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RESPECTED REPUBLICAN PULLING 

AWAY FROM THE BUSH ADMINIS-
TRATION ON WAR IN IRAQ 
(Mr. PALLONE asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day, an influential Republican voice on 
foreign affairs admitted that the war in 
Iraq is doing more harm than good and 
that, I quote, ‘‘Our course in Iraq has 
lost contact with our vital national se-
curity interests in the Middle East and 
beyond.’’ 

Those are the words of Republican 
Senator RICHARD LUGAR of Indiana, 
who went to the Senate floor last night 
to say that changes in strategy need to 
be made before September. LUGAR’s 
comments should be listened to very 
carefully by my Republican colleagues 
who continue to hold out hope that the 
President’s troop escalation strategy 
can work. 

Senator LUGAR is just the latest to 
admit that the President’s plan is not 
working and that a new strategy is 
needed in Iraq. Last week, General 
Petraeus himself said that we will not 
meet the target of seeing any positive 
results from the troop escalation plan 
by September. 

Now, Senator LUGAR’s realistic as-
sessment of the war in Iraq is com-
mendable, but words are simply not 
enough. If LUGAR is convinced that the 
war in Iraq is no longer in our Nation’s 
best interest, he must join us in finding 
an alternative that begins to bring our 
troops home. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO THE MEMORY OF MA-
RINE SERGEANT SHAWN MARTIN 

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

Mr. MCNULTY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
this morning to salute and pay tribute 
to the memory of Marine Sergeant 
Shawn Martin, who gave his life in 
service to his country in Iraq. He died 
on June 20. His funeral will be on 
Thursday morning. 

Sergeant Martin’s death is a re-
minder to all of us that, regardless of 
how we feel about this particular war, 
that young men and women across our 
country put on the uniform of the 
United States military and are willing 
to go anywhere in the world at the di-
rection of our government to protect 
American interests. 

It reminds me not to let even a single 
day go by without remembering with 
deepest gratitude all of those who, like 
my own brother, Bill, made the su-
preme sacrifice, all those like Shawn 
who made the supreme sacrifice, and 
all of those who serve in the military 
with great honor and then come back 
home, render outstanding service in 
the community and raise beautiful 
families to carry on their fine tradi-
tions. These are the things that I’m 
most grateful for today as a citizen of 
the United States of America. 

So today I extend my deepest sym-
pathies to Shawn’s wife, to his parents, 
to all the members of his family for his 
tremendous service to our country for 
making the supreme sacrifice, and we 
shall never forget this true American 
hero. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 2643, DEPARTMENT OF 
THE INTERIOR, ENVIRONMENT, 
AND RELATED AGENCIES APPRO-
PRIATIONS ACT, 2008 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, by direction of the Com-
mittee on Rules, I call up House Reso-
lution 514 and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 514 
Resolved, That at any time after the adop-

tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2643) making 
appropriations for the Department of the In-
terior, environment, and related agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2008, and 
for other purposes. The first reading of the 
bill shall be dispensed with. All points of 
order against consideration of the bill are 
waived except those arising under clause 9 or 
10 of rule XXI. General debate shall be con-
fined to the bill and shall not exceed one 
hour equally divided and controlled by the 
chairman and ranking minority member of 
the Committee on Appropriations. After gen-
eral debate the bill shall be considered for 
amendment under the five-minute rule. 
Points of order against provisions in the bill 
for failure to comply with clause 2 of rule 
XXI are waived. During consideration of the 
bill for amendment, the Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole may accord priority 
in recognition on the basis of whether the 
Member offering an amendment has caused 
it to be printed in the portion of the Con-
gressional Record designated for that pur-
pose in clause 8 of rule XVIII. Amendments 
so printed shall be considered as read. When 
the committee rises and reports the bill back 
to the House with a recommendation that 
the bill do pass, the previous question shall 
be considered as ordered on the bill and 
amendments thereto to final passage with-
out intervening motion except one motion to 
recommit with or without instructions. 

SEC. 2. During consideration in the House 
of H.R. 2643 pursuant to this resolution, not-
withstanding the operation of the previous 
question, the Chair may postpone further 
consideration of the bill to such time as may 
be designated by the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS) is 
recognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, for the purpose of debate 
only, I yield the customary 30 minutes 
to the gentleman from Washington, my 
namesake and good friend, Mr. 
HASTINGS. All time yielded during con-
sideration of the rule is for debate 
only. 

I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 

Speaker, I also ask unanimous consent 

that all Members be given 5 legislative 
days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks on House Resolution 514. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 

Speaker, House Resolution 514 provides 
for consideration of H.R. 2643, the De-
partment of the Interior, Environment 
and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Bill for Fiscal Year 2008. It is an open 
rule, and allows all Members the oppor-
tunity to amend the bill. 

b 1030 
Mr. Speaker, the funding levels in 

the underlying bill make clear the 
change in priorities of this new Demo-
cratic Congress. This bill refocuses our 
Nation’s priorities to ensure that all 
Americans have access to clean water 
and air as well as appropriately ad-
dressing climate change and conserva-
tion, all of which have not been seen 
since Democrats last controlled this 
body in 1994. Democrats are restoring 
our obligation to the American people 
to protect and preserve the land and 
shores and all creatures who inhabit 
this Earth. 

I commend Chairman DICKS and Rep-
resentative TIAHRT for their hard and, 
perhaps most importantly, bipartisan 
work on this legislation. I do believe 
that they did a tremendous job in 
crafting this bill. 

This bill restores our promise to 
America’s underserved minority com-
munities and to our children to ensure 
that our cherished land, water, and air 
will be preserved for generations to 
come. I commend the committee for in-
cluding funding for important environ-
mental justice programs I have long 
advocated for such as $1.1 billion for 
the Clean Water State Revolving Fund. 
This is $437 million above the adminis-
tration’s request and will help over 150 
communities with drinking water and 
wastewater infrastructure projects. 

The bill also includes $140 million for 
sewer and water grants, which received 
zero funding in 2007 and was not in the 
President’s budget request this year. 
Further, this legislation provides $16 
million for rural water technical as-
sistance that was also zeroed out in the 
President’s budget request. We are en-
suring that all communities have clean 
and safe drinking water. 

The underlying legislation also in-
cludes limitation language that I au-
thored in the 109th Congress, ensuring 
that EPA respects the needs of envi-
ronmental justice communities. It ap-
propriate $7 million for environmental 
justice programs, the amount that 
Congresswoman HILDA SOLIS, I, and 
others requested. This is $3 million 
over the administration’s budget re-
quest and $2 million over fiscal 2007 
levels. 

This bill provides much-needed fund-
ing for our national parks and wildlife 
protection. The legislation includes 
$2.5 billion for our national parks, $223 
million above the 2007 levels. 
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Democrats are appropriating $1.4 bil-

lion for the Fish and Wildlife Service, 
$86 million above 2007 levels and $130 
million above the President’s budget 
request. 

Ladies and gentlemen, our national 
parks have been shortchanged for too 
long. This funding will be used for crit-
ical maintenance and repair, conserva-
tion, and recreation, and for the preser-
vation of our natural heritage. 

Importantly, the underlying legisla-
tion maintains the longstanding Presi-
dential and congressional moratoria on 
drilling for natural gas on the Outer 
Continental Shelf. The committee 
rightly rejected attempts to permit 
drilling to occur off the shores of coast-
al States, including my home State of 
Florida, and I am sure my colleague 
from Tampa (Ms. CASTOR) will speak 
more specifically to that issue during 
her time on the rule. In doing this, we 
continue to protect and preserve the 
health of Florida’s beaches and tourism 
industry, the largest industry in our 
State. 

Amendments may be offered today on 
the floor that will seek to strip Florida 
and other coastal States of their pro-
tections. I urge all of my colleagues to 
do what is right for our Nation and re-
ject such amendments. Drilling for nat-
ural gas on the Outer Continental Shelf 
will have zero impact at the gas pumps. 
It will not under any circumstances re-
duce the cost of a gallon of gasoline. 

This legislation offers a more forward 
thinking approach to our Nation’s en-
ergy needs. Instead of looking for 
short-term, short-sighted solutions, 
Democrats have a smarter, long-term 
energy strategy. For starters, Demo-
crats have increased funding for pro-
grams such as the global climate 
change research, providing $10 million 
above the President’s request for new 
research on global climate change and 
its impact on rivers, groundwaters, and 
on organisms. 

The bill also increases our invest-
ment in energy conservation and alter-
native fuels and research capabilities 
by nearly 60 percent. What a difference 
a change in Congress does make for our 
Nation. 

Critically important to my district 
and to the entire State of Florida is 
restoration of America’s Everglades, 
one of the most biologically diverse 
areas in the world and a unique and 
world-renowned eco-region. The Ever-
glades is one of the Nation’s most frag-
ile ecosystems and remains an area of 
national and international signifi-
cance. Increased funding to advance 
this restoration initiative ensures that 
the Federal Government keeps its com-
mitment to the River of Grass, the 
largest environmental rescue in the 
world. Chairman DICKS and Represent-
ative TAYLOR, in my judgment, should 
both be applauded for their continued 
effort to restore and preserve this pris-
tine ecosystem. 

Democrats also take significant steps 
to finally work to fulfill our promise to 
our neglected Native American com-

munities. In all, the bill provides al-
most $250 million more in funding for 
Native American health care and edu-
cation opportunities than last year. 

This legislation truly provides for 
each and every one of us. By investing 
in the health of America’s natural re-
sources, we are investing in the future 
of this majestic country. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, later today I 
intend to offer an amendment that 
would designate $1 million for grants 
for the National Underground Railroad 
Network to Freedom, the only national 
program dedicated to the preservation, 
interpretation, and dissemination of 
underground railroad history. I urge 
my colleagues to support this impor-
tant amendment. 

I am pleased to support this rule and 
the underlying bill, and I urge my col-
leagues to do the same. 

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I want to thank my good 
friend and namesake, Mr. HASTINGS, for 
yielding me the customary 30 minutes, 
and I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

(Mr. HASTINGS of Washington asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, the Rules Committee heard 
testimony nearly 2 weeks ago from my 
good friend and colleague from Wash-
ington, Subcommittee Chairman NORM 
DICKS and the Ranking Member TODD 
TIAHRT of Kansas. When they appeared 
before the Rules Committee, concerns 
were raised that the bill at that time 
did not include a list of earmarks or 
earmark sponsors and that no Member 
could challenge, discuss, and call for a 
vote on earmarks on the House floor. 

Fortunately, Mr. Speaker, Repub-
licans succeeded in forcing the Demo-
crat majority to restore the earmark 
transparency and enforceability rules 
that they had changed at the beginning 
of this Congress, and now spending 
bills are being brought to the floor 
with earmarks where they can be dis-
cussed, debated, and voted upon, as 
they should be. 

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased that the 
fiscal year 2008 Interior and Environ-
ment Appropriations bill that we will 
consider today contains a list of ear-
marks and the names of the sponsors of 
those earmarks. This means that Mem-
bers will have the opportunity to re-
view them before casting their vote on 
the House floor and not just see them 
added months from now, as was pre-
viously tried. 

Mr. Speaker, the Central Washington 
area that I represent covers more than 
19,000 square miles, much of which is 
controlled and managed by the Federal 
Government. The Federal agencies 
funded in this bill directly impact 
those that I represent on a number of 
levels. When storms and mudslides 
wipe out trails and roads, it affects not 
only my constituents that enjoy camp-
ing, hiking, and hunting on public 

roads, but also visitors to the area and 
the local businesses that rely on tour-
ism. When invasive species, plant pests, 
and wildfire threats are not adequately 
controlled on Federal land, the prob-
lems do not stop at the property line. 

I think I speak for many Western 
Members of the House when I talk 
about the huge stake we have in the 
general direction of the agencies fund-
ed under this bill. For this reason, Mr. 
Speaker, I am concerned that at a time 
when Federal land agencies struggle to 
manage the land they now have, this 
Congress would provide tens of millions 
of dollars for the Federal Government 
to buy up more land. This takes pri-
vate property off the tax rolls and 
leaves county governments with a 
heavier burden to pay for emergency 
services, roads, and schools. 

I have stood on this floor before to 
discuss the importance of another pro-
gram, the Secure Rural Schools pro-
gram, which compensates local govern-
ments that are negatively affected by 
Federal forest land policy and owner-
ship and the virtual shutdown of the 
Federal timber program over the last 
15 years. We need to get the Secure 
Rural Schools program reauthorized 
and we need to get the Payment in 
Lieu of Taxes program fully funded for 
the long term before we start spending 
millions of dollars adding more and 
more land to the Federal estate. 

Finally, I want to express my con-
cern about the overall increase in 
spending that this bill represents. I 
know that the chairman of the sub-
committee and the ranking member 
worked very hard to try to manage the 
many demands for funding under this 
bill. However, this bill represents a $680 
million increase over last year. As I 
have said previously with respect to 
other appropriation bills this year, we 
simply must rein in spending in order 
to prevent the massive tax increases 
that the Democrat majority is poised 
to impose, as reflected in their budget. 

Congress must work for balancing 
the Federal budget in 5 years. There 
are two ways to balance the budget, 
whether it is your family budget or the 
Federal budget. You can either, one, 
reduce the amount of money being 
spent or, two, increase the amount 
coming in. This bill highlights the 
Democrat majority’s allegiance to op-
tion number two: spending more money 
each and every year and at a rate fast-
er than inflation, while relying on tax 
increases to balance the budget down 
the road. 

Mr. Speaker, we don’t need a bigger 
Federal Government. We need a bal-
anced approach that holds the line on 
spending; provides for our Nation’s 
most fundamental priorities; and al-
lows taxpayers to keep more of their 
hard-earned money to spend, save, and 
invest as they see fit. 

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, I am very pleased at this time 
to yield 6 minutes to my good friend 
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and member of the Rules Committee, 
the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
CASTOR). 

Ms. CASTOR. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my colleague from Florida (Mr. 
HASTINGS), who has been an outspoken 
advocate for environmental justice for 
this great country and a strong sup-
porter of Everglades restoration. So I 
thank the gentleman. 

Mr. Speaker, our natural environ-
ment and clean neighborhoods are vital 
to the health of the folks that we rep-
resent back home. This bill, and the 
rule, contains much to recommend it 
to the American people. But I rise in 
support today because my community, 
the Tampa Bay area, will benefit great-
ly due to the new investments being 
made under the leadership of this new 
Democratic Congress. 

See, our communities have suffered 
over past years while environmental 
agencies were infiltrated by industry 
lobbyists. That was a strategy of this 
White House, unfortunately. And some 
in past Congresses whittled away at en-
vironmental protections. 

b 1045 
Well, we’re going to begin to turn 

that around today and repair Amer-
ica’s natural environment and the pub-
lic health so we can breathe easier. 

First, we will make new investments 
in clean air and clean and safe drinking 
water. We know that the rate of asth-
ma in children is rising in America, 
and this bill will help our communities 
get back on track with enforcement of 
the Clean Air Act. 

On clean water, the residents of the 
cities of Tampa and St. Petersburg 
have benefited greatly over the years 
due to the Clean Water Act and the 
State Water Revolving Loan Program 
because my communities have been 
able to repair sewers, and in my home-
town, clean up Tampa Bay and make it 
safer for swimming, boating, and fish-
ing. But we have more work to do. The 
National Estuary Program portion of 
this bill will help, as the bill provides 
greater assistance to local commu-
nities to improve water quality in our 
national estuaries like Tampa Bay. 

I also hope the committee will look 
favorably upon an amendment relating 
to the red tide that is affecting the 
physical environment of our coastal 
communities and causing respiratory 
ailments at a time when folks are try-
ing to enjoy their vacation at the 
beach. 

Urban communities like mine also 
need assistance in cleaning up toxic 
waste sites and Superfund sites. As a 
former county commissioner back 
home, I understand the value of clean-
ing up old brownfield sites so they do 
not remain as blights on the commu-
nity. Oftentimes these polluted indus-
trial sites are located in communities 
of modest means. So I salute the com-
mittee and Chairman DICKS for his 
commitment to environmental justice 
to ensure that environmental decisions 
do not adversely affect minority popu-
lations. 

This bill also charts a new direction 
on global warming as well by increas-
ing climate change scientific research, 
including attention to coastal commu-
nities to help us determine how we can 
best adapt to a warming planet. 

This act and rule also provides long 
overdue funding for our national parks, 
including the beautiful Florida Ever-
glades. Thanks to Chairman DICKS and 
the committee for stepping up our ef-
forts to ensure that these valuable en-
vironmental resources are protected. 

One final issue: this bill maintains 
the long-standing moratoria on oil and 
gas drilling off our beautiful gulf coast 
beaches. Now, I expect that the oil and 
gas lobby will take a run at this pro-
tection today, and I urge my colleagues 
to hold firm. 

In Florida and in other coastal 
States, drilling threatens our environ-
ment, it threatens our health, and it 
threatens our economic livelihood. In-
stead of risking our critical coastline 
for short-term gain, the new Demo-
cratic majority is pursuing a long-term 
energy strategy by investing in energy 
conservation and alternative fuels. 

Granting oil and gas leases and ac-
cess to our coastline is not the solution 
to our energy crisis. The current leases 
that oil and gas companies exploit far 
off the coastline exist with the help of 
taxpayers. Allowing drilling closer to 
our coastline is simply a way for oil 
and gas companies to maximize their 
profits. Such actions will have no ef-
fect on either the cost of gas or on the 
future of our energy needs. 

I urge my colleagues to beat back 
this scheme of the oil and gas lobby 
today, their attempt to kill a ban on 
coastal drilling that was enacted in re-
sponse to a 1969 oil and gas bill that 
blackened 35 miles of California’s 
coast. 

Instead of drilling for limited re-
sources, the country needs an acceler-
ated program for alternative fuels, and 
Congress needs to investigate the oil 
companies’ unseemly profits. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
legislation and the rule. I salute the 
leadership of Chairman DICKS, and I 
thank Ranking Member TIAHRT. This 
legislation will protect our environ-
ment and our public health and focus 
on renewable energy solutions that are 
vital to the State of Florida and the fu-
ture of our great Nation. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, at this time I’m pleased to 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. NEUGEBAUER). 

(Mr. NEUGEBAUER asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today on behalf of the American 
taxpayers in opposition to this rule. 

A couple of weeks ago we had a lot of 
debate on this floor about earmarks. 
At the end of this agreement we were 
able to have a process that’s more open 
and transparent for the earmark proc-
ess, and so that was a victory for the 
American taxpayer. However, it’s 

worth noting that when you look at 
the spending, for example in 2005, ear-
mark spending was less than 1 percent. 
So even though the battle was won on 
earmarks, the war is still on against 
overspending of the American tax-
payers’ money. 

There are many causes for over-
spending in this country today, and 
one of those is the entitlement pro-
grams. Those are programs, unfortu-
nately, that this body doesn’t even get 
to vote on. And the fact that the new 
majority’s budget now has an addi-
tional discretionary spending of $20 bil-
lion does not help the spending prob-
lem at all. 

I would argue that Congress is failing 
at another very important issue as 
well. According to a CQ Weekly article 
recently, $100 billion in appropriations 
this year that we will make aren’t au-
thorized. Now, the American people 
know what ‘‘authorized’’ means. If you 
go down and open up a checking ac-
count, people want to know if you’re 
authorized to sign on that account. If 
you get a credit card, certain people 
are authorized to use the credit card. I 
wish we were using a checking account 
for the American taxpayers, but unfor-
tunately we’re using a credit card. 

What we’re going to have in this bill 
today, the Interior EPA appropriations 
bill, is $7.29 billion that’s not author-
ized. What does that mean? That 
means that the committees of jurisdic-
tion have chosen either not to author-
ize this spending or to reauthorize this 
spending, yet the appropriation process 
is going to go ahead and spend $7.29 bil-
lion of the American taxpayers’ money. 
Let me tell you where some of that un-
authorized money is going to be dis-
tributed; $160 million to the National 
Endowment of the Arts was last au-
thorized and it expired in 1993. The au-
thorization for this expired in 1993. $1.8 
billion of discretionary programs for 
the Bureau of Land Management. That 
authorization expired in 2002. $10.5 mil-
lion for EPA State and Tribal Grants 
to Alaskan Native Villages. Authoriza-
tion for this spending expired in 1979. 
These projects aren’t on autopilot. In 
fact, there is not even a pilot in the 
cockpit. These are programs that no 
one has chosen to reauthorize in a 
number of years. 

As Members of Congress, we’re en-
trusted to spend the taxpayers’ money 
wisely. Congress is supposed to contin-
ually review these policies and pro-
grams to determine, one, are they 
working; secondly, do they need to be 
improved; or, third, should they be 
eliminated altogether. 

Get this: House rules require appro-
priations to go through the authoriza-
tion program, yet each year the Rules 
Committee chooses to waive points of 
order authorizing spending. In other 
words, that means we have rules in this 
House to protect the American tax-
payer by saying we’re not going to fund 
projects that aren’t authorized. But 
what is the first action that we take? 
We waive the rules. This is a practice 
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both Republican and Democratic Con-
gresses are guilty of. However, I think 
it’s important to point out this short-
coming as we go into this very impor-
tant legislative process. 

Now, some might argue, well, Con-
gress is just too busy, doesn’t have 
enough time to review all of these pro-
gram. Well, quite honestly, if these 
programs aren’t important enough for 
Congress to take the time to review 
them to determine whether they 
should be continued to be funded or if 
they’re relevant today, we probably 
shouldn’t be sending billions of dollars 
of the taxpayers’ money for those pro-
grams. And to the argument, well, 
we’re too busy, well, we haven’t been 
too busy in the first 6 months of this 
Congress. In the first 6 months of this 
Congress we’ve authorized $828 billion 
in new programs. So if we have time to 
authorize $828 billion in new programs, 
it looks like to me we have time to go 
through these programs that are going 
to be funded today in this bill that are 
unauthorized. 

Clearly, Congress needs to do a better 
job. The first thing Congress needs to 
do is follow the rules. These were rules 
that were put in place to put checks 
and balances on how we spend the 
American taxpayers’ money. And so I 
would encourage our Members today to 
vote against this rule and for Congress 
to follow its own rules, and that is, to 
make sure that we do not fund unau-
thorized projects. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, before yielding to my good 
friend on the Rules Committee, let me 
clear up something for the American 
public. 

Mr. DICKS and Mr. TIAHRT, in a very 
responsible manner bringing this ap-
propriations measure to the floor, had 
to work assiduously to ensure that this 
is a bipartisan effort and that we are 
being proper stewards of the environ-
ment. There is no question, I don’t be-
lieve, that anybody can say about that. 

But I’ve listened now for a consider-
able number of days about the ham-
mering of earmarks. Now, I’m not here 
as an apologist for anybody, but I 
think something needs to be under-
stood that is not clear in the minds of 
many, particularly in the American 
public because of the confusion that 
has been put forward by my colleagues 
on the other side. Let me use as a ‘‘for 
example’’ in this particular measure 
some of the so-called earmarks that I 
say are needed in these communities. 
And I go specifically to Florida and 
specifically to Republicans who work 
on this floor with me. 

I support the city of Sarasota’s water 
system placement that Congressman 
BUCHANAN asks for. I support Congress-
man CRENSHAW’s town of Callahan for 
the wastewater treatment plant. I sup-
port the fourth-ranking member of the 
Republican Party’s request for the city 
of Brooksville Southwest Florida 
Water Management District for the 
Peace and Myakka Rivers. I have 
fished in those rivers. I have seen them 

be damaged. They are nowhere near the 
district that I am privileged to serve, 
but I support that particular effort of 
Congressman PUTNAM. 

I support the city of Clearwater for 
wastewater and reclaimed water infra-
structure. I have been in Clearwater 
when it was flooding and the people 
had problems in that area. That’s of-
fered by Mr. YOUNG, the former appro-
priations Chair, and Mr. BILIRAKIS. 
Enough already, colleagues. These peo-
ple need this environmental protection. 
They need these water treatment fa-
cilities. They need the things that Mr. 
DICKS and Mr. TIAHRT have worked out. 
And it’s wrong for folks to come down 
here and to try to give the American 
public the impression that because 
somebody that is sent here for the pur-
pose of trying to use the budget for the 
purposes of protecting the environment 
and the American people, that they 
have done something wrong. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the 
distinguished gentleman from 
Vermont, my good friend who is on the 
Rules Committee (Mr. WELCH). 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. I thank the 
gentleman from Florida and for his 
ringing endorsement of public spending 
for public projects. 

Two things: first, Democrats re-
adopted in this Congress the principle 
of pay-as-you-go, acknowledging that 
we have to pay our bills, and that good 
intentions are not enough to balance 
the budget. We will do that as we did 
before. But in this bill we are proposing 
to spend 7.5 percent more than the 
President asked for. And the reason? 
That spending is necessary and re-
quired if we’re going to protect the riv-
ers, the waterways, the air and the 
land of this great country. 

Second, the spirit of Teddy Roosevelt 
is alive and well in this bipartisan bill 
by Mr. DICKS and by Mr. TIAHRT. We 
are getting back into protecting the 
America that we are responsible to 
hand down to the future. This bill, a bi-
partisan bill, appropriates $266 million 
for climate change research across all 
Federal agencies. This bill creates a 
commission on Climate Change Adap-
tation and Mitigation that will review 
scientific questions that need to be ad-
dressed to adapt to global warming and 
to recommend action. This investment 
in furthering our understanding of the 
impacts of climate change is a down 
payment on our future. If there has 
been a debate about whether global 
warming exists, this bill puts an excla-
mation point that the bipartisan con-
clusion of Congress is that global 
warming is real, is urgent, and requires 
immediate attention. 

The spirit of Teddy Roosevelt is also 
alive and well in this bill in the Forest 
Legacy Program. And thank you, Mr. 
Chairman and Mr. Ranking Member. 
The Forest Legacy Program brings 
communities together, protecting their 
forests. In my own State, two very 
small towns of Fairlee and West 
Fairlee have been working hard con-
tributing their own money to protect 

their Brushwood Forest. The increase 
in the Forest Legacy Program, some-
thing that’s been overdue, is going to 
give them a fighting chance to be able 
to do that. 

The spirit of Teddy Roosevelt is alive 
and well in the bill’s commitment to 
water quality. The Clean Water State 
Revolving Fund provides all of our 
States resources for local sewage treat-
ment projects, one of the most impor-
tant investments in the country to-
wards public health. 

b 1100 
The spirit of Teddy Roosevelt is alive 

and well in the self-help efforts in this 
bill in the small amount of money, $16 
million, that provides for rural water 
technical assistance. This helps small 
communities across the State of 
Vermont and across the country get 
the technical assistance that they need 
in order to do locally what is required 
for the benefit of their own citizens. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentlemen 
on both sides of the aisle for their lead-
ership in this overdue legislation. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself as much time 
as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to engage 
in a colloquy with my colleague from 
Washington, the chairman of the sub-
committee. 

As the chairman is aware, I have 
been concerned for some time with the 
issue of Federal land acquisition due to 
its effect on local tax rolls. Many of 
the counties that I represent are heav-
ily federally owned. Some of them have 
strong reservations about Federal land 
acquisition. 

I would like to say a word or two spe-
cifically about the Columbia River 
Gorge National Scenic Area. As the 
chairman knows, I represent the north-
eastern part of the scenic area. The Co-
lumbia River Gorge National Scenic 
River Act, passed by Congress in 1986, 
authorized $40 million for land acquisi-
tion, $10 million for economic develop-
ment grants, and $10 million for recre-
ation grants for the scenic area. I am 
concerned that even though it has been 
20 years since the Act was passed, the 
economic development and recreation 
accounts have yet to be fully funded. 
Meanwhile, the Forest Service has 
spent more than $55 million on land ac-
quisition in the Columbia River Gorge 
National Scenic Area. I believe we 
should make it a priority to fund the 
economic development and recreation 
accounts as envisioned under the Act. 

Mr. Speaker, I am happy to yield to 
Chairman DICKS for his comments. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman for yielding. 

I share your interest in seeing that 
the economic development and recre-
ation accounts under the gorge act are 
fully funded. I will be happy to work 
with you on this issue which is so im-
portant to the communities in your 
scenic area. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, reclaiming my time, I appre-
ciate the chairman’s remarks. I also 
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noted that the committee report in-
cludes $1 million for land acquisition in 
the Columbia Gorge National Scenic 
Area requested by our colleagues, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER of Oregon and Mr. BAIRD 
of Washington. I would like to clarify 
with the chairman that it is not his in-
tent that these funds would be spent on 
land acquisition in the part of the sce-
nic area that I represent. 

Again, I would be happy to yield to 
the chairman on this question. 

Mr. DICKS. That is correct. The ear-
mark in the committee report is for 
land acquisition in areas of the scenic 
area represented by the two gentlemen 
who requested the funding. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I 
thank the chairman. I appreciate very 
much your comments. I look forward 
to working with you on issues related 
to the implementation of the Columbia 
River Gorge National Scenic Act. 

Mr. Speaker, yesterday the Rules 
Committee, by a voice vote, approved 
an open rule for the consideration of 
the Department of Interior, Environ-
ment and Related Agencies Appropria-
tion Act. I am pleased that this rule 
keeps with the longstanding tradition 
of allowing an open debate on spending 
bills. I support House Resolution 514. 

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, the underlying legislation 
moves our country in a better direc-
tion, providing improvements long 
overdue to our entire Nation. Our in-
vestments today will ensure that our 
children and grandchildren will have 
water and air that is cleaner, natural 
landscapes and historic structures that 
are protected, and arts and humanity 
centers that are bolstered. 

This bill fulfills past due obligations 
to our underserved communities and to 
our entire planet. Republicans in the 
last Congress and in the current ad-
ministration have continued to fail to 
effectively fund the environmental and 
conservation needs of the American 
people and its natural resources. 

Today, under the Democratic leader-
ship, we are reversing this trend and 
restoring funding to vital programs 
and agencies, fulfilling our promise to 
this Nation and to this Earth. The in-
vestments this bill makes are of vital 
importance today, and their benefits 
will be felt for years to come. 

I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on the previous 
question and on the rule. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time, and I move the previous 
question on the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members have 5 
legislative days in which to revise and 
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material on H.R. 2643, and 

that I may include tabular material on 
the same. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

PERMISSION TO REDUCE TIME 
FOR ELECTRONIC VOTING DUR-
ING CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 2643, 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
ENVIRONMENT, AND RELATED 
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS 
ACT, 2008 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that, during consider-
ation of H.R. 2643 pursuant to House 
Resolution 514, the Chair may reduce 
to 2 minutes the minimum time for 
electronic voting under clause 6 of rule 
XVIII and clauses 8 and 9 of rule XX. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
ENVIRONMENT, AND RELATED 
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS 
ACT, 2008 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 514 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 2643. 

The Chair designates the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Mrs. JONES) as 
Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole, and requests the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. MCNULTY) to as-
sume the chair temporarily. 

b 1106 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2643) 
making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of the Interior, environment, and 
related agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2008, and for other 
purposes, with Mr. MCNULTY in the 
chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 

the rule, the bill is considered read the 
first time. 

The gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
DICKS) and the gentleman from Kansas 
(Mr. TIAHRT) each will control 30 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Washington. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I have waited 30 years 
for the honor of presenting an Interior 
and Environment bill to the House of 
Representatives as subcommittee 
chairman. I am very proud to present 
H.R. 2643 to the committee as my first 
Interior appropriations bill. 

The bill includes $27.6 billion for the 
Department of the Interior, the Envi-

ronmental Protection Agency, the For-
est Service, the Indian Health Service 
and Related Agencies under this Sub-
committee’s jurisdiction. This is an in-
crease of $1.193 billion over the 2007 en-
acted level, or about a 4.3 percent in-
crease. 

Mr. Chairman, the recommendations 
reflected in the 2008 Interior bill are 
the product of a very deliberate and bi-
partisan process. Our Interior and En-
vironment Subcommittee held 38 sepa-
rate hearings over 3 months with more 
than 250 witnesses. The printed record 
of these hearings is included in eight 
volumes, totaling over 10,000 pages. 

During these hearings, we heard from 
agency officials, Members of Congress 
and more than 100 Tribal leaders and 
other public witnesses. This testimony 
made it clear that substantial in-
creases in environmental and conserva-
tion programs were badly needed. 
These sessions also highlighted the 
critical health and education needs in 
Indian country. 

While the Office of Management and 
Budget and other Members of the 
House may criticize the overall size of 
the bill, I do not know of one increase 
in this package which can’t be fully 
justified based on need or on the abil-
ity to spend the money wisely. Frank-
ly, I don’t think I have to remind Mem-
bers that this bill started in a deep 
hole created more than a decade ago. 

As Members have heard me say many 
times, and as this chart clearly dem-
onstrates, in our hearings and other 
statements on the floor, between 2000 
and 2007, based on OMB’s own tables, 
funding for the Interior Department 
fell 16 percent in real terms. EPA has 
been reduced by 29 percent, and the 
Forest Service nonfire budget by 35 
percent when adjusted for inflation. 
Given that history, I believe the 4.3 
percent increase in this bill is well jus-
tified. 

I might just mention that one of the 
most important powers that Congress 
possesses is the power of the purse. 
This is in the Constitution. This is one 
of Congress’ major authorities and one 
way we can check the actions of the ex-
ecutive branch. 

Now, while I do not go into all the 
details, a few of the increases and de-
creases deserve special mention this 
morning. 

b 1115 
The bill provides a $223 million in-

crease for our national parks, as pro-
posed by the President, for the 10-year, 
$3 billion Centennial Challenge effort 
to restore the parks for the 100th anni-
versary of the founding of the Park 
Service in 2016. The additional funds 
will support 3,000 badly needed new sea-
sonal employees and 590 year-round 
staff. We also provide $50 million of dis-
cretionary funds for Centennial Chal-
lenge projects to be matched by private 
funds. These funds will support en-
hancements at our parks beyond the 
funding necessary for core operations. 

We provide a $56 million increase for 
our national wildlife refuges, a 14-per-
cent increase above the fiscal year 2007 
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