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and Other Devices, together with its tech-
nical annex (in this resolution referred to as
“Protocol II"’).

(b) The advice and consent of the Senate
under subsection (a) is given subject to the
following conditions, which shall be included
in the instrument of ratification of the Con-
vention:

(1) RESERVATION.—Article 7(4)(b) of the
Convention shall not apply with respect to
the United States.

(2) DECLARATION.—The United States de-
clares, with reference to the scope of applica-
tion defined in Article 1 of the Convention,
that the United States will apply the provi-
sions of the Convention, Protocol I, and Pro-
tocol II to all armed conflicts referred to in
Articles 2 and 3 common to the Geneva Con-
ventions for the Protection of War Victims
of August 12, 1949.

(3) UNDERSTANDING.—The United States
understands that Article 6(1) of Protocol II
does not prohibit the adaptation for use as
booby-traps of portable objects created for a
purpose other than as a booby-trap if the ad-
aptation does not violate paragraph (1)(b) of
the Article.

(4) UNDERSTANDING.—The TUnited States
considers that the fourth paragraph of the
preamble to the Convention, which refers to
the substance of provisions of Article 35(3)
and Article 55(1) of Additional Protocol I to
the Geneva Conventions for the Protection
of War Victims of August 12, 1949, applies
only to States which have accepted those
provisions.

(c) The advice and consent of the Senate
under subsection (a) is given subject to the
following conditions, which are not required
to be included in the instrument of ratifica-
tion of the Convention:

(1) DECLARATION.—Any amendment to the
Convention, Protocol I, or Protocol II (in-
cluding any amendment establishing a com-
mission to implement or verify compliance
with the Convention, Protocol I, or Protocol
II), any adherence by the United States to
Protocol IIT to the Convention, or the adop-
tion of any additional protocol to the Con-
vention, will enter into force with respect to
the United States only pursuant to the trea-
ty-making power of the President, by and
with the advice and consent of the Senate, as
set forth in Article II, Section 2, Clause 2 of
the Constitution of the United States.

(2) DECLARATION.—The Senate notes the
statements by the President and the Sec-
retary of State in the letters accompanying
transmittal of the Convention to the Senate
that there are concerns about the accept-
ability of Protocol III to the Convention
from a military point of view that require
further examination and that Protocol IIT
should be given further study by the United
States Government on an interagency basis.
Accordingly, the Senate urges the President
to complete the process of review with re-
spect to Protocol III and to report the re-
sults to the Senate on the date of submission
to the Senate of any amendments which may
be concluded at the 1995 international con-
ference for review of the Convention.

(3) STATEMENT.—The Senate recognizes the
expressed intention of the President to nego-
tiate amendments or protocols to the Con-
vention to carry out the following objec-
tives:

(A) An expansion of the scope of Protocol
IT to include internal armed conflicts.

(B) A requirement that all remotely deliv-
ered mines shall be equipped with self-de-
struct devices.

(C) A requirement that manually emplaced
antipersonnel mines without self-destruct
devices or backup self-deactivation features
shall be used only within controlled, marked,
and monitored minefields.
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(D) A requirement that all mines shall be
detectable using commonly available tech-
nology.

(E) A requirement that the party laying
mines assumes responsibility for them.

(F) The establishment of an effective
mechanism to verify compliance with Pro-
tocol II.

The following executive reports of
committees were submitted on March
23, 1995:

By Mr. PRESSLER, from the Committee
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation:

Robert Pitofsky, of Maryland, to be a Fed-
eral Trade Commissioner for the term of
seven years from September 26, 1994.

(The above nomination was reported
with the recommendation that he be
confirmed, subject to the nominee’s
commitment to respond to requests to
appear and testify before any duly con-
stituted committee of the Senate.)

Mr. PRESSLER. Mr. President, for
the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation, I also report favor-
ably five nomination lists in the Coast
Guard, which were printed in full in
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORDS of Janu-
ary 6, February 3 and 16, 1995, and ask
unanimous consent, to save the ex-
pense of reprinting on the Executive
Calendar, that these nominations lie at
the Secretary’s desk for the informa-
tion of Senators.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

(The nominations ordered to lie on
the Secretary’s desk were printed in
the RECORDS of January 6, February 3
and 16, 1995, at the end of the Senate
proceedings.)

By Mr. LUGAR, from the Committee on
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry:

Daniel Robert Glickman, of Kansas, to be
Secretary of Agriculture.

(The above nomination was reported
with the recommendation that he be
confirmed, subject to the nominee’s
commitment to respond to requests to
appear and testify before any duly con-
stituted committee of the Senate.)

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND
JOINT RESOLUTIONS

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first
and second time by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated:

By Mrs. BOXER:

S. 600. A bill to require the Secretary of
Agriculture to issue regulations concerning
use of the term ‘‘fresh’ in the labeling of
poultry, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For-
estry.

By Mr. CHAFEE (for himself, Mr. KEN-
NEDY, Mr. PELL, and Mr. KERRY):

S. 601. A bill to revise the boundaries of the
Blackstone River Valley National Heritage
Corridor in Massachusetts and Rhode Island,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Energy and Natural Resources.

By Mr. BROWN (for himself, Mr.
SIMON, Mr. DOLE, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr.
ROTH, Mr. MCCONNELL, and Mr.
MCCAIN):

S. 602. A bill to amend the NATO Partici-
pation Act of 1994 to expedite the transition
to full membership in the North Atlantic
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Treaty Organization of European countries
emerging from communist domination; to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

By Mr. FATRCLOTH:

S. 603. A bill to nullify an executive order
that prohibits Federal contracts with compa-
nies that hire permanent replacements for
striking employees, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Labor and Human Re-
sources.

By Mr. PRESSLER:

S. 604. A bill to amend title 49, United
States Code, to relieve farmers and retail
farm suppliers from Ilimitations on max-
imum driving and on-duty time in the trans-
portation of agricultural commodities or
farm supplies if such transportation occurs
within 100-air mile radius of the source of
the commodities or the distribution point for
the farm supplies; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation.

By Mr. DOLE (for himself, Mr. HATCH,
Mr. HEFLIN, Mr. LOoTT, Mr. GRAMM,
Mr. BROWN, Mr. CRAIG, Mr. SHELBY,
Mr. NICKLES, Mr. KYL, Mr. ABRAHAM,
Mr. THURMOND, Mr. INHOFE, Mr.
PACKWOOD, Mr. WARNER, Mr. COATS,
Mr. BURNS, Mr. THOMAS, Mr. PRESS-
LER, Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mr. HATFIELD,
Mr. GRAMS, Mr. FRIST, Mr. McCON-
NELL, Mr. ASHCROFT, Mr. MACK, Mr.
MURKOWSKI, Mr. BENNETT, Mr. KEMP-
THORNE, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. BOND,
and Mr. STEVENS):

S. 605. A bill to establish a uniform and
more efficient Federal process for protecting
property owners’ rights guaranteed by the
fifth amendment; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. BRADLEY (for himself and Mr.
LAUTENBERG):

S. 606. A bill to make improvements in
pipeline safety, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

By Mr. WARNER (for himself and Mr.
REID):

S. 607. A bill to amend the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation, and
Liability Act of 1980 to clarify the liability
of certain recycling transactions, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works.

By Mr. KENNEDY (for himself and Mr.
KERRY):

S. 608. A Dbill to establish the New Bedford
Whaling National Historical Park in New
Bedford, Massachusetts, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources.

By Mr. WELLSTONE:

S. 609. A bill to assure fairness and choice
to patients and health care providers, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Labor
and Human Resources.

By Mr. LOTT:

S. 610. A bill to provide for an interpretive
center at the Civil War Battlefield of Cor-
inth, Mississippi, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources.

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND
SENATE RESOLUTIONS

The following concurrent resolutions
and Senate resolutions were read, and
referred (or acted upon), as indicated:

By Mr. PELL (for himself, Mr. KERRY,
Mr. FEINGOLD, and Ms. SNOWE):

S. Res. 91. A resolution to condemn Tur-
key’s illegal invasion of Northern Iraq; to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.
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STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mrs. BOXER:

S. 600. A bill to require the Secretary
of Agriculture to issue regulations con-
cerning use of the term ‘‘fresh’ in the
labeling of poultry, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry.

THE TRUTH IN POULTRY LABELING ACT

e Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, today I
am introducing the Truth in Poultry
Labeling Act of 1995. This legislation
directs the Secretary of Agriculture to
restrict the use of the term ‘‘fresh’ to
poultry that has never been kept fro-
zen.

The bill closes a loophole in Federal
law that allows frozen chickens and
turkeys to be labeled and sold as fresh.

I am frankly disappointed that I have
to introduce this legislation. I have
been repeatedly assured that the Agri-
culture Department was prepared to
act to end the fraud allowed by current
law. In January, a draft rule to restrict
the use of the term ‘‘fresh” to poultry
that has never been kept frozen was ac-
tually issued, but there are no assur-
ances that the rule will be finalized
any time soon.

In fact, evidence suggests that we are
likely to see more delay than action on
this issue. Two weeks ago, the Food
Safety and Inspection Service decided
that it will grant an extension of the
comment period on its proposed rule.
The extension had been sought by the
very industry groups which have dedi-
cated themselves to protecting the sta-
tus quo. The new rule was proposed in
January, and the original 60-day com-
ment period was set to expire last
week.

I strongly object to the decision to
delay—once again—the rule protecting
consumers against mislabeled poultry.

The Agriculture Department did the
right thing in January when it pro-
posed the new rule.

Unfortunately, the announced delay
is just another in a series of delays
stretching back to 1988, when this same
rule was first proposed: 7 years is far
too long for consumers to wait for
basic truth in labeling.

USDA has had a chance to act re-
sponsibly on behalf of consumers and
has failed. I am therefore introducing
this bill to require USDA to issue the
new rule within 30 days of enactment,
and will seek early consideration of the
bill.

This legislation is supported by Con-
sumers Union, the National Consumers
League, Public Voice, the California
Poultry Industry Federation, the Con-
sumer Federation of America, and the
United Food and Commercial Workers
International Union.

Current law promotes consumer
fraud, allowing chickens and turkeys
that have been frozen hard as bowling
balls to be thawed out and labeled
fresh. Consumers are paying a substan-
tial premium for fresh poultry that has
no right to the label. It is time to end
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the delays and end the fraud, and I ask
my colleagues to support this impor-
tant piece of legislation.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the full text of the bill appear
in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the bill was
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as
follows:

S. 600

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 ‘“Truth in
Poultry Labeling Act of 1995.”

SEC. 2. REGULATIONS ON LABELING OF POUL-

Not later than 30 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary of Agri-
culture shall issue final regulations under
the Poultry Product Inspection Act (21
U.S.C. 451 et seq.) that prohibit the use of the
term ‘‘fresh” on labeling of any poultry or
poultry part, or of any edible portion of the
poultry or part, that has been frozen or pre-
viously frozen to below 26 degrees Fahr-
enheit.e

By Mr. BROWN (for himself, Mr.
SIMON, Mr. DOLE, Ms. MIKULSKI,
Mr. ROTH, Mr. MCCONNELL, and
Mr. McCAIN):

S. 602. A bill to amend the NATO Par-
ticipation Act of 1994 to expedite the
transition to full membership in the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization of
European countries emerging from
Communist domination; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations.

THE NATO PARTICIPATION ACT AMENDMENT OF
1995

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I sent to
the desk just a few minutes ago the
NATO Participation Act Amendments
of 1995. Included as sponsors, along
with myself, are Senator SIMON, Sen-
ator DOLE, Senator MIKULSKI, Senator
ROTH, and Senator MCCONNELL. And I
ask unanimous consent that Senator
MCcCAIN be added as a cosponsor of this
measure.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, this
NATO Participation Act deals with the
hopes and fears and the concerns, I be-
lieve, of every American, because it
deals with our very freedom.

Every American has a special place
in their heart for the people of Central
Europe and perhaps even a special
place in their conscience. It was in
Central Europe where we saw the
treachery of Hitler plunge the world
into the Second World War. No one can
forget that his treachery saw the de-
mise of what was then Czechoslovakia.
Few Americans will ever forget the
treachery of both Nazi Germany and
the Soviet Union in carving up Poland.
And I cannot think of a more apt de-
scription than the quote of Edmund
Burke, when he said:

The only thing necessary for the triumph
of evil in this world is for good men to do
nothing.

Mr. President, that is what happened
in Central Europe. Good men and
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women concerned about democracy and
freedom stood by and did nothing while
Fascist and Communist forces carved
up Central Europe. We paid for it in a
cold war that lasted more than half a
century.

Mr. President, we must never allow
that tragedy to happen again. We must
be very clear that the men and women
of Central Europe are entitled to free-
dom. That is what the NATO Participa-
tion Act Amendments are all about—
clarity, making it clear that we believe
the Czech Republic, Poland, Hungary,
and the Republic of Slovakia should be
free and should be masters of their own
destiny.

The NATO Participation Act of 1994
was a step forward because it author-
ized the establishment of a program
within this Government to transition
those eligible countries to NATO mem-
bership, and this follow-on act does
four basic things to improve on that
situation.

First of all, it helps to set aside the
uncertainty of powers in this world
about the countries’ future by making
it clear our policy is to move them into
NATO. It develops a program and a
focus for this Nation’s foreign policy to
proceed on a regularized path to in-
clude them in NATO, to move them to-
ward full membership. But let me em-
phasize their membership is not free. It
will involve major new responsibilities
as well as cost for them.

Second, Mr. President, this act
moves to reallocate funds for military
training that will include those four
countries. By training together and by
working together, we will lay the
groundwork for a partnership in NATO
in the years ahead.

And third, it sets forth a clear policy
of encouraging United States support
for observer status in NATO for these
four countries, a prerequisite and an
important part of their training for full
participation.

Last, in the event these four coun-
tries are not fully members of NATO
by the end of this decade, it calls on
the President in January 1999 to report
fully to Congress on the progress of
these countries in entering NATO. It
will give us the tools and the ability to
evaluate the progress, evaluate the
program, and take the additional steps
that may be necessary to accomplish
our goal.

Mr. President, the bottom line is
this: Those countries in Central Europe
lost their freedom and lost their right
to independence when the dark cloud of
Nazism spread across Europe. It could
have been prevented if good men and
women had not stood aside.

They, again, saw their hoped-for
independence snuffed out when the Iron
Curtain fell across Europe and Soviet
domination extinguished their free-
dom.

More than anything, this act says to
the world that Americans will not
stand idly by, unconcerned about Cen-
tral Europe’s security. The loss of the
freedom of Poland, Hungary, the
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Czech Republic, the Slovak Republic,
and other eligible countries may ulti-
mately mean the loss of our freedom.

Mr. SIMON. Mr. President, I am

pleased to be a cosponsor. Let me ad-
dress one concern that people have,
that this will be viewed as somehow
anti-Russian. There is no question the
Russians do not like this move toward
expanding NATO, and there is no ques-
tion that there are genuine fears,
whether justified or not, on the part of
some of the countries of Central Eu-
rope with Russia. There is no reason, at
some point in the future when democ-
racy is insolubly established in Rus-
sia—and it is moving in the right direc-
tion—that Russia cannot become a
part of NATO. As a matter of fact, if I
were a Russian leader looking at a po-
tential foe, I would not be looking to
the West, I would be looking to the
East—China, with all the population
and potential there. I think this is not
only in the best interest of the coun-
tries of Central Europe. I think this is
in the best interest of Russia, and I am
pleased to be a cosponsor.
e Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, I am
proud to rise as a cosponsor of the
NATO Participation Act Amendments
of 1995. This bipartisan legislation will
increase security and stability in east-
ern Europe, and will contribute to the
security of the United States.

This year we are marking the 50th
anniversary of our victory in World
War II. But the end of the World War
was also the start of the cold war. So-
viet expansionism forced us to prepare
to defend western Europe. And the cap-
tive nations of eastern Europe were
forced behind the Iron Curtain.

After more than 40 years of living
under Soviet tyranny, Poland, Hun-
gary, the Czech Republic, and Slovakia
are free and independent. They are not
asking for protection. They are merely
asking to be full partners in the new
Europe. By transforming their coun-
tries into free-market democracies,
they have earned this right.

If our international organizations are
to survive—as I believe they must—
they must adapt to the post-cold-war
world. This sounds so obvious. Yet
NATO is still mired in its cold war
structure. We still have not established
the criteria for NATO membership—let
alone a timetable for admitting new
states.

In recent months the United States
has more explicitly stated that NATO
will be expanded. I applaud this. But
our NATO partners have been dragging
their feet. This legislation will help to
clarify the United States position on
NATO expansion—and will enable us to
lead the alliance to meet the chal-
lenges of the post-Soviet world.

We have all heard the arguments
against expanding NATO. Some believe
that we will offend Russia by expand-
ing NATO membership. I disagree.
NATO is a defensive organization. A
country that doesn’t have expansionist
aims has nothing to fear from an ex-
panded NATO.
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Mr. President, for many years I have
worked with Senator BROWN and Sen-
ator SIMON to make the United States
a more effective advocate for democ-
racy and economic development in
eastern Europe. I commend them for
their leadership and look forward to
working with them to enact the NATO
Participation Act Amendments into
law.e

By Mr. CHAFEE (for himself, Mr.
KENNEDY, Mr. PELL, and Mr.
KERRY):

S. 601. A bill to revise the boundaries
of the Blackstone River Valley Na-
tional Heritage Corridor in Massachu-
setts and Rhode Island, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Energy
and Natural Resources.

THE BLACKSTONE RIVER VALLEY NATIONAL HER-
ITAGE CORRIDOR REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF
1995

e Mr. CHAFEE. Mr. President, it gives

me great pleasure today to introduce

legislation to reauthorize and expand
the boundaries of the Blackstone River

Valley National Heritage corridor. I

am delighted to be joined in this effort

by my colleagues from Rhode Island
and Massachusetts, Senators PELL,

KENNEDY, and KERRY, all of whom have

worked hard on this issue through the

years.

Before I describe our legislation in
detail, allow me to provide a little his-
torical background for the benefit of
my colleagues.

Known as the cradle of the Industrial
Revolution, the Blackstone Valley is
the place where modern America be-
gins—200 years ago on the banks of the
Blackstone River, in Pawtucket, RI,
Samuel Slater built our Nation’s first
water-powered textile mill, an event
which changed this country forever.
Backed by capital from Providence,
other entrepreneurs followed Slater’s
lead. Factories and villages sprang up
along the river’s banks. Families mi-
grated from farms into the towns. Ca-
nals—and later railroads—were built to
improve the transportation of goods.
Immigrants from all over Europe came
to the region in search of work and op-
portunity.

In the 1920°’s, the region’s prosperity
began to fade. Mills closed and moved
south. The Great Depression made
matters worse. In subsequent years,
the Blackstone, which had been re-
nowned as ‘‘the hardest working river
in America’” became just another ne-
glected, polluted body of water.

But people in the valley recognized
that the river still had a story to tell.
Evidence of the region’s glorious past
remained in abundance. Beautiful
dams, bridges, mills, villages, farms,
and pastures—all these things con-
tribute to a special sense of place, iden-
tity, and history. Many began to real-
ize that preserving and celebrating the
area’s past was the key to a brighter
future.

In the early 1980’s, we prevailed upon
the National Park Service to conduct a
study of the Blackstone Valley. They
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too concluded that its resources were
of national significance and were well
worth preserving. The question was:
How? With half a million people living
there, the valley does not lend itself to
the traditional national park strategy
where the Federal Government owns
and manages the land.

What was needed was an approach
that would encourage cooperation
among communities, across State
lines, and between the private and pub-
lic sectors. And so, in 1986, through leg-
islation which Senators PELL, KEN-
NEDY, KERRY, and I advanced together,
the Blackstone River Valley National
Heritage corridor was born.

Stretching 46 miles along the Black-
stone River, from Worcester, MA to
Providence, RI, the corridor encom-
passes 20 cities and towns over a
250,000-acre area. Efforts to interpret
and preserve the valley’s historical and
scenic resources are coordinated by the
Blackstone Corridor Commission,
which receives modest Federal funding
to support its operations. The National
Park Service works closely with the
Commission, providing invaluable
technical assistance and guidance.

Not surprisingly, there were some
who doubted that the corridor concept
could work. It was, of course, unlike
anything that had been tried before.
But I can say with great confidence
that the Blackstone corridor is work-
ing. And it is working precisely be-
cause it is not managed like the tradi-
tional national park. Under the um-
brella of the Corridor Commission, in-
dividuals from different communities,
businesses, levels of government, and
walks of life are working together to-
ward a common vision, and with im-
pressive results.

Historic treasures are being uncov-
ered, interpreted, and restored. Old
mills are being converted for modern
use. Visitors now can enjoy the Black-
stone by riverboat or canoe. Parks are
being established along its banks. A
greenway, for bicyclists and hikers is
well underway. A Friends of the Black-
stone group is cleaning up the river.
National Park Service rangers and vol-
unteers are educating visitors about
the valley’s rich history. A strategy for
reintroducing salmon to the Black-
stone river is being developed. Imagine
that, salmon coming back to a river
that was once an environmental dis-
grace.

And all this is being done with rel-
atively little money from the Federal
Government, because every Federal
dollar that goes into the corridor is le-
veraged many times over by the Com-
mission, sometimes by as much as
twenty to one. In fact, often the Com-
mission provides no money at all, just
the expertise and cando attitude need-
ed to shepherd a project from concept
to reality.

This bill, which is identical to legis-
lation introduced in the last Congress
by Senator KENNEDY and approved by
the Senate Energy and Natural Re-
sources Committee last year, builds
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upon that success. It extends the life of
the Blackstone Corridor Commission—
which, under current law, will expire in
November 1996—for another 10 years,
and gives the Secretary of Interior the
authority to extend the Commission
for an additional 10 years thereafter,
providing the Commission meets cer-
tain criteria.

In addition, the bill will add to the
corridor five new communities—three
in Rhode Island and two in Massachu-
setts—which are culturally and histori-
cally tied to the existing corridor and
contain the headwaters of the Black-
stone River. This logical expansion will
allow the Commission to interpret and
protect the region’s resources in a com-
prehensive and unified fashion. Finally,
our legislation increases the Commis-
sion’s annual authorization from
$350,000 to $650,000, in recognition of its
tremendous success and new respon-
sibilities, and authorizes up to $56 mil-
lion over 3 years in matching funds for
development projects within the cor-
ridor.

Mr. President, it seems to me that
protecting and preserving our Nation’s
special places, like the Blackstone Val-
ley, is one of the Federal Government’s
most important functions. But as we
all know, preservation does take
money, and money is tight. I would
submit that in these tough budgetary
times, the Blackstone Corridor, which
has accomplished so much with so lit-
tle, offers us a model that should be en-
couraged and expanded upon. I thank
my colleagues from Rhode Island and
Massachusetts for their hard work and
support, and urge the Senate to give
this measure its swift approval.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that a copy of the bill be printed
in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the bill was
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as
follows:

S. 601

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 ‘‘Blackstone
River Valley National Heritage Corridor
Amendments Act of 1995,

SEC. 2. BOUNDARY CHANGES.

Section 2 of the Act entitled “An Act to es-
tablish the Blackstone River Valley National
Heritage Corridor in Massachusetts and
Rhode Island’, approved November 10, 1986
(Public Law 99-647; 16 U.S.C. 461 note), is
amended by striking the first sentence and
inserting the following new sentence: ‘‘The
boundaries shall include the lands and water
generally depicted on the map entitled
Blackstone River Valley National Heritage
Corridor Boundary Map, numbered BRV-80-
80,011, and dated May 2, 1993.”.

SEC. 3. TERMS.

Section 3(c) of the Act entitled “An Act to
establish the Blackstone River Valley Na-
tional Heritage Corridor in Massachusetts
and Rhode Island’, approved November 10,
1986 (Public Law 99-647; 16 U.S.C. 461 note), is
amended by inserting immediately before
the period at the end the following: ‘‘, but
may continue to serve after the expiration of
this term until a successor has been ap-
pointed.”.
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SEC. 4. REVISION OF PLAN.

Section 6 of the Act entitled ‘“An Act to es-
tablish the Blackstone River Valley National
Heritage Corridor in Massachusetts and
Rhode Island’’, approved November 10, 1986
(Public Law 99-647; 16 U.S.C. 461 note), is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

‘‘(d) REVISION OF PLAN.—(1) Not later than
1 year after the date of enactment of this
subsection, the Commission, with the ap-
proval of the Secretary, shall revise the Cul-
tural Heritage and Land Management Plan.
The revision shall address the boundary
change and shall include a natural resource
inventory of areas or features that should be
protected, restored, managed, or acquired be-
cause of their contribution to the under-
standing of national cultural landscape val-
ues.

““(2) No changes other than minor revisions
may be made in the approved plan as amend-
ed without the approval of the Secretary.
The Secretary shall approve or disapprove
any proposed change in the plan, except
minor revisions, in accordance with sub-
section (b).”.

SEC. 5. EXTENSION OF COMMISSION.

Section 7 of the Act entitled ‘“An Act to es-
tablish the Blackstone River Valley National
Heritage Corridor in Massachusetts and
Rhode Island’, approved November 10, 1986
(Public Law 99-647; 16 U.S.C. 461 note), is
amended to read as follows:

“TERMINATION OF COMMISSION

“SEC. 7. (a) TERMINATION.—Except as pro-
vided in subsection (b), the Commission shall
terminate on the date that is 10 years after
the date of enactment of the Blackstone
River Valley National Heritage Corridor
Amendments Act of 1995.

‘“(b) EXTENSION.—The Commission may be
extended for an additional term of 10 years
if—

‘(1) not later than 180 days before the ter-
mination of the Commission, the Commis-
sion determines that an extension is nec-
essary to carry out this Act;

‘(2) the Commission submits a proposed
extension to the appropriate committees of
the Senate and the House of Representatives;
and

‘“(3) the Secretary, the Governor of Massa-
chusetts, and the Governor of Rhode Island
each approve the extension.

‘“(c) DETERMINATION OF APPROVAL.—The
Secretary shall approve the extension if the
Secretary finds that—

‘(1) the Governor of Massachusetts and the
Governor of Rhode Island provide adequate
assurances of continued tangible contribu-
tion and effective policy support toward
achieving the purposes of this Act; and

‘“(2) the Commission is effectively assisting
Federal, State, and local authorities to re-
tain, enhance, and interpret the distinctive
character and nationally significant re-
sources of the Corridor.”.

SEC. 6. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE PLAN.

Subsection (c) of section 8 of the Act enti-
tled ‘“An Act to establish the Blackstone
River Valley National Heritage Corridor in
Massachusetts and Rhode Island’, approved
November 10, 1986 (Public Law 99-647; 16
U.S.C. 461 note), is amended to read as fol-
lows: U.S.C. 461 note), as amended, is amend-
ed by inserting the following:

‘‘(c) IMPLEMENTATION.—(1) To assist in the
implementation of the Cultural Heritage and
Land Management Plan in a manner con-
sistent with purposes of this Act, the Sec-
retary is authorized to undertake a limited
program of financial assistance for the pur-
pose of providing funds for the preservation
and restoration of structures on or eligible
for inclusion on the National Register of His-
toric Places within the Corridor which ex-
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hibit national significance or provide a wide
spectrum of historic, recreational, or envi-
ronmental education opportunities to the
general public.

‘(2) To be eligible for funds under this sec-
tion, the Commission shall submit an appli-
cation to the Secretary that includes—

‘“(A) a 10-year development plan including
those resource protection needs and projects
critical to maintaining or interpreting the
distinctive character of the Corridor; and

“(B) specific descriptions of annual work
programs that have been assembled, the par-
ticipating parties, roles, cost estimates,
cost-sharing, or cooperative agreements nec-
essary to carry out the development plan.

‘“(3) Funds made available pursuant to this
subsection shall not exceed 50 percent of the
total cost of the work programs.

‘(4 In making the funds available, the
Secretary shall give priority to projects that
attract greater non-Federal funding sources.

“(5) Any payment made for the purposes of
conservation or restoration of real property
or structures shall be subject to an agree-
ment either—

‘“(A) to convey a conservation or preserva-
tion easement to the Department of Environ-
mental Management or to the Historic Pres-
ervation Commission, as appropriate, of the
State in which the real property or structure
is located; or

‘“(B) that conversion, use, or disposal of
the resources so assisted for purposes con-
trary 