us, My budget
protects all $2.6 trillion of the Social
Security surplus for Social Security
and Social Security alone.

Later in the year, leadership on the
other side of the aisle said, The House
of Representatives is not going to go
back to raiding the Social Security and
Medicare trust funds.

Yet, the reality is that the Repub-
lican budget did not protect the Social
Security fund. Despite voting five
times for the Social Security lockbox,
today we are breaking that promise
and raiding Social Security, to the
tune of $1.8 trillion.

Blue Dogs and other conservative
Democrats across the country warned
that the shaky projections of surplus,
on which much of last year’s budget
was based, could so easily turn into
deficits. That prediction has come true.

We are now being asked to consider
another budget proposal that does not
even try to disguise the raid on the So-
cial Security surplus. Thirty-two mil-
lion current retirees depend on Social
Security income, and that number is
increasing. Congress must stop this at-
tack on Social Security.

———

IN A WARTIME BUDGET, CON-
GRESS PUTS FIRST THINGS
FIRST

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

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, we are not raiding Social Se-
curity, not one penny. Back home in
the Lone Star State, we say, ‘“‘Don’t
mess with Texas.” To the terrorists, I
say, ‘“‘Don’t mess with the U.S.”” We are
at war, and this is a wartime budget,
putting first things first.

Here are three of them:

National security tops the list, home-
land security tops the list, and eco-
nomic security tops the list. Also, this
will be the largest increase in defense
spending in over 20 years.

This wartime budget gives President
Bush all the resources necessary to
meet the Nation’s top priorities: win-
ning the war, strengthening our home-
land security, investing in the future of
our Armed Forces, and Kkeeping our
promises to our veterans.

A vote for this wartime budget is a
vote for America’s freedom. A vote for
this wartime budget is a vote for Amer-
ica’s security.

————————

BUDGET, DEBT, AND SOCIAL
SECURITY
(Mr. PASCRELL asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, let us
face the facts: Without last year’s tax
cut, we could have paid our entire Fed-
eral debt by 2008. That occurred before
September 11. That is the fact.

Even with already dipping into So-
cial Security, this budget proposes new
tax cuts. In fact, the gentleman from
Illinois (Speaker HASTERT) said he
wants to make the Bush tax cuts per-
manent. Both of these actions would
divert money that could have been
used to strengthen Social Security and
pay down the national debt.

In the post-tax cut budget world we
now live in, the national debt will still
exist far into the future. Prior to the
tax cut, it was projected that from 2002
to 2011, the government would owe $709
billion in interest. We pay over $1 bil-
lion of interest on the debt every day.
That is scandalous.

Members can shake their heads all
they want. That is a fact of life. They
should look at their own budget. With-
out a surplus, I do not know how we
can protect the long-term solvency of
Social Security or Medicare.

————

INDO-AMERICAN FRIENDSHIP
RESTORED

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, last Tuesday I welcomed to
Capitol Hill India’s Ambassador to the
United States, Lalit Mansingh, and
Minister Ajay Swarup. I applaud the
Indian government, one of the world’s
two largest democracies, for fighting
the common enemy of international
terrorism. Together, America and India
can make South Asia and the world a
safer place.

I am happy to see economic ties with
India booming. Trade increased since
1991 from $15 million to $15 billion
today, and 2 million Indian-Americans
have enriched America with their busi-
ness acumen.

With the victory of democracy in the
Cold War, friendship has been restored
between the people of India and Amer-
ica. I support President Bush’s initia-
tives in building a strong partnership
between America and India.

I commend the efforts of Ambassador
Mansingh and Minister Swarup in their
efforts to bring America and India clos-
er together as allies.

————

URGING COLLEAGUES TO SUP-
PORT THE BUDGET RESOLUTION,
WHICH LEAVES NO VETERAN BE-
HIND

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

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, next year there will be 700,000
more unique veteran patients in the
VA health care network than were pro-
jected just 1 year ago. And as our vet-
eran population continues to age and
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medical costs continue to skyrocket,
we can expect to see this trend con-
tinue for most of the decade.

As chairman of the Committee on
Veterans Affairs, I have been working
with my colleagues to ensure that next
year’s budget meets the documented
needs of our Nation’s 25 million vet-
erans.

Mr. Speaker, I am very pleased to say
that, under the leadership of the budg-
et chairman, the gentleman from Iowa
(Mr. NUSSLE), the budget resolution
that comes to the floor will not only
maintain our sacred commitments, but
will actually expand vital health care
for our veterans.

The VA’s budget will grow to a
record $566.9 billion, including a whop-
ping 12 percent increase in VA health
care. That is $2.8 billion for veterans’
health care.

It is a good budget, and I commend
the chairman, the gentleman from
Iowa (Mr. NUSSLE), for crafting this
outstanding budget to our Nation’s
veterans.

———————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, March 18, 2002.
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
The Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule IT of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
March 15, 2002 at 11:27 a.m. That the Senate
agreed to the House amendment to the Sen-
ate amendments to the bill H.R. 1499.

Appointments: Board of Trustees of the
American Folklife Center of the Library of
Congress.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
JEFF TRANDAHL,
Clerk of the House.

——————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
announces that he will postpone fur-
ther proceedings today on each motion
to suspend the rules on which a re-
corded vote or the yeas and nays are
ordered, or on which the vote is ob-
jected to under clause 6 of rule XX.

Any record votes on postponed ques-
tions will be taken after debate has
concluded on all motions to suspend
the rules, but not before 6:30 p.m.
today.

———

PROVIDING FOR BINDING ARBI-
TRATION IN LEASES AND CON-
TRACTS ON RESERVATON LANDS
OF GILA RIVER INDIAN COMMU-
NITY

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
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bill (H.R. 3985) to amend the Act enti-
tled ‘““An Act to authorize the leasing
of restricted Indian lands for public, re-
ligious, educational, recreational, resi-
dential, business, and other purposes
requiring the grant of long-term
leases’, approved August 9, 1955, to
provide for binding arbitration clauses
in leases and contracts related to res-
ervation lands of the Gila River Indian
Community.
The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 3985

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That the first section of
the Act entitled ‘“‘An Act to authorize the
leasing of restricted Indian lands for public,
religious, educational, recreational, residen-
tial, business, and other purposes requiring
the grant of long-term leases’’, approved Au-
gust 9, 1955, (69 Stat. 539; 25 U.S.C. 415) is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

‘“(f) Any lease entered into under the Act
of August 9, 1955 (69 Stat. 539), as amended,
or any contract entered into under section
2103 of the Revised Statutes (25 U.S.C. 81), as
amended, affecting land within the Gila
River Indian Community Reservation may
contain a provision for the binding arbitra-
tion of disputes arising out of such lease or
contract. Such leases or contracts entered
into pursuant to such Acts shall be consid-
ered within the meaning of ‘commerce’ as
defined and subject to the provisions of sec-
tion 1 of title 9, United States Code. Any re-
fusal to submit to arbitration pursuant to a
binding agreement for arbitration or the ex-
ercise of any right conferred by title 9 to
abide by the outcome of arbitration pursuant
to the provisions of chapter 1 of title 9, sec-
tions 1 through 14, United States Code, shall
be deemed to be a civil action arising under
the Constitution, laws or treaties of the
United States within the meaning of section
1331 of title 28, United States Code.”".

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. HAYWORTH) and the gen-
tleman from American Samoa (Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA) each will control 20
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. Hayworth).

0 1415

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I look forward to work-
ing with my friend, the gentleman
from American Samoa (Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA) this afternoon on the
legislation.

Mr. Speaker, the Gila River Indian
community is currently a finalist in
the new Arizona Cardinals Stadium
site selection process. In connection
with the possible development of the
stadium on the Gila River Indian Com-
munity’s reservation, the issue has
arisen regarding the need for certainty
with respect to resolution of contract
disputes between the Gila River Indian
Community and its business lease ten-
ants.

Many of the community’s commer-
cial contracts provide for arbitration of
disputes. They further provide that the
agreement to arbitrate and any arbi-
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tration decision may be enforced in ei-
ther tribal or Federal court. Unfortu-
nately, tenants and their lenders re-
main uncomfortable with the tribal
court for a variety of reasons, and Fed-
eral courts would lack jurisdiction over
contract disputes between private busi-
ness entities and Indian tribes.

In addition to the possible develop-
ment of a stadium site, the community
has developed the business part for
high-end commercial uses. Since poten-
tial business partners see no viable
means to enforce contract and land
lease arbitration provisions, some very
good potential tenants for the commu-
nity’s business park and other poten-
tial business partners have in the past
decided to look elsewhere. Providing
potential tenants with a Federal court
remedy if the community refuses to ar-
bitrate according to agreed-to lease
provisions will cause quality devel-
opers to be more interested in leasing
land in the business part because leases
will be more financeable and market-
able.

The Salt River Pima-Maricopa In-
dian Community, also in my congres-
sional district, has been successful in
attracting commercial tenants to its
various projects. One reason for its suc-
cess is a unique Federal statute that
Congress adopted in 1983. This statute
basically provides that with respect to
Salt River leases, Federal courts have
jurisdiction to enforce agreements to
arbitrate and any resulting arbitration
decision. To a large extent, this statute
has enabled Salt River leases to be
financeable and marketable. Attorneys
for the Salt River Pima-Maricopa In-
dian Community report that there has
never been any Federal court litigation
filed pursuant to the statute since it
was adopted nearly 20 years ago. Still
the statute has provided assurance to
tenants that, if necessary, there is an
available forum other than tribal court
to enforce Salt River’s agreement to
arbitrate lease disputes.

Mr. Speaker, I would also mention
that the introduction of this legisla-
tion does not in any way imply any
preference for the selection of the Gila
River Indian Community for the site of
the Arizona Cardinals stadium. I feel
that both the Gila River Indian Com-
munity site and the city of Mesa site
will serve as excellent possibilities for
construction of a new stadium. This
legislation, however, will help ensure
that the best possible business environ-
ment will exist if the stadium is to be
built. Therefore, I would urge passage
of the bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I certainly would like to commend my
good friend and colleague, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. HAYWORTH)
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for his management of this piece of leg-
islation.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
3985, a bill to assist the Gila River In-
dian Community in the State of Ari-
zona with the plans of economic devel-
opment of tribal lands. I want to thank
and congratulate again the two spon-
sors of this legislation, the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. HAYWORTH) and also
my good friend, the gentleman from
Arizona (Mr. PASTOR) for their hard
work in bringing this bill before us
today. Both gentlemen from Arizona
are good friends of Indian tribes and
are often at the forefront of issues im-
portant to all of our Native American
community.

The Gila River Indian Community is
one of the several Indian tribes which
has taken full advantage of the pro-
ceeds it receives from a well-run gam-
ing facility to diversify into a com-
prehensive economic development plan.
It is a true success story that this In-
dian tribe, which not so long ago was
impoverished, stands at the brink of
becoming the home of the Arizona Car-
dinals National Football stadium.
Years of good management, principles,
smart business practices and innova-
tive thinking on behalf of the tribal
leaders has brought them to this point.

In order to encourage business devel-
opment on the Gila River Reservation,
the tribe has adopted standard provi-
sions in its commercial agreements
which provide for arbitration should
any dispute arise. This legislation will
provide Federal court jurisdiction to
enforce both agreements for arbitra-
tion and any resulting arbitration deci-
sions.

Unfortunately, many non-Indian
businesses still lack a full under-
standing of tribal courts and remain
uncomfortable with the prospect of
pursuing disputes there. The tribe has
asked Congress to provide this Federal
court remedy to assist them in their
economic pursuits. In a letter to the
Committee on Resources ranking mem-
ber, the gentleman from West Virginia
(Mr. RAHALL), Gila River Indian River
Community Governor Donald Antone,
Sr., wrote, ‘““The community has found
this formulation to provide a level of
comfort to certain non-Indian busi-
nesses who are largely unfamiliar with
tribal governments and their judicial
system.”

This is an example of tribal self-de-
termination at its finest, and I wish to
commend Governor Antone and the
Gila River Tribal Council continued
success as they blend their ancient cul-
ture with moderate economic develop-
ments to enhance the lives of all their
members.

Mr. Speaker, I just want to mention
the fact that the Arizona Cardinals Na-
tional Football team was mentioned
here. I have had a couple of my cousins
that have played for the Cardinals. In
fact, one currently plays for the Ari-
zona Cardinals. His name Ma’o Tosi. He
is only six-foot-five and he weighs 300
pounds. I would like to offer my chal-
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lenge to our Native American commu-
nity, where are your Jim Thorpes and
Jimmy Sixkillers? We need more of
them. I would like to suggest to my
friend from Arizona (Mr. HAYWORTH), I
would be more than happy to accom-
modate any of your needs, if you need
more Samoan football players for the
Arizona Cardinal team.

With this in mind, Mr. Speaker, I
urge my colleagues to support this leg-
islation. Again, I thank my good friend
from Arizona (Mr. HAYWORTH).

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my friend, the
gentleman from American Samoa (Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA). For purposes of full
disclosure, we should point out he is
quite right. In fact, both the Univer-
sity of Arizona and Arizona State Uni-
versity have enjoyed great success with
athletes from American Samoa, and for
purposes of full disclosure, my alma
mater, N.C. State, enjoyed the services
of Niko Noga as middle guard.

We appreciate the athletic prowess of
our friends, but more than football,
and obviously, we are focused on this
possibility, but in spite of football you
can see, really, we are looking at finan-
cial opportunities and economic possi-
bilities for the Gila River Indian Com-
munity, much like the Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Community, also in my
district, has enjoyed. So this legisla-
tion which we join together in a bipar-
tisan fashion to champion today is all
about economic opportunity. That is
the real possibility we champion here
today, even as we certainly tip our rhe-
torical cap to the great athletes of
American Samoa who have performed
so admirably in the State of Arizona.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I think this is also a
classic example where we find that we
recognize the sovereignty of our Native
American people, but at the same time
we also recognize that there is a sense
of flexibility where if there are prob-
lems that are needful, not only from
the business community, to allow
issues that need to be taken or arbi-
trated or adjudicated, be taken to the
Federal courts. I think this is an exam-
ple of where the States and the tribes
can work together and provide solu-
tions to whatever problems arise. I
think this legislation provides for that.

Mr. Speaker, again I commend both
of my friends, the gentlemen from Ari-
zona (Mr. PASTOR and Mr. HAYWORTH)
for working together with our Indian
tribes and with the members of the
business community of Arizona that we
now have provided a resolution to the
problem that we have been faced with.

I commend my good friend for his ef-
forts.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.
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Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, again I would thank my
friend, the gentleman from American
Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA), and let
me simply say that it is my hope that
this example can be replicated to offer
economic opportunity throughout the
width and breadth of Indian country as
we move in the days ahead. I would
urge my colleagues to support the leg-
islation.

Mr. PASTOR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today as
an original co-sponsor of this important legisla-
tion which will help to bring needed economic
development opportunities to the Gila River In-
dian Community located in Phoenix.

In recent months, there have been many in-
quiries to the Gila River Indian Community
from potential tenants for purposes of creating
establishment of business. These businesses
will not only provide needed job opportunities,
but also serve the consumers of Phoenix.

However, one of the persistent questions of
potential tenants concerns how lease disputes
might be resolved. Many of the Community’s
commercial contracts provide for arbitration of
disputes. They further provide that the agree-
ment to arbitrate may be enforced in either
Tribal or Federal Court. There exists, however,
an unusual and troubling circumstance associ-
ated with this practice. Unfortunately, some
tenants and their lenders are uncomfortable
with the use of Tribal Courts, and Federal
Courts generally lack jurisdiction over landlord-
tenant disputes.

This legislation is simply an attempt to make
potential business developers and their lend-
ers more comfortable with the method used to
settle any disputes or disagreements.

A similar arrangement is already in place
with the Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian
Community, and it is my understanding that
there has never been any Federal Court litiga-
tion filed since the statute was adopted almost
20 years ago. Still, the statute has provided
assurances and peace of mind to the busi-
nesses who have located there. This legisla-
tion would virtually establish the same legal
proceedings and options for the Gila River In-
dian Community.

The Gila River Indian Community fully sup-
ports this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, again, | wish to express my
support for this legislation and ask my col-
leagues to vote for passage.

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CULBERSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. HAYWORTH) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 3985.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

LEASE LOT CONVEYANCE ACT OF
2002

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 706) to direct the Secretary of



March 19, 2002

the Interior to convey certain prop-
erties in the vicinity of the Elephant
Butte Reservoir and the Caballo Res-
ervoir, New Mexico, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 706

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Lease Lot Con-
veyance Act of 2002,

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

The Congress finds that the conveyance of the
Properties to the Lessees for fair market value
would have the beneficial results of—

(1) eliminating Federal payments in lieu of
taxres and associated management exrpenditures
in connection with the Government’s ownership
of the Properties, while increasing local tax rev-
enues from the new owners;

(2) sustaining existing economic conditions in
the vicinity of the Properties, while providing
the new owners of the Properties the security to
invest in permanent structures and improve-
ments; and

(3) adding needed jobs to the county in which
the Properties are located and increasing rev-
enue to the county and surrounding commu-
nities through property and gross receipt tares,
thereby increasing economic stability and a sus-
tainable economy in one of the poorest counties
in New Mezxico.

SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) FAIR MARKET VALUE.—The term ‘‘fair mar-
ket value’ means, with respect to a parcel of
property, the value of the property determined—

(A) without regard to improvements con-
structed by the Lessee of the property;

(B) by an appraisal in accordance with the
Uniform Standards for Federal Land Acquisi-
tions; and

(C) by an appraiser approved by the Secretary
and the purchaser.

(2) IRRIGATION DISTRICTS.—The term ‘‘Irriga-
tion Districts’ means the Elephant Butte Irriga-
tion District and the El Paso County Water Im-
provement District No. 1.

(3) LESSEE.—The term ‘‘Lessee’” means the
leaseholder of a Property on the date of enact-
ment of this Act, and any heir, executor, or as-
sign of the leaseholder with respect to that
leasehold interest.

(4) PROPERTY.—The term ‘‘Property’ means
any of the cabin sites comprising the Properties.

(5) PROPERTIES.—The term  ‘“‘Properties’”
means all the real property comprising 403 cabin
sites under the administrative jurisdiction of the
Bureau of Reclamation that are located along
the western portion of the reservoirs in Elephant
Butte State Park and Caballo State Park, New
Mexzxico, including easements, roads, and other
appurtenances. The exact acreage and legal de-
scription of such real property shall be deter-
mined by the Secretary after consulting with the
Purchaser.

(6) PURCHASER.—The term  ‘‘Purchaser”
means the Elephant Butte/Caballo Leaseholders
Association, Inc., a nonprofit corporation estab-
lished under the laws of New Mexzxico.

(7) RESERVOIRS.—The term ‘‘reservoirs’ means
the Elephant Butte Reservoir and the Caballo
Reservoir in the State of New Mexico.

(8) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’ means
the Secretary of the Interior.

SEC. 4. CONVEYANCE OF PROPERTIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall convey
to the Purchaser in accordance with this Act,
subject to valid existing rights, all right, title,
and interest of the United States in and to the
Properties and all appurtenances thereto, in-
cluding specifically easements for—

(1) vehicular access to each Property;

(2) drainage; and

(3) access to and the use of all ramps, retain-
ing walls, and other improvements for which ac-
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cess is provided under the leases that apply to
the Properties as of the date of the enactment of
this Act.

(b) CONSIDERATION.—As consideration for any
conveyance under this section, the Secretary
shall require the Purchaser to pay to the United
States fair market value of the Properties.

SEC. 5. TERMS OF CONVEYANCE.

(a) SPECIFIC CONDITIONS.—As conditions of
any conveyance to the Purchaser under this
Act, the Secretary shall require the following:

(1) LEASEHOLDERS’ OPTION.—The Purchaser
shall grant to each Lessee of a Property an
option—

(A) to purchase the Property at fair market
value; or

(B) to continue leasing the Property on terms
to be negotiated with the Purchaser.

(2) ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS.—Any reasonable
administrative cost incurred by the Secretary in-
cident to the conveyance under section 6 shall
be reimbursed by the Purchaser.

(b) RESTRICTIVE USE COVENANT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—To maintain the unique
character of the area in the vicinity of the Res-
ervoirs, the Secretary shall establish, by the
terms of conveyance, use restrictions to carry
out paragraph (2) that—

(A) are appurtenant to, and run with, each
Property; and

(B) are binding upon each subsequent owner
of each Property.

(2) ACCESS TO RESERVOIRS.—The use restric-
tions required by paragraph (1) shall ensure
that—

(A) public access to and along the shoreline of
the Reservoirs in existence on the date of enact-
ment of this Act is not obstructed;

(B) adequate public access to and along the
shoreline of the Reservoirs is maintained; and

(C) the operation of the Reservoirs by the Sec-
retary or the Irrigation Districts shall not result
in liability of the United States or the Irrigation
Districts for damages incurred, as a direct or in-
direct result of such operation, by the owner of
any Property conveyed under this Act,
including—

(i) damages for any loss of use or enjoyment
of a Property; and

(ii) damages resulting from any modifications
or construction of any reservoir dam.

(c) TIMING.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall convey
the Properties under this Act as soon as prac-
ticable after the date of enactment of this Act
and in accordance with all applicable law.

(2) REPORT.—If the Secretary has not com-
pleted conveyance of the Properties to the Pur-
chaser by the end of the 1-year period beginning
on the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall, before the end of that period,
submit a report to the Congress explaining the
reasons that conveyance has not been completed
and stating the date by which the conveyance
will be completed.

(d) REIMBURSEMENT OF PURCHASER’S COSTS.—
The terms of conveyance shall authorize the
Purchaser to require each Lessee to reimburse
the Purchaser for a proportionate share of the
costs incurred by the Purchaser in completing
the transactions pursuant to this Act, including
any interest charges.

SEC. 6. RESOLUTION OF CLAIMS AND DISPUTES.

After conveyance of the Properties to the Pur-
chaser, if any Lessee has a dispute with or claim
against the Purchaser or any of its officers, di-
rectors, or members arising from the Properties,
the Lessee shall promptly give written notice of
the dispute or claim to the Purchaser. If such
notice is not provided to the Purchaser within
20 days after the date the Lessee knew or should
have known of such dispute or claim, then any
right of the Lessee for relief based on such dis-
pute or claim shall be waived. If the Lessee and
the Purchaser are unable to resolve the dispute
or claim by mediation, the dispute or claim shall
be resolved by binding arbitration.
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SEC. 7. FEDERAL RECLAMATION LAW.

No conveyance under this Act shall restrict or
limit the authority or ability of the Secretary to
fulfill the duties of the Secretary under the Act
of June 17, 1902 (32 Stat. 388, chapter 1093), and
Acts supplemental to and amendatory of that
Act (43 U.S.C. 371 et seq.).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. HAYWORTH) and the gen-
tleman from American Samoa (Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA) each will control 20
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. HAYWORTH).

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 706, sponsored by
the gentleman from New Mexico (Mr.
SKEEN), directs the Secretary of the In-
terior to convey certain properties in
the vicinity of the Elephant Butte Res-
ervoir and the Caballo Reservoir in
New Mexico, to transfer 403 rec-
reational lots on the two reservoirs to
private ownership. This transaction
will be done at fair market value. Con-
gress expects that the cost of the ap-
praisal and surveys will be included as
reimbursable costs to the purchaser.
The manager’s amendment clarifies
several technical issues regarding the
transfer of the properties.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
New Mexico (Mr. SKEEN), the bill’s
sponsor, to offer further information
on this legislation.

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to ask the House of Representa-
tives to support passage of H.R. 706,
legislation that will allow citizens to
purchase the lands on which their
homes were built near a Bureau of Rec-
lamation project in southern New Mex-
ico.

The Elephant Butte Reservoir story
begins in the 1930s as the government
offered people the opportunity to build
recreational homes on the land leased
from the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation.
The covenants in the lease agreements
required leaseholders to make substan-
tial investments on the 400-plus sites
under this program. It was every lease-
holder’s hope that the government
would someday privatize the leased
land and offer it for sale through a pur-
chase option.

The Bureau throughout most of the
20th century apparently felt that some
day they might need this land if the
dams were ever enlarged. We now be-
lieve that the modification or enlarge-
ment will never occur.

While legislation enacted by Con-
gress in 1984 allowed the leaseholders of
Lake Sumner in New Mexico, where
recreational homes also existed, the
opportunity to purchase their lots, the
residents of Elephant Butte remained
in a lease-only situation.

Despite my previous efforts, includ-
ing the introduction of prior-year legis-
lation, and established patterns of gov-
ernment transfers, the project re-
mained lease-only and lease lot holders
remained in limbo.
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There are two issues that had to be
resolved with the Bureau of Reclama-
tion in order to facilitate a successful
transfer. These included property ap-
praisal and the number of lots that
would be sold.

My bill, H.R. 706, addresses each of
these issues in a fair and equitable
manner. In effect, all current lease-
holders would have the opportunity to
purchase the land on which their
homes currently exist as an unap-
proved, lakefront appraised value.

Finally, the bill guarantees contin-
ued public access to the water. I do
want to thank the House Committee on
Resources for their assistance and es-
pecially the Subcommittee on Water
and Power chairman, the gentleman
from California (Mr. CALVERT), and his
talented staff for their assistance and
patience in working with me on this
important bill.

This legislation is carefully crafted
to resolve these issues, and we must
not lose the sight of the fact that this
is really a story about people, their
lives, and the role of the government in
the settling of the West.

In closing, Mr. Speaker, I ask Mem-
bers to do what is right by passing this
legislation. It is time that we offer
these fine people the opportunity to
purchase the land that many have
leased for over 60 years.

I thank the gentleman from Arizona
(Mr. HAYWORTH) for his kindness.

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. FALEOVAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I would like to commend the distin-
guished chairman of the Subcommittee
on Interior of the Committee on Appro-
priations, the gentleman from New
Mexico (Mr. SKEEN) as the principal au-
thor of this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, the amendment would
transfer title to 43 lakefront lots and
improvements within the Bureau of
Reclamation’s Rio Grande Project in
New Mexico and Texas to the Elephant
Butte/Caballo Leaseholders Associa-
tion.

0 1430

In the late 1940s, reclamation leased
one-half acre lakefront sites to visitors
using tents, campers or other tem-
porary structures. Over time, perma-
nent structures and other improve-
ments replaced the temporary struc-
tures, and many are now used on a full-
time basis.

The amendment reflects changes rec-
ommended by the Interior and Justice
Departments. It requires the Ilease-
holders to pay market value, without
regard to improvements made by the
lessees.

Certainly there is no question that
this legislation is necessary as a relief
for these lakefront property owners;
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and again, I commend the gentleman
from New Mexico (Mr. SKEEN), the
chairman of our Committee on Appro-
priations’ Subcommittee on Interior. I
urge my colleagues to support this leg-
islation.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Though this oft times is far from the
roar of the grease paint and the smell
of the crowd, this is another common-
sense piece of legislation that we will
move on today to reaffirm what is real-
ly, we call it bipartisan but basically
nonpartisan, focusing on results for
real people.

The gentleman from New Mexico (Mr.
SKEEN), the dean of that State’s dele-
gation, put it quite succinctly, and I
think very poignantly, when he said
this legislation ultimately is about
people and doing what is right; and it
is in that spirit that I would commend
this legislation to the full body. I con-
gratulate the gentleman from New
Mexico (Mr. SKEEN) on a commonsense
piece of legislation.

I thank, once again, the gentleman
from American Samoa (Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA) for his help on this
and the help of all the members of the
committee to expedite this process to
do the right thing.

Mr. Speaker, I urge passage of this
legislation, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I want to remind my colleagues, this
piece of legislation had the full, bipar-
tisan support of the Committee on Re-
sources. It also has the support of the
administration, and I urge my col-
leagues to support this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CULBERSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. HAYWORTH) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 706, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

NATIONAL PARK OF AMERICAN
SAMOA BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENT
ACT

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 1712) to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior to make minor
adjustments to the boundary of the Na-
tional Park of American Samoa to in-
clude certain portions of the islands of
Ofu and Olosega within the park, and
for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:
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H.R. 1712
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENT OF THE NA-
TIONAL PARK OF AMERICAN SAMOA.

Section 2(b) of the Act entitled ‘“‘An Act to es-
tablish the National Park of American Samoa’
(16 U.S.C. 410qq-1(b)), approved October 31,
1988, is amended—

(1) by striking (1), ““(2)”’, and “(3)” and in-
serting ‘“‘(A)”’, ““(B)”’, and ‘‘(C)”’, respectively;

(2) by inserting ‘(1) after ‘“‘INCLUDED.—’’;
and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘““(2) The Secretary may make adjustments to
the boundary of the park to include within the
park certain portions of the islands of Ofu and
Olosega, as depicted on the map entitled ‘Na-
tional Park of American Samoa, Proposed
Boundary Adjustment’, numbered 82,035 and
dated February 2002, pursuant to an agreement
with the Governor of American Samoa and con-
tingent upon the lease to the Secretary of the
newly added lands. As soon as practicable after
a boundary adjustment under this paragraph,
the Secretary shall modify the maps referred to
in paragraph (1) accordingly.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. HAYWORTH) and the gen-
tleman from American Samoa (Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA) each will control 20
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. HAYWORTH).

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

H.R. 1712, introduced by our com-
mittee colleague, the gentleman from
American Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA),
would authorize the Secretary of the
Interior to make adjustments to the
boundary of the national park of Amer-
ican Samoa to include certain portions
of the islands of Ofu and Olosega with-
in the park.

Created in 1988, the national park of
American Samoa preserves the tropical
forests and archeological and cultural
resources of American Samoa and its
associated coral reefs. In fact, Mr.
Speaker, the national park of Amer-
ican Samoa preserves the only
paleotropical rain forest in the United
States.

Mr. Speaker, expanding the park’s
boundaries to include land and water
on the islands of Ofu and Olosega would
protect additional coral communities
that harbor great diversity of species,
including the endangered hawsbill, pre-
serve high concentrations of medicinal
plans, and offer increased scuba diving
and hiking opportunities, while at the
same time preserve subsistence fishing,
which is protected by the park’s ena-
bling legislation.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, unlike all
other units in our national park sys-
tem, the National Park Service would
lease, rather than purchase, the addi-
tional lands. Currently, the park serv-
ice manages 9,000 acres of land and
water on the islands of American
Samoa through a 50-year lease. The ad-
ditional lands and waters would also be
leased by the park service.
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Mr. Speaker, I would urge my col-
leagues to support H.R. 1712, as amend-
ed.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I want to certainly thank the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. HAYWORTH)
for his eloquent statement in support
of this legislation. I also want to thank
the Republican and Democratic House
leadership, the gentleman from Utah
(Mr. HANSEN) and the gentleman from
West Virginia (Mr. RAHALL), our full
committee leaders, and the gentleman
from California (Mr. RADANOVICH) and
the gentlewoman from the Virgin Is-
lands (Mrs. CHRISTENSEN), with the
Subcommittee on National Parks,
Recreation and Public Lands, for their
support in bringing this bill to the
floor today. H.R. 1712 will make adjust-
ments to the boundary of the national
park of American Samoa.

Mr. Speaker, the U.S. territory of
American Samoa is located approxi-
mately 2,400 miles directly south of Ha-
waii. The national park in American
Samoa is located on three separate is-
lands: Tutuila, Ofu and Ta’u. The is-
lands of Ofu and Olosega, portions of
which would be added to the park
under this legislation, are small islands
which lie adjacent to each other and
are connected by a short bridge.

In 1998, I received a request from the
village chiefs of Sili and Olosega, on
the island of Olosega, to include por-
tions of their village lands within the
national park. The chiefs noted the im-
portant role the park plays in pre-
serving the natural and cultural re-
sources of the territory, and indicated
that the village councils believed there
are significant cultural resources on
village lands which warrant consider-
ation for addition to the park.

About 2 years ago I had asked the Na-
tional Park Service to conduct studies
to determine if there were cultural and
natural resources on the island which
warranted inclusion in the park. The
park service completed reconnaissance
surveys on the islands of Olosega and a
portion of the island of Ofu and re-
ported on both.

The National Park Service concluded
in part: the archaeological significance
of Olosega Island cannot be under-
stated. Sites on the ridgeline and ter-
races may offer an important oppor-
tunity for the study and interpretation
of ancient Samoa. The number and
density of star mounds (31), the great
number of modified terraces, about 46
sites, and homesites of about 14, the
subsistence system, and the artifacts
available are all important findings.
This is particularly significant in that
they were recorded in only 3 days of
visual surveys on only a portion of the
island.
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The National Park Service research-
ers also discovered that on top of this
particular island of Olosega, were sev-
eral acres of medicinal plants that are
found nowhere else in the Samoan is-
lands. This leads me to my next point,
Mr. Speaker, about the importance of
this unique national park.

One of the world’s most renowned
ethnobotanists, Dr. Paul Cox, who is
currently the director of the National
Tropical Botanical Garden on the is-
land of Kauai in the State of Hawaii,
conducted a series of research and
study of several of the ancient Samoan
medicinal plants. From one of these
plants a substance called protrastin
has now been discovered. It has been
found that protrastin may have bene-
ficial properties for the treatment of
HIV/AIDS.

About two weeks ago, my district
was privileged to host one of the
world’s most renown marine ocean sci-
entists, Dr. Sylvia Earle. Believe it or
not, Dr. Earle continues to explore the
ocean as a scuba diver, and in doing so,
found that one of the rarest giant
clams in the world can only be found in
the Samoan islands.

Mr. Speaker, the national park of
American Samoa is continuing to de-
velop. Established in 1988 by Public
Law 100-571, the park took several
years to become operational. Today,
however, tourists are visiting and
schoolteachers are using the park as an
educational resource to help the stu-
dents learn more about Samoan his-
tory and ancient culture, the environ-
ment and ecological conservation. The
park is preserving the area within its
boundaries; but as the population
grows, from about 22 percent, consider-
able pressure has been placed on these
undeveloped areas.

The additions proposed by this legis-
lation will preserve important sections
of the remaining natural and cultural
resources of the territory.

Again, because of the historical sig-
nificance of this park, I respectfully re-
quest and ask my colleagues to support
this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I appreciate the gentleman from
American Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA)
going into more detail about this
unique national park and exactly the
treasures there, the opportunities
there and things that are worth saving
there within the confines of that park
and why it is necessary to move for-
ward in this legislation. I would join
him in earnest bipartisan support for
this because I think it is a scientific
treasure for us and one that, as he has
pointed out, with the medicinal value
of plants and other things there, things
that may hold the key to medical mir-
acles and marvels yet to come.

It is in that spirit that I would urge
passage of the legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.
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Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
again, I thank the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. HAYWORTH) for his eloquence
and his remarks.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
HAYWORTH) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1712, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote, and pending
that, I make the point of order that a
quorum is not present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX, and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

—————

COMMENDING PENTAGON
RENOVATION PROGRAM

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 368) commending the
great work that the Pentagon Renova-
tion Program and its contractors have
completed thus far, in reconstructing
the portion of the Pentagon that was
destroyed by the terrorist attack of
September 11, 2001.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 368

Whereas the Pentagon was struck by a hor-
rible act of terrorism on September 11, 2001,
taking the lives of 1256 employees at the Pen-
tagon and 64 hostages on a hijacked airplane;

Whereas a renovation effort, known as
Phoenix Project, is underway to restore the
damaged portion of the Pentagon, and is
pushing to have Pentagon personnel back to
work in that portion of the building by Sep-
tember 11, 2002, just 1 short year after the
terrorist attack;

Whereas, initially working 24 hours a day
and 7 days each week, the outstanding men
and women of the Pentagon Renovation Pro-
gram have demonstrated the Nation’s re-
solve and know-how, and are 6 weeks ahead
of schedule in the reconstruction effort;

Whereas the 400,000 square feet of demoli-
tion work, which had to be completed before
reconstruction work could begin, was com-
pleted in just 1 month, when it was esti-
mated to take 4 to 7 months for the job; and

Whereas the renovation effort is comprised
of 15 percent government and 85 percent con-
tracted personnel, and these individuals have
clearly dedicated themselves to making this
important institution whole again: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives commends the great work that the
Pentagon Renovation Program and its
contactors have completed thus far, in re-
constructing the portion of the Pentagon
that was destroyed by the terrorist attack of
September 11, 2001.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. SAXTON) and the gen-
tleman from Hawaii (Mr. ABERCROMBIE)
each will control 20 minutes.
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman

from New Jersey (Mr. SAXTON).
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. Saxton. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks on the
resolution under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H. Res. 368, commending the great
work that the Pentagon renovation
program and its contractors have ac-
complished in swiftly repairing the
Pentagon after the devastating attack
of September 11, 2001. I thank our dis-
tinguished colleague, the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. FOLEY), for spon-
soring this resolution.

Shortly after the tragic event of Sep-
tember 11, I led a small delegation to
visit the Pentagon. The devastation
was truly appalling, and I was sure
that a lengthy period would be required
to repair such extensive damage. Of
course, I am glad to report that I was
wrong.

The dedication and superhuman ef-
forts of the Pentagon renovation pro-
gram office and its contractors have
defied all predictions in their ability to
work miracles. The removal of the de-
bris and restoration of the damaged
area aptly called the Phoenix Project
has amazed the world in the speed of
its operation.

The damaged wedge had been vir-
tually renovated as part of the ongoing
project to refurbish the Pentagon be-
fore the plane struck last September.
Determined to finish the job and have
people back at their desk by September
11 of this year, the dedicated team of
government and contract employees
went into immediate action. Work on
the crash site was conducted around
the clock for three months and is now
down to a mere 20 hours a day. I under-
stand that workers had to be forced to
take time off for Christmas and have
protested the cessation of the 24-hour
day operations.

The pace and skill of this reconstruc-
tion effort is truly a masterpiece of
American ingenuity and effort and is a
positive reaction to the evil of Sep-
tember 11 of last year.
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Mr. Speaker, all involved in this ex-
traordinary effort deserve our deepest
gratitude.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, as chairman of
the Subcommittee on Military Instal-
lations and Facilities, I pay close at-
tention to military construction
projects. I have never seen one proceed
at this pace and sincerely hope that
there is never a reason to proceed at
this pace again. But these intrepid
souls have shown the world what Amer-
ican spirit and resolve are all about.
Many have worked on this project and
they are heroes, in my mind.
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Mr. Speaker, I am sure that Members
will all support H. Res. 368, but, Mr.
Speaker, let me just commend the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. FOLEY) for
his great efforts in bringing this reso-
lution to us. It is something that I
think is very worthwhile for us to note
here in an official way today.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of House Resolution 368, introduced by
my colleague, the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. FOLEY), as indicated by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
SAXTON), and endorsed by numerous
other Members of the House. The reso-
lution commends the outstanding
progress made thus far by the Pen-
tagon Renovation Program and its con-
tractors in reconstructing the section
of the Pentagon damaged by the ter-
rorist attack.

On September 11, 2001, Mr. Speaker,
our Nation suffered four unprovoked
terrorist attacks, three of which found
their aim in two of our most powerful
symbols of strength and democracy.
Two days after the attacks, the Army
asked the gentleman from New Jersey
(Mr. SAXTON), myself, and several other
Members involved in  the Sub-
committee on Military Construction to
visit the Pentagon site and survey the
damage sustained there. Like the rest
of the American public, we were
stunned by the gash in what had pre-
viously seemed to be the impenetrable
exterior of the Pentagon.

What really caught our attention,
though, was the work already under
way. A small city of support was buzz-
ing on the lawn. Firefighters were still
battling flare-ups and hot spots, and
military and civilian personnel were
securing the building and sifting
through the debris. No one was waiting
to be told what to do. They were just
doing what they knew needed to be
done.

The Pentagon Renovation Program
has exceeded every expectation. The
American public realized the signifi-
cance of healing this visible wound as
soon as possible, and the Phoenix
Project has made it a reality. Govern-
ment and contract personnel put their
shoulders to the wheel, at times labor-
ing around the clock, to tear down the
most severely damaged sections and to
rebuild it from the ground up. Demoli-
tion was supposed to take 7 or 8
months, Mr. Speaker. The team com-
pleted it in 1 month and 1 day. That is
the power of American resolve.

I have the utmost confidence that
the Renovation Program will meet its
ultimate goal to have people back at
their desks by September 10, 2002.
There could be no greater tribute to
those who lost their lives than to know
that the men and women of the Depart-
ment of Defense are once again doing
the business of the country from their
proper Pentagon offices.
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Mr. Speaker, let us honor these
Americans, public workers and private
citizens, willing to dedicate themselves
to the rebuilding of our national mo-
rale.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. FOLEY).

Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman for yielding me this time
and, thus, giving me the opportunity to
praise so many fabulous and phe-
nomenal workers at the Pentagon.

I would first like to thank the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. STUMP),
Chairman of the Committee on Armed
Services, for expediting this important
resolution. The Committee worked es-
pecially quickly with the staff from
the Pentagon to move this resolution
forward, House Resolution 368, for
which I know all of us are grateful.
Within 48 hours, 70-plus colleagues on
both sides of the aisle quickly joined
me in saluting the men and women at
the Pentagon.

Mr. Speaker, anyone who has driven
by the Pentagon recently has been a
firsthand witness to the amazing deter-
mination and depth of the American
spirit. That spirit is embodied in all
the workers who are resurrecting the
Pentagon in a reconstruction project
aptly named Project Phoenix. Just 6
short months ago, terrorists attempted
to attack and raze a symbol of Amer-
ica. They found they could barely
scratch the surface.

From the individuals who imme-
diately responded to the attack deliv-
ering triage, to the many people af-
fected by the explosion, to the ongoing
efforts of Project Phoenix, America’s
resolve and strength are clear and evi-
dent. Anyone who has seen the Pen-
tagon lately has seen a miracle of re-
construction, and behind that miracle
are all the workers who have clearly
taken hold of this project, showing the
world that what evil tries to destroy
can be rebuilt stronger, bigger, and
better.

It is as clear as the Pentagon itself
that these workers are adding more
than bricks and mortar to this cher-
ished building; they are leaving an im-
print of their dedication that rose from
the ashes of September 11. Starting al-
most immediately after the attack,
workers labored 24 hours a day to clear
the area of over 400,000 square feet of
debris, a project they completed amaz-
ingly in only a little more than 1
month. They are now 6 weeks ahead of
schedule, with an ever-visible goal in
site.

Above the construction site on the
building is a clock counting down to
September 11, 2002. The workers made a
commitment that they would have
Pentagon employees working back at
their desks in the outer ring of the
Pentagon by September 11, 2002. And as
that clock counts down, it is a con-
stant reminder of the importance of
this work.
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Mr. Speaker, what these workers
have displayed is a deep, true dedica-
tion that cannot be feigned. It must
come from within. And it for that dedi-
cation that I introduced this resolution
and received such overwhelming sup-
port from my colleagues. I know others
will speak today: the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. MORAN), the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. DAVIS), the gentle-
woman from Maryland (Mrs. MORELLA),
and others joining us on the House
floor today. We invite everyone on
Thursday, at 1 p.m., to the Pentagon
for a formal presentation of this proc-
lamation.

One more word, Mr. Speaker, and I
know that the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. MORAN) and the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. DAVIS) know this
personally, we have spent a lot of time
talking about the tragedy in New
York, and at times I feel we have actu-
ally slighted those brave men and
women who were killed in the ashes of
this devastation just a short mile and a
half from this complex. I salute their
families as well and the memory of
those loved ones lost, and just want to
assure them that every person’s life
that was taken by terrorists will never
be forgotten. While we salute the tre-
mendous accomplishments of the men
and women on the construction site,
let us not leave this floor without
spending a moment to commemorate
those brave men and women who serve
us daily in uniform, those who Ilost
their lives, who never returned home,
but stood vigil over this great Nation
of ours.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. MORAN), who is rep-
resenting the Pentagon here today, as
it resides in his district.

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank my friend and colleague
from Hawaii for yielding me this time,
and I thank my friends and colleagues,
the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
FOLEY) and the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. SAXTON), as well as all
those involved in this resolution.

Since the Pentagon is in my congres-
sional district, it would be tempting to
take credit for the extra $1.1 billion
that we added to the supplemental ap-
propriations bill last year to make this
possible, but in fact, the gentleman
from California (Mr. LEWIS) and the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
MURTHA), the chairman and ranking
member of the Subcommittee on De-
fense of the Committee on Appropria-
tions, do deserve recognition for mak-
ing this request a priority. But I know
that they would agree that the most
deserved credit, as the resolution says,
goes to the tireless work of the men
and women charged with the actual re-
building of the Pentagon.

On September 11, a day forever to be
marked in infamy in United States his-
tory, one of our Nation’s historic land-
marks and the operational center of
the world’s most powerful military was
struck by the evils of international ter-
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rorism. This heinous act caught us by
surprise; however, in the days that fol-
lowed, our steely resolve triggered an
overwhelming military response and an
unprecedented effort to rebuild our de-
filed monument.

Titled the Phoenix Project, the ren-
ovation of the Pentagon is an ongoing
demonstration of U.S. technological
and civil engineering advances. It is in
operation 24 hours a day, 6 days a
week, consists of construction shifts
running from 6:30 a.m. until 2:30 in the
morning, from the early hours before
daybreak until long after the sun sets.
These American workers are dem-
onstrating our Nation’s collective re-
solve to rise from the ashes and go for-
ward undeterred in our efforts to wipe
out the terrorist threat.

While the renovation is running like
a well-oiled machine, its success could
not be maintained without the dedica-
tion and deep-seated devotion of the
work crews responsible for its execu-
tion. As a testament to their efficient
labors, the demolition, slated for com-
pletion in 7 months, the demolition,
was incredibly finished in just 1 month.
The blood, sweat and, undoubtedly,
tears shed by these hardworking indi-
viduals is a true example of America’s
work ethic and ingenuity.

The purpose of this resolution, as I
know my friend from Florida (Mr.
FOLEY) would agree, is simply to take a
moment from our day to salute these
patriots. We proudly stand to honor
their efforts and wait in anticipation
for the 1-year anniversary of Sep-
tember 11 when the culmination of
their labor will come to fruition and
America’s living monument to its mili-
tary superiority will be whole again
and built stronger than ever.

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Maryland (Mrs. MORELLA).

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding me
this time and for having this resolution
come to the floor of the House. I rise in
strong support for House Resolution
368.

I want to thank the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. FOLEY) for introducing the
resolution, which I am proud to be a
cosponsor of. The resolution commends
the efforts of the many individuals and
organizations that have done a remark-
able job at the Pentagon in the Pen-
tagon renovation effort.

The Phoenix Project is already 6
weeks ahead of schedule, as my col-
leagues heard, and demolition work
that was supposed to take 7 months has
taken only 1. The crew, made up of
government workers and contractor
personnel, has built the skeleton for
the outer ring in just 6 months and is
on schedule to be open again by this
coming September 11. How remarkable.

I also want to mention the efforts of
AMEC. This is a design and construc-
tion company in my district, Mont-
gomery County, Maryland, for the
work they have done during this ren-
ovation. They actually were respon-
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sible for the wedge-one renovations
that were basically completed right be-
fore September 11. AMEC has now been
leading the efforts in refurbishing
wedge one, and I applaud their work.

Specifically, I want to thank their
wonderful team: Brett Eaton, Dave
Coffman, Karl Johnson, John
Macenczak, William Rock Viner, Greg
Vachon, Sing Banh, Eric Sin, Michael
Palumbo, Shaul Kopyto, David Conner,
Avis Woods, David Clint, and Claude
Bernier. These individuals, as well as
hundreds of others who have worked
tirelessly since September 11, deserve
commendation, and I hope that all
Members of this House will support
this in this very important resolution.

Yes, I toured the Pentagon several
days after September 11, and I look for-
ward to being at the presentation of
this resolution at the Pentagon on
Thursday, March 21, to say thanks.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume,
prior to yielding back the balance of
my time, because I would just like to
say that the folks who are rebuilding
the Pentagon are setting a great exam-
ple for the rest of America and the rest
of the world. But I think it is equally
important today that we do not forget
the thousands of other people who are
involved in activities that are related
to the attack on the Pentagon.

Obviously, there were people who lost
their lives on September 11 and in the
following days, and there are people in-
volved today at the Pentagon who are
not involved in the rebuilding effort.
There are people involved in other Fed-
eral agencies around the world, and
there are U.S. troops in places like Af-
ghanistan, and Tajikistan, and in
Yemen, in Georgia; and there are Ma-
rines standing at their posts at embas-
sies all around the world.
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Mr. Speaker, these people are all peo-
ple who deserve a great deal of credit.
But today we choose to single out one
group of people who are setting an ex-
ample of American resolve. That re-
solve, however, is shared by those I
just mentioned and many others. So let
the word go out to the terrorists and
the would-be terrorists that we are
here and we take note of what has oc-
curred during the last 6 months. They
should take note, as well, about how
serious we are.

Mr. Speaker, the men and women
who are rebuilding the Pentagon are an
example of that, but they are not the
only example of that. We thank them
for what they are doing, and I again
pay my great thanks to the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. FOLEY) for bringing
this resolution to us today. We look
forward to joining the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. FOLEY) in the presen-
tation that will take place in the next
day or so.

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
strong support of House Resolution 368.
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My Congressional District, the 10th of Vir-
ginia, lost nearly 30 people at the Pentagon to
the tragic events of September 11, 2001. This
resolution commends the Phoenix Project
which is the ongoing effort at the Pentagon to
rebuild the damaged section by September
11, 2002. Like the Phoenix which rose out of
the ashes, the project is running on schedule
because Phoenix team members are working
around the clock, 6 days per week, to bring
the Pentagon back from the “ashes.” It is
those workers today who we congratulate and
thank.

The reconstruction of the Pentagon will re-
build the damaged building and also help heal
emotional wounds. It also sends a message to
the terrorists that America cannot be defeated.
Our ideals and freedoms will not waiver in the
face of terrorism.

| am honored to be speaking in support of
this resolution. It is important that we not for-
get the courage and bravery of all those af-
fected by the events of September 11.

| urge your unanimous support for this reso-
lution to honor those brave Americans who
died on September 11 and to thank those
workers who are rebuilding the Pentagon.

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, it
is with great honor and pride that | rise today
to pay tribute to the men and women who
have worked so hard to rebuild the Nation’s
military headquarters and a national icon.

Although born out of tragedy, the current re-
construction project represents an opportunity
to memorialize permanently and prominently
our Nation’s history of resilience in the face of
adversity. | congratulate the workers and con-
tractors who are ahead of schedule in repair-
ing the huge hole blown out of the Pentagon
on Tuesday, September 11, 2001, by a ter-
rorist-hijacked airliner.

The efforts of those involved in reconstruc-
tion have enabled the Pentagon to get back to
business—waging war in Central Asia and de-
stroying those networks responsible for the
terrorist attacks in Washington, New York, and
Pennsylvania. The demolition of the wounded
section took only 1 month and a day to com-
plete, aided by 24-hour days, 7 days a week
and landfills that stayed open all night. Weary
workers celebrated the day they finished, No-
vember 19, by placing a Christmas tree on the
Pentagon’s roof. It marked a turning point to-
ward the positive: they would stop tearing
down and start building up.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, | would like to con-
gratulate the crews at the Pentagon who have
toiled tirelessly for more than 3 months now,
trying to fix what was broken, replace what
was destroyed, and put back together a metic-
ulous, 20-year, $1.2-billion renovation effort
that was already well along at the time of the
attack.

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CULBERSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. SAXTON) that the
House suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution, H. Res. 368.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.
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The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

———

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States were commu-
nicated to the House by Mr. Sherman
Williams, one of his secretaries.

———

UTAH PUBLIC LANDS ARTIFACT
PRESERVATION ACT

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3928) to assist in the preservation
of archaeological, paleontological, zoo-
logical, geological, and botanical arti-
facts through construction of a new fa-
cility for the University of Utah Mu-
seum of Natural History, Salt Lake
City, Utah.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 3928

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“Utah Public
Lands Artifact Preservation Act’.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds that—

(1) the collection of the Utah Museum of
Natural History in Salt Lake City, Utah, in-
cludes more than 1,000,000 archaeological, pa-
leontological, zoological, geological, and bo-
tanical artifacts;

(2) the collection of items housed by the
Museum contains artifacts from land man-
aged by—

(A) the Bureau of Land Management;

(B) the Bureau of Reclamation;

(C) the National Park Service;

(D) the United States Fish and Wildlife
Service; and

(E) the Forest Service;

(3) more than 75 percent of the Museum’s
collection was recovered from federally man-
aged public land; and

(4) the Museum has been designated by the
legislature of the State of Utah as the State
museum of natural history.

SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) MUSEUM.—The term ‘‘Museum’ means
the University of Utah Museum of Natural
History in Salt Lake City, Utah.

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’
means the Secretary of the Interior.

SEC. 4. ASSISTANCE FOR UNIVERSITY OF UTAH
MUSEUM OF NATURAL HISTORY.

(a) ASSISTANCE FOR MUSEUM.—The Sec-
retary shall make a grant to the University
of Utah in Salt Lake City, Utah, to pay the
Federal share of the costs of construction of
a new facility for the Museum, including the
design, planning, furnishing, and equipping
of the Museum.

(b) GRANT REQUIREMENTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—To receive a grant under
subsection (b), the Museum shall submit to
the Secretary a proposal for the use of the
grant.

(2) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of
the costs described in subsection (a) shall
not exceed 25 percent.

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
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carry out this section $15,000,000, to remain
available until expended.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and the gentleman
from American Samoa (Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA) each will control 20
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN).

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3928 would direct
the Secretary of the Interior to assist
the University of Utah by making a
grant to the University of Utah Mu-
seum of Natural History in Salt Lake
City, Utah, to help pay for the Federal
share of the costs of construction of a
new natural history museum. The Fed-
eral share, however, would not exceed
25 percent of the total cost.

Mr. Speaker, while the museum holds
large collections of objects and speci-
mens recovered from State and private
lands, the vast majority of the collec-
tion has come from public lands in
Utah and the surrounding States in the
Intermountain West. In fact, more
than 75 percent of the museum’s collec-
tion contains artifacts from lands man-
aged by the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment, the Bureau of Reclamation, the
National Park Service, the U.S. Forest
Service, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, and the Bureau of Indian Af-
fairs.

The building which currently houses
archeological, paleontological, zoolog-
ical, geological, and botanical artifacts
poses serious environmental threats to
the collection, lacks good public ac-
cess, and contains very small and out-
dated exhibits.

Mr. Speaker, for its part, the Univer-
sity of Utah has acquired the land for a
new building, and the State of Utah
has committed $800,000 for its annual
operations and has collected $11 mil-
lion towards the construction of the
new building.

Mr. Speaker, I believe this is a good
example of a public-private partner-
ship. I urge my colleagues to support
H.R. 3928.

Mr. Speaker, there is one thing I
would like to say concerning the bill.
Too often in this town there is more
emphasis placed on who gets the credit
rather than what is the right thing to
do. I would like to thank the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. MATHESON),
who has worked tirelessly on this
issue; and I want the record to show
that without his ability to make com-
promises, we would not be here today.

I have learned in my 22 years that
the most successful legislators are
those willing to take up the pick and
the shovel and go to work. The gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. MATHESON) has
demonstrated his willingness to do
that.

The Members of the other body also
deserve credit for this initiative. They
have been a friend to the museum for
years. Although we have the luxury of
expending the legislative process over
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here and expediting it, I hope that
Members of the other body will be able
to carry this legislation from here and
let us get this done. I urge my col-
leagues to support H.R. 3928.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I commend the distin-
guished chairman of the Committee on
Resources, the gentleman from Utah
(Mr. HANSEN), for his eloquent remarks
and as a cosponsor of this important
legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. MATHESON), the chief cospon-
sor of this legislation.

Mr. MATHESON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to give support to H.R. 3928, a
bill that would provide the Natural
History Museum at the University of
Utah with the means to restore, pro-
tect, and preserve our shared natural
heritage.

In 1824, a philanthropist named
James Smithson bequeathed his for-
tune to the government of the United
States in order to found an institution
to ‘“‘increase the diffusion of knowledge
among men.”’

In 1846 the United States established
the Smithsonian Institution and estab-
lished the wise and remarkable prece-
dent of the value of public investment
in institutions of science, research, and
heritage.

Mr. Speaker, in Utah we have an in-
stitution that houses 1 billion years of
the history of life on our planet. It is
an institution that holds three-quar-
ters of a million artifacts detailing
tens of thousands of years of Native
American life throughout the Rocky
Mountain and Great Basin areas of our
country.

It contains over 30,000 specimens of
mammals, one of the 30 largest collec-
tions in the western hemisphere, and
its 18,000 specimen reptile collection
contains one of the largest turtle as-
semblages in the world.

It is an institution that houses one of
the world’s great paleontology collec-
tions. Its 12,000 specimen vertebrate
fossil collection is dominated by 150
million-year-old dinosaurs from the
Jurassic period, as well as Ice Age
mammals such as giant Dbears,
mammoths, and mastodons.

What I have just described is just a
fraction of the resources provided by
the University of Utah’s Natural His-
tory Museum. It is a treasure unsur-
passed in the western United States.

However, these resources are under
threat. First, they are housed in a con-
verted library built during the 1930s. It
is a building constructed for the close,
claustrophobic stacking of books, not
for the storage of artifacts. Most of the
ceilings throughout the building are 7
feet 2 inches high, which makes dino-
saur storage somewhat of a problem.

Climate control and water systems
are woefully antiquated. The humidity
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and temperature in the display and
storage areas have wide swings. This
inconsistency puts tremendous strain
on the increasingly fragile collections.
It is plausible to think that a child’s
Pokemon cards might be at less risk
for damage than some of the pieces in
this collection.

The university, along with private
donors and the State government, have
embarked on an ambitious project to
build a new museum that would be a
centerpiece for cultural and scientific
education in the Intermountain West.

This project will be a partnership in
every sense of the word. State and pri-
vate donors have promised to match
every Federal dollar with three of their
own. The university’s donors and alum-
ni network view this as a priority
project for Utah and are actively en-
gaged in its development.

The university has already contrib-
uted the 14 acres for the development.
The State has guaranteed the oper-
ating funds for the facility at $800,000
per year. To date, close to $12 million
has been raised from private donors.
This includes $10 million from the
Emma Eccles Jones Foundation.

Unlike many museums throughout
the country, 75 percent of the muse-
um’s holdings are owned outright by
the Federal Government, with more
than 90 percent of some collections
coming from Federal lands. That
means that these artifacts, fossils, and
specimens belong to the people of the
United States. These exhibits and col-
lections are part of our collective na-
tional heritage. With Congress’ help,
we can save these treasures for future
generations of Americans.

Mr. Speaker, I want to give special
thanks to the distinguished chairman
of the Committee on Resources. I
thank the gentleman from Utah (Mr.
HANSEN) for his diligence, dedication,
and commitment to this project. This
was a collaborative effort in every
sense. The gentleman from Utah (Mr.
HANSEN) is a true gentleman legislator,
and this Chamber will be diminished by
his upcoming departure.

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Utah (Mr. CANNON).

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of H.R. 3928, the Utah
Public Lands Artifact Preservation
Act.

Before Utah was home to the Olym-
pics, it was home to dozens of Native
American tribes, ancient plants, wild-
life and dinosaurs. The rich history of
this region has been a looking glass
into the natural history of America.
Scientists have used the millions of ar-
tifacts discovered here to preserve the
past and gain knowledge for the future.

The University of Utah houses over a
million artifacts from this region.
Though famous for the exhibits that
feature tens of thousands of ancient
mammals, reptiles, dinosaurs, and Na-
tive American artifacts, the museum
serves a much greater purpose. It will
also serve as a center for science lit-

H953

eracy and educating students about the
natural history of the Columbia Pla-
teau.

Mr. Speaker, 75 percent of the arti-
facts have been recovered from feder-
ally managed land. With this grant
from the Department of the Interior,
the museum will continue to promote
cultural diversity of the region for fu-
ture generations. I applaud the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and all
others who have worked to make this
bill a reality.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I commend the mem-
bers of the Utah delegation for their bi-
partisanship in supporting this legisla-
tion. It goes without saying that this
was also true when the proposed bill
was brought before the Committee on
Resources. I commend our chairman,
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. HAN-
SEN), and the gentleman from Utah
(Mr. MATHESON) for their cosponsorship
of this bill, and the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. CANNON) for his remarks and
his support.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 3928.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———————

VACATING ORDERING OF YEAS
AND NAYS ON H.R. 1712, NA-
TIONAL PARK OF AMERICAN
SAMOA BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENT
ACT

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent to vacate the
ordering of the yeas and nays on the
motion to suspend the rules and pass
the bill, H.R. 1712, as amended, to the
end that the Chair put the question on
the motion de novo.

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

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
HAYWORTH) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1712, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

The title of the bill was amended so
as to read: ‘‘A bill to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior to make adjust-
ments to the boundary of the National
Park of American Samoa to include
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certain portions of the islands of Ofu
and Olosega within the park, and for
other purposes.”.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and exclude extraneous material
on the four Committee on Resources
bills considered today, H.R. 3928, H.R.
706, H.R. 1712, and H.R. 3985.

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

There was no objection.

—
O 1515

EXTENDING AUTHORITY OF
EXPORT-IMPORT BANK

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the Sen-
ate bill (S. 2019) to extend the author-
ity of the Export-Import Bank until
April 30, 2002.

The Clerk read as follows:

S. 2019

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled.

SECTION 1. EXTENSION OF EXPORT-IMPORT
BANK.

Notwithstanding the dates specified in sec-
tion 7 of the Export-Import Bank Act of 1945
(12 U.S.C. 635f) and section 1(c) of Public Law
103-428, The Export-Import Bank of the
United States shall continue to exercise its
functions in connection with and in further-
ance of its objects and purposes through
April 30, 2002.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
OTTER). Pursuant to the rule, the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. BEREUTER)
and the gentleman from New York (Mr.
LAFALCE) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Nebraska (Mr. BEREUTER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend remarks on
this legislation and to insert extra-
neous material on the bill.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. LAFALCE. Mr. Speaker, it is my
intention to yield 10 minutes of my 20
minutes to the gentleman from
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS) so that he can
manage that 10 minutes in opposition
to the bill. I will manage 10 minutes of
the 20 minutes in support of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. LAFALCE) and the gentleman
from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS) each will
control 10 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

This Member rises today in support
of S. 2019, which is being considered
under the suspension of the rules. This
legislation extends the authorization of
the Export-Import Bank until April 30,
2002. This Member would also note that
he introduced identical House com-
panion legislation, H.R. 3987.

Under current law, the authorization
of the Export-Import Bank expires on
March 31, 2002. If this short-term au-
thorization extension is not signed into
law, the Export-Import Bank could en-
gage in no new transactions and would
have to wind down its current oper-
ations as of the expiration date. On
March 14, 2002, the Senate passed this
Ex-Im extension bill and a separate Ex-
Im authorization bill. It is important
that the House debate and approve the
Senate extension bill today so that the
President can sign this into law before
the March 31 expiration date.

At the outset, this Member would
like to thank the distinguished chair-
man of the Committee on Financial
Services from Ohio (Mr. OXLEY) for his
leadership on Ex-Im Bank issues and
for that of the distinguished gentleman
from New York (Mr. LAFALCE) and the
distinguished gentleman from Vermont
(Mr. SANDERS) for their help and assist-
ance and for their support of this legis-
lation in general. This Member has, of
course, a special interest since he
chairs the House Financial Services
Subcommittee on International Mone-
tary Policy and Trade, which has juris-
diction over the Ex-Im Bank.

The Export-Import Bank is an inde-
pendent U.S. Government agency that
provides direct loans to buyers of U.S.
exports, guarantees to commercial
loans to buyers of U.S. products and in-
surance products which greatly benefit
short-term small business sales. To il-
lustrate the importance of the Ex-Im
Bank, in fiscal year 2000 the Bank in-
vested over $15 billion in exports
through loans, guarantees and insur-
ance by which the Ex-Im Bank fi-
nanced exports such as civilian air-
craft, electronics, engineering services,
vehicles, agricultural products, et
cetera, for businesses of all sizes. The
Export-Import Bank, I stress, is in-
tended to be only the lender of last re-
sort and is not intended to compete
with private lenders.

On October 31, 2001, the House Com-
mittee on Financial Services passed
H.R. 2871, a more comprehensive and 4-
year authorization bill, by voice vote.
That legislation, among other things,
would require that the Export-Import
Bank earmark at least 20 percent of its
total financing for small businesses.
Under current law, the Ex-Im Bank is
required to use only 10 percent of its
total financing for small businesses.
This authorization bill also would re-
quire the Export-Import Bank to con-
tinue to increase its investment in Af-
rica.

Moreover, an amendment was accept-
ed at the full committee markup,
which was offered by the distinguished
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
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TOOMEY), that would address Ex-Im
Bank’s transaction with a Chinese
steel producer. This legislation would
also make a clarification in the admin-
istration of the Tied Aid War Chest
which finances tied aid transactions.
However, a veto threat by the Treasury
Department over the relationships and
disputed powers of the Treasury and
the Export-Import Bank and lost time
in sporadic negotiations between the
committee and the executive branch
have de