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‘‘(1) keep a map showing the location of

each boundary modification made under sub-
section (c) and of each parcel of real property
added to the System under subsection (d) or
(e) on file and available for public inspection
in the Office of the Director of the United
States Fish and Wildlife Service and in such
other offices of the Service as the Director
considers appropriate;

‘‘(2) provide a copy of the map to—
‘‘(A) the State and unit of local govern-

ment in which the property is located;
‘‘(B) the Committees; and
‘‘(C) the Federal Emergency Management

Agency; and
‘‘(3) revise the maps referred to in sub-

section (a) to reflect each boundary modi-
fication under subsection (c) and each addi-
tion of real property to the System under
subsection (d) or (e), after publishing in the
Federal Register a notice of any such pro-
posed revision.’’.

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 4(a)
of the Coastal Barrier Resources Act (16
U.S.C. 3503(a)) is amended by striking ‘‘which
shall consist of’’ and all that follows and in-
serting the following: ‘‘which shall consist of
those undeveloped coastal barriers and other
areas located on the coasts of the United
States that are identified and generally de-
picted on the maps on file with the Secretary
entitled ‘Coastal Barrier Resources System’,
dated October 24, 1990, as those maps may be
modified, revised, or corrected under—

‘‘(1) subsection (f)(3);
‘‘(2) section 4 of the Coastal Barrier Im-

provement Act of 1990 (16 U.S.C. 3503 note;
Public Law 101–591); or

‘‘(3) any other provision of law enacted on
or after November 16, 1990, that specifically
authorizes the modification, revision, or cor-
rection.’’.
SEC. 4. CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.

(a) COASTAL BARRIER RESOURCES ACT.—The
Coastal Barrier Resources Act (16 U.S.C. 3501
et seq.) is amended—

(1) in section 3(2) (16 U.S.C. 3502(2)), by
striking ‘‘refers to the Committee on Mer-
chant Marine and Fisheries’’ and inserting
‘‘means the Committee on Resources’’;

(2) in section 3(3) (16 U.S.C. 3502(3)), in the
matter following subparagraph (D), by strik-
ing ‘‘Effective October 1, 1983, such’’ and in-
serting ‘‘Such’’; and

(3) by repealing section 10 (16 U.S.C. 3509).
(b) COASTAL BARRIER IMPROVEMENT ACT OF

1990.—Section 8 of the Coastal Barrier Im-
provement Act of 1990 (16 U.S.C. 3503 note;
Public Law 101–591) is repealed.
SEC. 5. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Section 12 of the Coastal Barrier Resources
Act (16 U.S.C. 3510) is redesignated as section
10, moved to appear after section 9, and
amended to read as follows:
‘‘SEC. 10. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

‘‘There is authorized to be appropriated to
the Secretary to carry out this Act $2,000,000
for each of fiscal years 2001, 2002, 2003, 2004,
and 2005.’’.
SEC. 6. DIGITAL MAPPING PILOT PROJECT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—
(1) PROJECT.—The Secretary of the Interior

(referred to in this section as the ‘‘Sec-
retary’’), in consultation with the Director
of the Federal Emergency Management
Agency, shall carry out a pilot project to de-
termine the feasibility and cost of creating
digital versions of the John H. Chafee Coast-
al Barrier Resources System maps referred
to in section 4(a) of the Coastal Barrier Re-
sources Act (16 U.S.C. 3503(a)) (as amended
by section 3(d)).

(2) NUMBER OF UNITS.—The pilot project
shall consist of the creation of digital maps
for no more than 75 units and no fewer than
50 units of the John H. Chafee Coastal Bar-
rier Resources System (referred to in this

section as the ‘‘System’’), 1/3 of which shall
be otherwise protected areas (as defined in
section 12 of the Coastal Barrier Improve-
ment Act of 1990 (16 U.S.C. 3503 note; Public
Law 101–591)).

(b) DATA.—
(1) USE OF EXISTING DATA.—To the max-

imum extent practicable, in carrying out the
pilot project under this section, the Sec-
retary shall use digital spatial data in the
possession of State, local, and Federal agen-
cies including digital orthophotos, and
shoreline, elevation, and bathymetric data.

(2) PROVISION OF DATA BY OTHER AGEN-
CIES.—The head of a Federal agency that pos-
sesses data referred to in paragraph (1) shall,
upon request of the Secretary, promptly pro-
vide the data to the Secretary at no cost.

(3) ADDITIONAL DATA.—If the Secretary de-
termines that data necessary to carry out
the pilot project under this section do not
exist, the Secretary shall enter into an
agreement with the Director of the United
States Geological Survey under which the
Director shall obtain, in cooperation with
other Federal agencies, as appropriate, and
provide to the Secretary the data required to
carry out this section.

(4) DATA STANDARDS.—All data used or cre-
ated to carry out this section shall comply
with—

(A) the National Spatial Data Infrastruc-
ture established by Executive Order 12906 (59
Fed. Reg. 17671 (April 13, 1994)); and

(B) any other standards established by the
Federal Geographic Data Committee estab-
lished by Office of Management and Budget
Circular A–16.

(c) DIGITAL MAPS NOT CONTROLLING.—Any
determination as to whether a location is in-
side or outside the System shall be made
without regard to the digital maps created
under this section.

(d) REPORT.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 3 years

after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on
Environment and Public Works of the Senate
and the Committee on Resources of the
House of Representatives a report that de-
scribes the results of the pilot project and
the feasibility, data needs, and costs of com-
pleting digital maps for the entire System.

(2) CONTENTS.—The report shall include a
description of—

(A) the cooperative agreements that would
be necessary to complete digital mapping of
the entire System;

(B) the extent to which the data necessary
to complete digital mapping of the entire
System are available;

(C) the need for additional data to com-
plete digital mapping of the entire System;

(D) the extent to which the boundary lines
on the digital maps differ from the boundary
lines on the original maps; and

(E) the amount of funding necessary to
complete digital mapping of the entire Sys-
tem.

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to the
Secretary to carry out this section $500,000
for each of fiscal years 2002 through 2004.
SEC. 7. ECONOMIC ASSESSMENT OF JOHN H.

CHAFEE COASTAL BARRIER RE-
SOURCES SYSTEM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary of the Interior shall submit to the
Committee on Environment and Public
Works of the Senate and the Committee on
Resources of the House of Representatives an
economic assessment of the John H. Chafee
Coastal Barrier Resources System.

(b) REQUIRED ELEMENTS.—The assessment
shall consider the impact on Federal expend-
itures of the Coastal Barrier Resources Act
(16 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.), including impacts re-

sulting from the avoidance of Federal ex-
penditures for—

(1) disaster relief under the Robert T. Staf-
ford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assist-
ance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.);

(2) the national flood insurance program
established under chapter 1 of the National
Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4011 et
seq.); and

(3) development assistance for roads, pota-
ble water supplies, and wastewater infra-
structure.

f

ORDERS FOR THURSDAY,
SEPTEMBER 28, 2000

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that when the Senate
completes its business today, it recess
until the hour of 9:30 a.m. on Thursday,
September 28.

I further ask consent that on Thurs-
day, immediately following the prayer,
the Journal of proceedings be approved
to date, the time for the two leaders be
reserved for their use later in the day,
and the Senate then begin consider-
ation of H.J. Res. 109 under the pre-
vious order.

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

f

PROGRAM

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, for the in-
formation of all Senators, the Senate
will begin consideration of the con-
tinuing resolution at 9:30 a.m. tomor-
row.

Under a previous agreement, there
will be 7 hours for debate, with the
vote scheduled to occur after the use or
yielding back of that time. After adop-
tion of the resolution, the Senate will
proceed to a cloture vote with regard
to the H–1B visa bill, unless it can be
agreed to be vitiated, and a vote on the
final passage could occur.

Therefore, Senators can expect at
least two votes during tomorrow’s
afternoon session, and hopefully more.
We hope we can possibly have as many
as three or four votes. That will depend
on further action by the House on con-
ference reports.

f

ORDER FOR RECESS

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, if there is
no further business to come before the
Senate, I ask unanimous consent that
the Senate stand in recess under the
previous order following the remarks of
Senator LAUTENBERG for up to 15 min-
utes.

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

f

AMENDMENT VEHICLE

Mr. REID. Mr. President, before the
majority leader leaves, I think what we
have heard today has been comforting,
except for one thing. I wish we had a
vehicle here before us that we could
amend. I think we have a number of
amendments we would like to offer to
this legislation. The leader decided not
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to do that. I hope in the next few days
we can work on some of the issues that
we believe are so important, which we
have talked about on many occasions,
such as minimum wage, Patients’ Bill
of Rights, prescription drugs, and edu-
cation. We understand where we are in
a parliamentary situation now that we
can’t offer any amendments. We look
forward to the next week being very
productive and our being able to move
forward on some of this very important
legislation.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, in re-
sponse, I believe the Senate has voted
one or more times on all of the issues
that Senator REID mentioned. It is my
full expectation that before this ses-
sion is over a minimum wage bill, cou-
pled with a small business tax relief
package that we will have to work
through the final details on, will be in-
corporated in some other bill or moved
in one way or another and sent to the
President. I fully expect that it will be
accomplished.

I think maybe the Senator knows
there is a Patients’ Bill of Rights con-
ference that is still meeting. I think
there are meetings, even today, to see
if we can come to an agreement to get
a bill that truly protects patients, but
not just become a bill that provides
more opportunities for my brother-in-
law to sue people. So I am hopeful on a
combination there. In fact, I discussed
that with the President directly and
said we would still like to see if we
couldn’t have some sort of a sit-down
meeting and a broad, bipartisan, bi-
cameral, ‘‘bi-branch’’ of the Govern-
ment discussion and get an end result.
I am still hopeful that can occur.

On education, obviously, when we get
to the Labor-HHS-Education appro-
priations conference report, it is going
to have funds for education in it—more
funds than was requested by the ad-
ministration or was in our budget reso-
lution. We will have to come to some
agreement about how we help local
school districts in terms of flexibility,
accountability, school construction,
and if the best way to be helpful is a
bond or some other program. All of
that is under discussion now, and it is
occurring between the House and Sen-
ate and the administration.

So certainly I understand that there
is a desire to perhaps offer other
amendments. I am sure the Senator
can understand my feeling that we
have already voted on all of those
issues, and repeated votes don’t nec-
essarily render a result. I think what
we need to do in this final period of the
session is get agreements and work to-
gether.

I had a meeting with Senator
DASCHLE. We talked about a bill that
has broad bipartisan support—actually,
a couple of bills. We looked at whether
we can consider them on the floor, or if
there is another way we can get a re-
sult that would be satisfactory to the
largest number of Senators without
having an extended cloture process,
such as we had on H–1B.

I have indicated I would like for us to
see if we can find a way to do the rail-
road retirement bill. But if I bring that
up, it probably would have to go
through a lot of hurdles, and there is
opposition to some aspects of it. In-
stead of trying to find a way to have a
fight, I am trying to find a way to get
an agreement and get it done.

I certainly understand Senator
REID’s position. He has been persistent
in that effort, and he has done it with-
out rancor. I appreciate that. As we go
into these final few days of the session,
hopefully we can keep the channels of
communication open and see what we
can do to facilitate a conclusion with
which most Senators can be satisfied.

Mr. REID. Finally, the majority lead-
er raised the minimum wage issue. I
believe we can do something on a bi-
partisan basis. The three Senators on
the floor presently—two Democrats
and one Republican—know that one of
the tax incentives we have to give
small business is a meals tax deduc-
tion. We cut that back significantly
and it has hurt restaurant businesses
all over America. For Mississippi, hav-
ing a heavy resort industry, along with
Atlantic City and Nevada, I think that
is something we can do on a bipartisan
basis.

I hope we can get the minimum wage
issue before us and have decent tax
breaks that aren’t budget busters and
move forward on that.

On the Patients’ Bill of Rights, for
example, sadly, the structure of the
Senate has changed by one. We believe
we are entitled to another vote, and
that failed by one vote previously.
That is an issue we can debate later in
some other forum. We have talked
enough today on H–1B and matters re-
lated thereto. I can say that I am com-
forted by the fact that we were able to
get an early vote on the motion to sus-
pend the rules. I hope that will satisfy
everybody because it was an up-or-
down vote on the Latino and Immi-
grant Fairness Act.

I hope we can set that matter aside
and schedule an early vote on H–1B.

Mr. LOTT. I would be glad to work
with Senator REID and our colleagues
to see if we can find a time to do that
tomorrow. I ask our staff to see if we
can work through that agreement.

I yield the floor.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Jersey.
Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I

understand that I have 15 minutes
based on the unanimous consent agree-
ment that we just concluded.
f

TRANSPORTATION

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I
am getting very close to the end of my
Senate career. One of the issues I con-
sider vital in terms of my knowledge
and experience in the Senate for these
last 18 years is that I have learned,
among several other serious problems,
of a problem that looms large and is
often ignored. That is, how do we es-

tablish our transportation system to
satisfy the growing needs for travel in
this country?

I see a crisis looming in our country
because of congestion and because of
our inability to move in a timely and
reasonably comfortable fashion. We
constantly read about delays at air-
ports. As a matter of fact, these days I
can almost never travel by air without
resigning myself to the fact that I am
not going to get there on time. There is
a very good chance that I am going to
miss my connection. There is a very
good chance that a flight may be can-
celed. There is a very good chance that
it is going to be a stressful, tough trip.

I was fortunate enough to be a grand-
parent for the eighth time. My son
lives in Colorado. I am, as everyone
knows, I hope, from New Jersey. My
son and his wife just had their first
child, my number eight grandchild.
The oldest is six years old. They are
little kids. They are an awful lot of
fun. I would like to see more of them if
I could do it and still make sure I per-
form the duties necessary to represent
the people of New Jersey and the peo-
ple of this country.

The trip I made consisted of two legs:
one to Denver, CO, and the next one a
short trip outside of Denver. It was on
a Saturday. It wasn’t on a busy week-
day. It left an hour late from Newark.
We were told that we should plan on a
refueling stop in Wichita, KS. I have
nothing against Kansas. I just didn’t
want to stop there if I didn’t have to,
because I was in such a hurry to get
out and see my newest granddaughter.
Her name is Hannah Lautenberg. I
wanted to see her in the worst way. We
stopped in Wichita long enough, about
40 minutes, to add more fuel.

Why did we leave the Newark airport
to start on a trip knowing full well
that we weren’t going to have enough
fuel to make the trip? They said, based
on the passenger load, the baggage
load, and the severe headwinds that we
were going to run into, we had to pro-
vide for circling over Denver Airport in
case that was necessary. We managed
to take on the fuel. We didn’t have to
circle over Denver. The weather was
reasonable. But it was enough for me
to miss my next flight.

I called ahead and tried to reserve
the second flight 2 hours later and was
told that it was canceled and that the
one 2 hours after that was full. Nor-
mally I would have exploded. But no-
body would have cared. The worst
thing is that you kind of resign your-
self to saying, ‘‘Oh, well, that is what I
expected.’’ Instead of getting a 30-
minute airplane ride, I took a 21⁄2 hour
van ride bouncing along the pavement
and trying to figure out what to do to
keep myself amused during that period
of time. It was hard to read.

I got to see that beautiful grandchild.
Boy, was I happy, too. She was as glo-
rious as my daughter-in-law and my
son described her. I thought she looked
a lot like me. They said no. But it was
a pleasant experience.
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