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Mr. MARKEY changed his vote from
“‘yea’ to “‘nay.”’

Messrs. BARRETT of Wisconsin,
DELAHUNT and TIERNEY changed
their vote from ““nay’” to “‘yea.”

So the conference report was agreed
to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, | was unfortu-
nately delayed away from the Capitol during
the vote on the Defense Authorization legisla-
tion, H.R. 4205. However, had | been here, |
would have voted “yea.”

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 4265.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
COOKSEY). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from South
Carolina?

There was no objection.

ENERGY AND WATER REDEVELOP-
MENT  APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
2001—VETO MESSAGE FROM THE
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the further consid-
eration of the veto message of the
President of the United States on the
bill (H.R. 4733) making appropriations
for energy and water development for
the fiscal year ending September 30,
2001, and for other purposes.

The question is, Will the House, on
reconsideration, pass the bill, the ob-
jections of the President to the con-
trary notwithstanding?

(For veto message, see proceedings of
the House of October 10, 2000, at page
H9575).

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

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. PACKARD. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and that | may include tabular
and extraneous material on the veto
message of the President of the United
States to the bill, H.R. 4733.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATOURETTE). Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia?

There was no objection.

Mr. PACKARD. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, | yield the customary 30
minutes to the gentleman from Indiana
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(Mr. ViscLosKY) for purposes of debate
only.

Mr. Speaker, | rise to urge my col-
leagues in the strongest possible terms
to override the President’s unfortunate
veto of the Fiscal Year 2001 Energy and
Water Development Appropriations
Act.

Of all the appropriations bills, this is
one of the most bipartisan. The con-
ference agreement that we presented to
the House 2 weeks ago is fair and bal-
anced.

Through the programs of the Corps of
Engineers and the Bureau of Reclama-
tion, we have provided funds to main-
tain and rebuild our critical water re-
sources infrastructure and protect mil-
lions of citizens who are currently vul-
nerable to the devastating effects of
floods.

Funds that we have provided through
this bill for the Department of Energy
will help to strengthen our national de-
fense, increase our scientific knowl-
edge, and help us to become more en-
ergy independent.

In spite of all the good things in this
bill, the President has legislated to
veto it over a single provision included
by the Senate. The administration as-
serts that this provision would under-
mine implementation of the Endan-
gered Species Act. That is simply in-
correct.

Under the provisions of section 103,
all alternatives for protecting endan-
gered species on the Missouri River, in-
cluding a spring rise in river levels, can
continue to be studied and only a revi-
sion in the Master Water Control Man-
ual that results from spring rise is pre-
vented from being implemented in fis-
cal year 2001.

I wish to significantly note that the
Corps of Engineers has confirmed that
it will not be prepared to implement a
revised Water Control Manual for the
Missouri River until the spring of 2003
due to the time it will take to comply
with the provisions of the National En-
vironmental Policy. Therefore, this
issue really is not an issue. It cannot
be implemented before the bill would
address in terms of the time limits.

On October 2, the President issued a
statement in which he said that this
provision would “‘establish a dangerous
precedent aimed at barring a Federal
agency from obeying one of our Na-
tion’s landmark environmental stat-
utes.”

If the President truly believes that
today, then why did he not believe it
four other times when he signed this
very provision into law?

We have done our very best on this
bill to accommodate the priorities of
all Members of Congress, including the
Democrats and Republicans equally
and the administration, as well.

Almost 2 weeks ago, we approved a
conference agreement by a vote of 301-
118. | was disappointed at that time
that a number of Members who had
come to us for assistance and whose
wishes we did accommodate in the bill
voted against passage of the conference
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report. Some who voted against the
conference report may have had their
concerns addressed in other bills.

Specifically, the Interior Appropria-
tions Conference Report, which now
sits on the President’s desk and he will
likely sign it I am told, included $8
million for the Northeast Home Heat-
ing Reserve Issue.
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I am sure that that was part of the
reason that some voted against the
conference report on this bill. I expect
that all the Members who voted in
favor of the bill two weeks ago will do
so again today and encourage all those
Members who voted no last week to re-
consider that decision. | sincerely hope
that we do not have to reopen this bill
at this point and possibly reconsider
items that have already been agreed to.

I truly believe that a wise use of the
taxpayers money is rebuilding Amer-
ica’s infrastructure. It is spending
their tax dollars to improve their qual-
ity of life. It is a very good expenditure
of funds. And so our conservative Mem-
bers who feel that we have spent too
much in this bill I hope will recognize
that this is spending money in their
districts, improving the quality of life
of their citizens. It is not in the best
interest of our Nation to hold up this
important piece of legislation over a
single provision. Therefore, 1 ask all
Members to vote to override the Presi-
dent’s unfortunate veto of this bill.

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

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker, |
yield myself such time as |1 may con-
sume.

I join my colleague, the gentleman
from California, in asking all of my
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to
vote to override the President’s veto of
H.R. 4733, the Energy and Water Appro-
priation Act for the year 2001. The
chairman eloquently addressed the pri-
mary controversy that is engaged in
this legislation and that is the Army
Corps manual and regulations dealing
with water flow on the Missouri River.
I would join in his observations.

First of all, that the President in 4
previous years has signed legislation
with similar language. Secondly, as far
as the issue that is of complaint to the
President, it will not come to fruition
for another 2 fiscal years, so | do not
think it would be appropriate to veto
this legislation based on that one pro-
vision, given the good work the chair-
man and the committee has done on
the bill.

The President also mentioned, how-
ever, three other items in his veto mes-
sage, and | would like for a moment to
address each of his concerns. The Presi-
dent indicated he is upset that we had
not set aside enough funds for renew-
able and solar energy. | would point
out to the Members that for the cur-
rent fiscal year 2000, we appropriated
and the administration will spend $362
million for these programs. The con-
ference report that was approved by



		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-09-22T14:07:30-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




