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and in 1948, acquired his California Profes-
sional Engineers License. He settled in Cen-
tral California, and founded Jack Baskin, Inc., 
focusing on building affordable housing in the 
San Francisco area, in Santa Cruz and in 
Watsonville. 

Jack Baskin is dedicated to his community 
and has given generously to it. Among the 
local organizations that are beneficiaries of Mr. 
Baskin’s time and donations are Cabrillo Col-
lege and Dominican Hospital. He was the 
founder of the Community Foundation of 
Santa Cruz County, and he has participated in 
many other organizations for children, families, 
and senior citizens. The University of Cali-
fornia, Santa Cruz, UCSC, has been a long 
time recipient of Mr. Baskin’s extensive con-
tributions. His donations have supported com-
puter engineering, instruction in the arts, the 
Institute of Marine Sciences, Shakespeare 
Santa Cruz, an endowed chair in psychology, 
and a scholarship in literature. Mr. Baskin 
chaired the UC Santa Cruz Foundation for 2 
years and remains a trustee. His commitment 
to education is memorialized by two prominent 
buildings named in his honor on the UCSC 
campus. 

Jack Baskin is a model citizen and a highly 
respected member of the community. Thou-
sands of individuals have benefited from his 
generosity and dedication to higher education 
and community health care. 

Mr. Speaker, Jack Baskin’s life is an elo-
quent statement about what one committed 
citizen can do. We ask all our colleagues to 
join us in honoring him for all he has done to 
strengthen our community and to make our 
country better. 
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HONORING DR. J. KIRK SULLIVAN, 
OF IDAHO, FOR RECEIVING THE 
DISTINGUISHED EAGLE SCOUT 
AWARD 

HON. MICHAEL K. SIMPSON 
OF IDAHO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 3, 2005 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
pay tribute to a unique individual in Idaho of 
high moral character and immense talent, J. 
Kirk Sullivan. 

J. Kirk Sullivan is widely known in Idaho as 
the current chairman of the Idaho Republican 
Party, but Dr. Sullivan is much more than that. 
He is a husband, father, grandfather, friend, 
engineer, entrepreneur, businessman, and 
most recently, he is the recipient of the high-
est award granted by the National Eagle Scout 
Association—the Distinguished Eagle Scout 
Award. 

As several of my colleagues know, the Dis-
tinguished Eagle Scout Award is a rare honor 
indeed, given only to those who have held the 
rank of Eagle Scout for 25 years or longer, 
have gained status of fame or eminence in 
their life work, and have shared their many tal-
ents with their communities on a voluntary 
basis. In each of these categories, Kirk not 
only meets the requirements, he far surpasses 
them. 

Kirk has participated in many organizations 
and boards, currently serving as the Ore-Ida 
Council Boy Scouts of America President, as 
a member of the Board of Trustees for the 
Public Employees Retirement System of 

Idaho, Board of Trustees for Saint Alphonsus 
Regional Medical Center, and as a member of 
the Idaho Governor’s State Science and Tech-
nology Advisory Council. 

As mentioned earlier, Kirk is married to Eliz-
abeth M. Sullivan, they have two children and 
three grandchildren. Originally from South 
Carolina, Kirk attended Clemson University 
where he earned a Ph.D. and M.S. in chem-
istry. He also attended the Massachusetts In-
stitute of Technology Program for senior ex-
ecutives. During college he was a member of 
U.S. Army Reserve. 

In his professional life, Kirk is a partner in 
Veritas Advisors, a philanthropic fundraising 
and political consulting firm. Kirk retired from 
the Boise Cascade Corporation in 1998 after 
27 years with the company. He retired as vice 
president of Governmental and Environmental 
affairs. He also worked for the FMC Corpora-
tion for 13 years as an engineer, technical su-
perintendent, and marketing manager. 

In reviewing the criteria for the Distinguished 
Eagle Scout Award, I learned that only nomi-
nations of truly distinguished individuals, those 
receiving extraordinary recognition, fame, or 
eminence, are accepted. Previous award re-
cipients include President Gerald Ford, Astro-
naut Neil Armstrong, Secretary of Defense 
Donald Rumsfeld, retired General William 
Westmoreland, Senators RICHARD LUGAR and 
LAMAR ALEXANDER, film director Steven 
Spielberg, and one of our former colleagues J. 
J. Pickle of Texas. 

This is a pretty impressive cast of char-
acters with which Kirk’s name will now be as-
sociated. He is deeply deserving of this honor 
and I want to take this opportunity to thank 
Kirk for his service to his community, the State 
of Idaho, and the United States of America. 
Kirk is a good citizen, a good friend, and a 
great model for us all. 
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A TRIBUTE TO LOCAL HEROES OF 
HURRICANE KATRINA 

HON. JO BONNER 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 3, 2005 

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
pay tribute to two heroes whose leadership 
following Hurricane Katrina is truly inspiring. 

Randy Boone, a retired U.S. Coast Guard 
Aviation Survivalman, recently wrote me a let-
ter describing the selfless actions of two sol-
diers from the Army’s 1108th Blackhawk 
squadron: Sergeant Stacy Eubanks and Ser-
geant Kring. 

Immediately following the landfall of Hurri-
cane Katrina, Sergeant Eubanks, whose own 
home was damaged, loaded his truck with ice 
and water that he delivered to the Mississippi 
coast. He went from house to house distrib-
uting all of the ice and water. He made a sec-
ond trip that same day, and the following day 
was joined by a neighbor. Others were soon 
inspired to join him. Sergeant Eubanks and his 
fellow volunteers delivered over 5 tons of ice, 
hundreds of boxes of food, and several hun-
dred cases of water throughout south Ala-
bama and Mississippi. He also organized a 
caravan with a tractor trailer truck and pickup 
trucks with trailers loaded with food, water, ice 
and medical supplies from Mobile to Gulfport, 
MS. 

Sergeant Kring and his family live in 
Waveland, MS, a community that was com-
pletely wiped off the map in the path of Hurri-
cane Katrina. Thankfully, Sergeant Kring’s 
family is alive and well, but their home was 
destroyed. When Sergeant Kring returned 
after the storm to what previously was his 
home, he spotted a group of displaced and 
disoriented survivors of Katrina gathered in a 
Waveland K-mart parking lot. Sergeant Kring 
organized the group, built a temporary shelter 
and a makeshift triage unit, and began assist-
ing the injured. This parking lot was given the 
name ‘‘Camp Katrina.’’ Sergeant Kring re-
mained there for days until he was able to get 
outside assistance. I understand that the loca-
tion later became a portable military medical 
facility to help the victims of Hurricane Katrina 
in Waveland. 

Following Hurricane Katrina, Sergeant 
Eubanks went to Waveland to locate com-
rades he had not been able to contact. Ser-
geant Stacy found Sergeant Kring at the 
‘‘Camp Katrina’’ parking lot. The two tried to 
recover personal items from the remains of 
Sergeant Kring’s destroyed home. 

The 1108th Blackhawk unit stationed at Fort 
Shelby was training to go to Iraq in October, 
when Hurricane Katrina hit the gulf coast. Be-
cause of the massive destruction to our coast-
al communities and because many of these 
soldiers’ homes were severely damaged or 
destroyed, it is my understanding that only 50 
of the soldiers will be deployed to Iraq. Ser-
geant Stacy is one of the 50, and I was not 
surprised to learn that Sergeant Kring has vol-
unteered to go as well. 

Mr. Speaker, the selfless dedication of these 
two gentlemen to their communities in a time 
of crisis is a tribute to their families, their com-
munities, and their service in the Armed 
Forces. I am grateful to have these men serv-
ing in our Nation’s military, and I commend 
their service. 
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AN ASSAULT ON AMERICA’S PUB-
LIC LANDS THE HARDROCK MIN-
ING PROVISIONS OF THE RE-
SOURCES COMMITTEE’S BUDGET 
RECONCILIATION PACKAGE 

HON. NICK J. RAHALL II 
OF WEST VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, November 3, 2005 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, among the many 
egregious provisions of the Budget Reconcili-
ation recommendations recently approved by 
the Resources Committee is a raid on Amer-
ica’s public lands and our natural resources 
heritage of almost unparalleled proportions. In-
cluded in these recommendations to be con-
sidered by the House Budget Committee is 
the worst kind of ‘‘sham reform’’ of the Mining 
Law of 1872 that has ever been promoted dur-
ing my tenure in Congress and if enacted 
would result in a blazing fire sale of Federal 
lands to domestic and international corporate 
interests. It is actually a step backward from 
this 133–year old statute. 

Signed into law by President Ulysses S. 
Grant, the Mining Law of 1872 to this day gov-
erns the mining of valuable ‘‘hardrock’’ min-
erals such as gold and silver on Federal west-
ern public lands. The law allows private com-
panies to patent—purchase—public lands con-
taining valuable minerals for a mere $2.50 to 
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$5.00 per acre, prices set in 1872, without 
paying a royalty—production fee—on the min-
ing of these minerals to the taxpayer. Since 
1872, more than $245 billion worth of minerals 
have been extracted from public lands at 
these bargain-basement prices. Further, a 
land area equivalent in size to the State of 
Connecticut has been sold to the mining in-
dustry for less than $5 an acre. Since 1987, 
when I chaired the Energy and Minerals Sub-
committee, I have worked to rewrite this anti-
quated law, introducing comprehensive reform 
bills in each successive Congress. 

In addition, at my urging, since 1994, and 
with strong bipartisan support, Congress has 
placed an annual moratorium on the patenting 
of mining claim on Federal lands. To be clear, 
bona fide mining can and does take place on 
unpatented mining claims. There is no indica-
tion or proof that this over one decade ban on 
the patenting of mining claims has diminished 
in any respect the actual production of 
hardrock minerals from unpatented mining 
claims on western public lands. Yet, the Re-
sources Committee’s budget reconciliation rec-
ommendations would repeal the moratorium 
and reinstate patenting—the sale—of these 
public lands. According to the Congressional 
Budget Office, this provision would only raise 
an estimated $158 million over the next 5 
years by patenting public lands for $1,000 an 
acre or fair market value of only the surface of 
the land—far from the true value of the min-
erals underneath. Let me emphasize that. The 
Resources Committee provision would allow 
the sale of potentially mineral rich public lands 
for the mere cost of the surface estate, com-
pletely ignoring the value to the underlying 
mineral estate. In contrast, an 8 percent roy-
alty on the actual mineral production from min-
ing claims which I have long advocated would 
raise $350 million in the same time period. 
Keep in mind that if one mines coal on Fed-
eral lands, the company is required to pay ei-
ther an 8 percent or 12.5 percent production 
royalty depending on whether the coal is deep 
or surface mined. Further, producers of on-
shore oil and gas on Federal lands pay a 12.5 
percent production royalty. But producers of 
gold, or silver or copper. . . . zero, zilch, noth-
ing. 

The Mining Law of 1872 provisions adopted 
by the Resources Committee without benefit 
of public hearing also go far beyond just rein-
stating the much-maligned ‘‘patenting’’ provi-
sion. In fact, the provisions would require the 
Federal Government to sell such public lands 
to potential buyers, whether or not it is in the 
public interest to do so. Under the Resources 
Committee legislation, a prospective purchaser 
would merely (a) file a mining claim or mill site 
or ‘‘blocks of such claims,’’ (b) present evi-
dence of mineral development work performed 
on the lands they want to buy totaling at least 
$7,500 per claim, (c) pay for a land survey, 
and (d) show up to get the deed. 

As such, under these provisions anyone, in-
cluding real estate developers and oil and gas 
companies, could purchase and develop nat-
ural areas that are currently important for 
recreation, wildlife, fisheries or regional drink-
ing water supplies under the guise of a mining 
law. This would enable oil and gas companies 
to purchase the land they currently lease from 
the Federal Government. Not coincidently, 
since most Federal oil and gas leases occur 
on Federal lands not protected by this legisla-
tion, this provision would put at risk the rents, 

royalties and bonus payments currently col-
lected annually by the Federal Government 
and shared with the States from onshore oil 
and gas leases which in fiscal year 2004 to-
taled $1.850 billion. 

Further, while the Resources Committee 
legislation would put off-limits to its provisions 
certain Federal lands, such as National Parks, 
from location of new mining claims, it does not 
protect National Forests and Wilderness Study 
Areas, Areas of Critical Environmental Con-
cern, and other similar areas, even if these 
other areas have been withdrawn from new 
mining claim location. For example, there are 
currently more than 60,000 acres of mining 
claims in the Tongass National Forest, the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, 
which would be available for sale under these 
provisions. And the Resources Committee pro-
visions do not protect National Parks, Wilder-
ness Areas, and National Wildlife Refuges that 
have unpatented claims within them. In Na-
tional Parks alone, there are more than 900 
unpatented mining claims that would be sub-
ject to sale for $1,000 per acre if these provi-
sions become law. 

In addition, the bill does not require that the 
lands have been used or will be used for min-
ing. As written, purchasing the land need only 
facilitate sustainable economic development. 
Since the term is not defined, sustainable eco-
nomic development could include condo-
minium construction, ski resorts, gaming casi-
nos, name it. A unanimous Supreme Court 
said in 1979 that ‘‘the Federal mining law 
surely was not intended to be a general real 
estate law. The American Law of Mining, the 
standard industry treatise on the mining law, 
says that the law does ‘‘not sanction the dis-
posal of Federal lands under the mining laws 
for purposes unrelated to mining.’’ Yet, ac-
cording to John Leshy, former Solicitor of the 
Department of the Interior, ‘‘Subtitle B is effec-
tively a ‘general real estate law’ and will put in 
the hands of corporations, the keys to pri-
vatize millions of acres of Federal land.’’ 

In order to make it easier to dispose of Fed-
eral lands, these provisions would also free 
the potential buyer from performing ‘‘mineral 
development work’’ on each unpatented claim 
or block of claims or millsites. Instead, it states 
that this type of work should be performed on 
‘‘the Federal lands identified and submitted for 
purchase.’’ In other words, the potential buyer 
need only show that there has been some 
mineral development work somewhere on the 
lands being sold. The tracts could be huge be-
cause the proposal contains no limit on the 
acreage or numbers of claims that could be 
purchased. 

Moreover, the provisions so broadly define 
‘‘mineral development work’’ as to render it es-
sentially meaningless. It could involve activi-
ties that never come close to the land itself; 
e.g., geologic, geochemical or geophysical 
surveys, which can be done remotely. It could 
involve, for example, buying and looking at 
satellite data, or going through USGS reports; 
or hiring a consultant to do on-line or library 
searches. And, it could include environmental 
baseline studies, or ‘‘engineering, metallur-
gical, geotechnical and economic feasibility 
studies.’’ Again, consultants doing on-line 
searches and library work would qualify. 

These provisions also prohibit any other 
fees or fair-market-value assessments to be 
applied to ‘‘prospecting, exploration, develop-
ment, mining, processing, or reclamation, and 

uses reasonably incident thereto’’—which 
would prohibit the government from levying 
any royalty or other production fee on mining 
operations. 

As a long time advocate of responsible re-
form of the Mining Law of 1872, after reflect-
ing on these provisions, I find it hard to be-
lieve that they would even be supported by re-
sponsible elements in the hardrock mining in-
dustry. Further, they represent an assault on 
America’s natural resource heritage and to the 
American taxpayer. And given my history on 
this issue, I find them personally insulting as 
well. 

In closing, I would note that the following 
groups, on behalf of the millions of members 
from across the country, agree with me that 
these provisions should be deleted from the 
Resource Committee’s portion of the Budget 
Reconciliation Package: Taxpayers for Com-
mon Sense Action, Alaska Center for the Envi-
ronment, American Rivers, Amigos Bravos 
Center for Biological Diversity, Center for Na-
tive Ecosystems, Citizens for Victor Clark Fork 
Coalition, Colorado Environmental Coalition 
Colorado Information Networks for Respon-
sible Mining, Earth Island Institute, 
Earthjustice, EARTHWORKS, Environmental 
Protection Information Center, Environmental 
Working Group, Friends of the Clearwater, 
Friends of the Earth, Friends of the 
Panamints, Gifford Pinchot Taskforce, Great 
Basin Mine Watch, Greater Yellowstone Coali-
tion, Guardians of the Rural Environment, 
Idaho Conservation League, Indigenous Envi-
ronmental Network, The Lands Council, Mari-
copa. Audubon Society, Mining Impact Coali-
tion of Wisconsin, Montana Environmental In-
formation Center, Mount Graham Coalition, 
National Environmental Trust, National Wildlife 
Federation, Natural Resources Defense Coun-
cil, Northern Alaska Environmental Center, 
Okanogan Highlands Alliance, Oxfam Amer-
ica, Rock Creek Alliance, Save the Scenic 
Santa Ritas, SHAWL Society, Sierra Club, Sil-
ver Valley Community Resource Center, 
Siskiyou Regional Education Project, Sky Is-
land Alliance, South East Alaska Conservation 
Council, Southern Utah Wilderness Alliance, 
Umpqua Watersheds, Westerners for Respon-
sible Mining, Western Organization of Re-
source Councils, The Wilderness Society, and 
Women’s Voices for the Earth. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in recom-
mending that these provisions be stripped 
from the Budget Reconciliation Package if 
they are included by the House Budget Com-
mittee. America’s public lands are held in trust 
for future generations. They deserve to be 
protected, not sold off at fire sale prices. 
American taxpayers deserve to be paid a fair 
royalty for the minerals taken from public 
lands, not to be cheated by a bill that sells 
their land to corporations for much less than 
its true worth. We can do better. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. JEFF MILLER 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 3, 2005 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to offer a personal explanation of the rea-
son I missed rollcall votes Nos. 559, 560, and 
561 on November 2, 2005. It was suspension 
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