December 14, 2005

I recently met with many glass man-
ufacturers in Western Pennsylvania,
and they explained to me some of the
challenges they are facing. Kopp Glass
in Pittsburgh, for example, has seen
their natural gas cost rise by 83 per-
cent over the last year, eating into the
company’s profits by 50 percent and
also eating into their opportunities to
grow their business.

General Shale Products, a brick man-
ufacturer, has announced they are
going to close after 40 years of oper-
ation because of high natural gas
prices. A steel manufacturer has re-
cently asked us to do something about

it.

This bill will ensure that the Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission
has the tools it needs to find and pros-
ecute market manipulators.

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. GARRETT).

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 4473,
the Commodity Trading Commission
Reauthorization Act. And I support the
underlying bill, and I salute the chair-
man’s efforts to reauthorize the CFTC.
But I do have a little concern with the
specific section of the bill dealing with
natural gas price transparency. Title I1
of the bill contains new regulatory bur-
dens on the trading of natural gas, such
as future contracts, over-the-counter
transactions and cash market pur-
chases. While these provisions will
place unwarranted and open-ended reg-
ulatory burdens on legitimate business
activities, they will in no way reduce
volatility or lower the price of natural
gas. See, the Commission currently has
full authority now to examine and
oversee the futures market and to re-
quest complete trading information
from any participant in the futures
market if it suspects price manipula-
tion is occurring.

But the bill now, with that provision,
would shift the regulatory intervention
away from fraud manipulation to an
undefined standard that is not based
upon law but is based upon legitimate
movements in natural gas prices. I
would just urge the conferees, when
this bill goes to conference, not to add
any new missions to the responsibility
and take away from the core respon-
sibilities of the CFTC.

Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. Mr.
Speaker, I have no further speakers,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself the balance of the time.

Mr. Speaker, the natural gas lan-
guage contained in the committee bill
makes two changes to the CFTC’s cur-
rent regulatory program to detect and
deter manipulation or attempted ma-
nipulation.

First, upon a finding that there has
been a significant and highly unusual
change in the market price of natural
gas, the CFTC is required to determine
what had caused that price change.

Second, persons with futures or op-
tion positions in natural gas are re-
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quired to keep records of those trades
and other related transactions and to
submit those records to the CFTC upon
request.

In the committee’s view, and in my
view, this is a reasonable compromise
that does not add significant new costs
to transactions in natural gas, whether
futures or options contracts or other
transactions used in over-the-counter
strategies of most of the major firms
involved in the natural gas markets on
a daily basis.

This new recordkeeping requirement
is the only part of the legislation that
imposes any new regulatory mecha-
nism. The CFTC is not required to im-
pose itself into any new market arena
and will not as a result of this legisla-
tion. The bill requirements are unob-
trusive, contain no burdensome new
costs and will be used sparingly.

We have seen over the years, over the
course of the last half year, an energy
sector that is under great stress. And
the price response to that stress has
been of great concern to all of us. This
bill does nothing to add to that stress,
and it should be adopted today.

I urge my colleagues to support this
legislation.

Mr. POMBO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
contribute to the debate on H.R. 4473 which
is currently under consideration. Title Il of the
bill creates new regulatory authority for the
Commodity Futures Trading Commission
(CFTC) to investigate suspected manipulation
of the natural gas futures markets.

Currently, the price of natural gas in the
United States is floating at a high near $14
MMBtu. When compared to most nations
around the world, this amount is four, five,
even fourteen times higher than some devel-
oping countries! | am encouraged by the at-
tempt of some of my colleagues to correct this
serious problem, but | have serious concerns
with the manner by which we address this
issue in legislation.

As Federal Reserve Chairman Alan Green-
span has made very clear in a recent letter to
Chairman MIKE OXLEY, the fundamental prob-
lem of natural gas price spikes is a shortage
of supply. The only way this can be solved,
and Chairman Greenspan appears to agree, is
through increased production domestically and
less barriers to liquefied natural gas imports.
When the supply increases, natural gas prices
will most certainly fall.

While | will support passage of H.R. 4473,
| believe Title Il is a misguided approach that
will not ultimately result in lower prices for nat-
ural gas. Sadly, some Members of Congress
who support Title Il of this bill have consist-
ently opposed additional domestic production
of energy supplies. They may believe that by
voting for this legislation today, they will re-
ceive further cover for their positions, when in
fact these Members’ positions have led to our
nation’s high energy prices.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
TERRY). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. GOODLATTE) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R.
4473.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
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the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on the bill just considered.

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

There was no objection.

———————

ESTABLISHING THE TASK FORCE
ON OCEAN POLICY

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and agree to the resolution (H. Res.
599) establishing the Task Force on
Ocean Policy.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 599

Whereas the House of Representatives is in
need of a Task Force on Ocean Policy to re-
view the final report of the United States
Commission on Ocean Policy, entitled ‘““‘An
Ocean Blueprint for the 21st Century’’, which
affects the jurisdiction of several commit-
tees of the House, including the Committee
on Resources, the Committee on Science, the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure, and the Committee on Inter-
national Relations: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved,

SECTION 1. ESTABLISHMENT.

There is hereby established a Task Force
on Ocean Policy.
SEC. 2. COMPOSITION.

The task force shall be composed of 12
members appointed by the Speaker, of whom
5 shall be appointed on the recommendation
of the Minority leader. The Speaker shall
designate one member as chairman. A va-
cancy in the membership of the task force
shall be filled in the same manner as the
original appointment.

SEC. 3. JURISDICTION.

The task force may develop recommenda-
tions and report to the House on the final re-
port of the United States Commission on
Ocean Policy, making recommendations for
a national ocean policy, entitled ‘“‘An Ocean
Blueprint for the 21st Century”.

SEC. 4. PROCEDURE.

(a) Except as provided in paragraphs (1)
and (2), rule XI shall apply to the task force
to the extent not inconsistent with this reso-
lution.

(1) Clause 1(b) and clause 2(m)(1)(B) of rule
XTI shall not apply to the task force.

(2) The task force is not required to adopt
written rules to implement the provisions of
clause 4 of rule XI.

(b) Clause 10(b) of rule X shall not apply to
the task force.

SEC. 5. STAFF; FUNDING.

(a) The chairman may employ and fix the
compensation of such staff as the chairman
considers necessary to carry out this resolu-
tion. To the greatest extent practicable, the
task force shall utilize the services of staff of
employing entities of the House. At the re-
quest of the chairman, staff of employing en-
tities of the House or a joint committee may
be detailed to the task force to carry out
this resolution and shall be deemed to be
staff of the task force.
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(b) There shall be paid out of the applicable
accounts of the House $450,000 for the ex-
penses of the task force. Such payments
shall be made on vouchers signed by the
chairman and approved in the manner di-
rected by the Committee on House Adminis-
tration. Amounts made available under this
subsection shall be expended in accordance
with regulations prescribed by the Com-
mittee on House Administration.

SEC. 6. REPORTING.

The task force shall report to the House
the final results of its investigation and
study, together with detailed findings and
such recommendations as it may deem advis-
able, as soon as practicable and in no event
later than on June 30, 2006.

SEC. 7. DISSOLUTION AND WINDUP OF AFFAIRS.

The task force shall cease to exist after
July 31, 2006.

SEC. 8. DISPOSITION OF RECORDS.

Upon dissolution of the task force, the
records of the task force shall become
records of any committee designated by the
Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) and the
gentlewoman from California (Ms.
MATSUI) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Washington.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days within which to revise and extend
their remarks on this legislation and
include extraneous material thereon.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 599
will establish a House Task Force on
Ocean Policy with the express purpose
of developing recommendations and re-
porting to the House on the findings of
the United States Commission on
Ocean Policy by June 2006.

This bipartisan task force will have
members appointed by the Speaker and
Minority Leader who will focus on the
final report of the United States Com-
mission on Ocean Policy entitled, ‘“‘An
Ocean Blueprint for the 21st Century.”

While the task force will have no leg-
islative jurisdiction, it will put in
place a mechanism to allow the House
to look broadly at the question of car-
ing for our oceans.

The gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
GILCHREST) is to be commended for his
untiring commitment to the preserva-
tion of our ocean resources. We are
able to bring this resolution forward
today because of his good work and in-
terest on this subject.

It is important that this resolution
be considered quickly, so that Members
may be appointed to the task force and
can begin their work and produce a re-
port by June 2006.

Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of
my time to the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. GILCHREST) and ask unani-
mous consent that he be allowed to
control the time that I have.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington?

There was no objection.

Mr. GILCHREST. Mr. Speaker, 1
want to thank Mr. HASTINGS for help-
ing bring this legislation to the floor,
and I want to thank him for yielding
the time. I will speak now for a few
minutes explaining the legislation, and
I would hope, Mr. Speaker, that we can
have a bipartisan vote to move this
task force along so that the myriad of
issues that cover a broad range of com-
mittee assignments, both on the House
and the Senate side, and a broad array
of Federal departments and agencies
can be viewed with a single entity, this
task force, between now and June to
understand the comprehensive magnifi-
cent work of the people under Admiral
Watkins that put together this com-
mission report.

The members on the commission are
people who have represented and con-
tinue to represent the oceans, aquar-
iums around the country, the port au-
thorities, coastal studies, offshore oil
drilling, the U.S. Navy, shipping and
marine transportation, ocean ecology
and fisheries, environmental interests
and the banking industry, a broad
array of individuals that were ap-
pointed by the President, the House
and the Senate.

The scientists that represent the
Ocean Commission Report that worked
to develop the recommended policies
are scientists from universities all
across the country. Their expertise and
diverse fields are in marine economics,
coastal and estuarine issues, atmos-
pheric issues, Gulf of Mexico issues and
the whole array of problems with hur-
ricanes, fishery science, coastal devel-
opment, physics of ocean currents,
oceanography. The list goes on and on
and on.

They presented this report to the
U.S. Congress in September of 2004. In
this report, there are 31 chapters.
Seven of the 31 chapters come under
the jurisdiction of the Fisheries and
Oceans Subcommittee on Resources.
Seven of the 31 chapters come under
my jurisdiction in this Ocean Sub-
committee. We have held hearings on
our part of the Ocean Commission Re-
port. But 24 chapters lie outside the ju-
risdiction of that Fisheries Sub-
committee. And it is important to get
this task force so that all those other
committees in this House can view this
commission task force from the spe-
cific recommendations that the task
force will assume from the ocean com-
mission report.

What I would like to do is explain to
my colleagues, the ocean commission
task force makes recommendations in
the following areas, which are outside
the jurisdiction of the Ocean Sub-
committee. Those are: The Congress
should establish for better leadership
and coordination a national ocean
council and a non-Federal ocean coun-
cil of advisors to view the full range of
issues in the departments, the agencies
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and the executive branch and what
goes on in the States and the tribes
and the international arena regarding
oceans.

They make recommendations to im-
prove NOAA, EPA, the Corps of Engi-
neers, the Department of Interior,
USDA and the States in their regional
coordination. Right now it is severely
fragmented. They make recommenda-
tions to clarify offshore responsibil-
ities as far as leasing oil and gas, aqua-
culture, bioprospecting, wind energy,
fisheries, just to name a few. They rec-
ommend structural changes in NASA,

the Corps of Engineers, the Coast
Guard, the U.S. Navy, the National
Science Foundation, Aquaculture,

Health and Human Services, Depart-
ment of Justice, Department of State,
Department of Labor, Department of
Transportation and the United States
Agency for International Development.
Can all of this be done with one sub-
committee or fragmented throughout
the course of this Congress? Promote
lifelong ocean education, ocean stew-
ardship, science literacy, future ocean
leaders, helping to bridge the gap be-
tween scientists and educators, a need
for qualified ocean science in the class-
room, bringing the ocean to the vast
array of students across this country.
This is the Committee on Education.

Better financial technical institu-
tional support for watershed manage-
ment initiatives through existing Fed-
eral and State laws linking coastal and
offshore ecosystems. Better financial
technical institutional support for all
these issues. Something that is dear to
our hearts right now as a result of this
past hurricane season, several chapters
dealing with guarding people and prop-
erty against national hazards such as
hurricanes and floods. And a year ago,
a year and a half ago, in the commis-
sion report they predicted, right down
to the letter, what could and eventu-
ally did happen to New Orleans, to
coastal Louisiana, to Mississippi. A
vast array of information.

Managing sediment flows: 30 States
contribute sediment in the Mississippi
River that eventually goes through
Louisiana, Mississippi and the Gulf of
Mexico.
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How do we manage those sediment
flows?

Techniques for cost benefit analysis
is in this report. Marine commerce and
transportation across the oceans, the
estuaries, and the rivers in this coun-
try. Addressing coastal and water pol-
lution, three major laws, statutes. The
National Pollutant Discharge Elimi-
nation System, Total Maximum Daily
Load Program, Clean Water State Re-
volving Loan Fund, those are outside
the jurisdiction of resources entirely.
Their recommendations are for dealing
with wastewater treatment plants, sep-
tic tanks, industrial facilities, agri-
culture, urban and suburban runoff.

Addressing the atmospheric deposi-
tion problem: the single biggest issue
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with many estuaries including San
Francisco and the Chesapeake Bay is
air deposition. Thirty percent of the
problem with degrading the Chesa-
peake Bay is air deposition.

Watershed monitoring: in 1974 we had
500 stations across the country that
monitored the quality of water. Today
there are 32, from 500 down to 32. The
lack of coordination between the State,
the Federal Government, and the insti-
tutions is appalling.

Limiting vessel pollution and im-
proving vessel safety: that is the EPA,
the Coast Guard, and the International
Maritime Association. How to deal
with invasive species with ballas water,
marine organisms, major problems in
the Great Lakes, the Mississippi River,
and many estuaries around the coun-
try.

Connecting the oceans and human
health: biomedical research, marine
bacteria, contaminated seafood, harm-
ful alga blooms, recommendations that
can be gleaned from a single perspec-
tive with a single entity such as this
task force and then legislative rec-
ommendations to the myriad commit-
tees that deal with these issues.

Creating a national strategy for in-
creasing scientific knowledge in ocean
science, technology, and understanding
the oceans’ ecosystem.

Collaborating with the international
community and funding recommenda-
tions for how long this is going to
work.

The Ocean Subcommittee under the
Resources Committee does not have
the time or the resources or the people
or the jurisdiction to do this. We have
dealt in that ocean subcommittee with
our jurisdiction regarding the Ocean
Commission Report, which is marine
debris, fisheries management, marine
mammals, coral reefs, agriculture,
ocean observing system, coastal habi-
tats, and so on.

This report by Admiral Watkins and
many scientists around this country
deserve to have the United States Con-
gress, this institution, take a com-
prehensive view of this report, study it
for several months, and then make leg-
islative recommendations to this body.

I urge my colleagues to vote for the
task force.

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

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

(Ms. MATSUI asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, strange
things happen around this place when
we are getting ready for recess. Legis-
lation just seems to come out of the
woodwork sometimes, like the resolu-
tion on the Suspension Calendar today.

The bill before us today would spend
$400,000 of taxpayer money to establish
a House Task Force on Ocean Policy.
Quite simply, it is duplicative and
wasteful. There is already a standing
House committee to deal with ocean
policy that professional staff already
have in place.
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The Rules Committee has not met to
consider this resolution. In fact, no ac-
tion, at least none that I am aware of,
has been taken beyond the simple in-
troduction of this measure. This reso-
lution just appeared on the schedule at
the last minute with no explanation,
no details, and no reason for its ur-
gency.

So I am a bit puzzled about why this
task force is needed at all. Generally,
task forces are created when there is
an issue that crosses the jurisdictional
lines of several different committees,
all of whom claim primary jurisdic-
tion. In that circumstance, there may
well be a need to coordinate efforts in
an efficient manner. However, in this
case, the primary issues fall within the
jurisdiction of the Resources Com-
mittee. In fact, there is a Sub-
committee on Fisheries and Oceans
chaired by the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. GILCHREST). That is where
this issue belongs.

Let me be clear: our Nation’s ocean
policy is a worthy project, but I believe
that this issue should be taken up by
the Resources Committee. That is
where the expertise is.

I hope that the resolution’s sponsors
and other Members speaking here
today will shed some light on the need
to move so quickly on this measure.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the remainder of my time be
controlled by the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE).

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
TERRY). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia?

There was no objection.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman from California for
yielding me this time, and I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, in 2003 the Pew Ocean
Policy Commission put out a com-
prehensive report telling us that our
oceans were in serious trouble. The Re-
publican leadership quickly ignored
the report, saying they wanted to wait
for the results of the congressionally
appointed U.S. Commission on Ocean
Policy. And lo and behold, last Sep-
tember that commission came to the
same basic conclusion: that our oceans
are in peril from degraded waters, com-
promised resources, and conflicts be-
tween man and nature, and that imme-
diate action is needed. They laid out
some pretty pointed recommendations
for Congress, and I would like to show
this book, which is their recommenda-
tions. Over 500 pages at a cost of $10
million. It took them 3 years. They did
a comprehensive report at a cost of $10
million.

Well over a year has gone by and still
the House Republican leadership has
sat on its hands and done virtually
nothing for our oceans. At the end of
2004, the Fisheries and Oceans Sub-
committee, on which I am the ranking
member, held exactly one hearing on
the U.S. Ocean Commission’s rec-
ommendation. This year our sub-
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committee and the full Resources Com-
mittee have done nothing to com-
prehensively consider or address the
commission’s recommendations despite
my repeated requests.

What we have done instead is to hold
a random assortment of hearings on a
few areas that are mentioned in the
commission’s report, but without get-
ting into any of the commission’s rec-
ommendations. We seem to be high-
lighting the status quo rather than
using the commission’s recommenda-
tions to move forward.

Now, today in the face of the Repub-
licans’ consistent refusal to com-
prehensively address ocean issues, we
are now handed the emptiest of prom-
ises that this oceans task force would
mean real progress in dealing with the
commission’s recommendations. We
are not going to fall for that, Mr.
Speaker. Democrats are going to op-
pose this task force because it does
nothing. Its task will literally be to
write a report on a report that itself is
already quite prescriptive in its in-
structions to Congress.

We don’t need to study what is wrong
with the oceans. We don’t need more
reports. What we need now is action,
real action, not this task force.

I would point out that the resolution
says we are going to spend $400,000,
that is on top of the $10 million that
the U.S. Oceans Commission has al-
ready spent. That is taxpayer dollars.
That does not count the Pew Commis-
sion. That, I think, was mostly private
funds. And this is at a time when I
keep hearing from the House Repub-
lican leadership about how we do not
have any money and we have to cut ex-
penses and we do not want to waste our
money. Well, why are we wasting an-
other $400,000 in taxpayers’ money on a
task force that does not even have any
legislative responsibility?

I listened to Mr. HASTINGS, who spon-
sored this resolution. He said that
there is no legislative jurisdiction in
this task force. And I have heard my
colleague, whom I respect greatly, the
gentleman from Maryland. He is my
chairman and I respect him greatly,
but he goes on to say that there are so
many committees that have jurisdic-
tion over this that we don’t have the
time to deal with it.

Let me tell you, the House Repub-
lican leadership has no problem even
ignoring committees and writing a lot
of legislation in the Rules Committee
when they want to get something done.
I respect my colleague, but don’t tell
me that this Republican Ileadership
needs another task force to write a bill,
because I have seen bills written in the
Rules Committee and come to the floor
directly without even going to com-
mittee. I just don’t buy it.

The truth is the real obstructionists
are the Republican leaders and the Re-
publicans on the Resources Committee,
not all, but most, who have refused to
allow a comprehensive consideration of
major ocean issues this entire year.
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And I mean not just haphazard hear-
ings, but actually doing something
that is meaningful.

The majority proposes to ignore this
issue for another 6 months by creating
a task force that has no legislative au-
thority and comes with no guarantee
that we will be any closer to serious
action than before we started.

I want to say that my Democratic
colleagues have specific recommenda-
tions that they have put in legislative
form, and some of them are here on the
floor. The gentleman from California
(Mr. FARR) has put together the Oceans
21 bill that has most of the govern-
ment’s issues that come out of the U.S.
Commission report.

He is a cochair of the Oceans Caucus.
The gentleman from Maine (Mr.
ALLEN) has put forward the Fishing
Quota Standards Acts, again adopting
a lot of these recommendations. We
also have the reauthorization of the
Coastal Zone Management Act.

Democrats have been out there with
legislation that we would like to move
through committee that adopt the rec-
ommendations of the U.S. Oceans Com-
mission’s report. We have alternatives.
We do not need another task force.

And I would point out over and over
again I am getting very frustrated, and
it may be obvious, with the fact that
there is no action on the Republican
side. The oceans are a tremendous re-
source for this Nation. The fishermen,
the beach-goers, the coastal business
owners in my district, they know this.
They expect us to be working on prob-
lems facing our oceans. They would be
quite disappointed to hear that the
House leadership continues to ignore
these problems and instead is choosing
to avoid real action by studying this
problem for another year.

Again, the Pew Commission, U.S.
Oceans Commission, they have sounded
an alarm; and it is time to do some-
thing to save our oceans and what is in
our oceans. Let us reject this unneces-
sary task force and get down to some
real work.

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

Mr. GILCHREST. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I would just like to respond to my
colleague on the other side of the aisle.
This issue did not pop up out of thin
air. My colleagues on the other side of
the aisle know full well that we have
been working on this. We have had nu-
merous, numerous conversations since
last May on this particular task force.
Leon Panetta, who headed the Pew
Ocean Policy Commission’s report, is
in favor of this task force. Admiral
Watkins, who worked on the Oceans
Commission’s report, is in favor of this
task force. As a matter of fact, both of
those men, Leon Panetta and Admiral
Watkins, are urging my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to vote in favor
of this.

Now, as far as my subcommittee that
Mr. PALLONE serves on dealing with
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these issues, this is a commission re-
port that did cost a few million dollars,
and it is worthy of our close scrutiny,
not having staff make up a bill that we
do not know the substance of that bill.
This commission report is worthy of
our attention, of our observation, of
our analysis, of our critical under-
standing of it.

My subcommittee has been dealing
with the issues that have come under
our jurisdiction. We are working on the
marine mammal recommendations,
marine debris recommendations, coral
reef recommendations, Magnuson Act
recommendations. We are doing that
and passing that through the sub-
committee. But 24 chapters are outside
those issues. They deal with the
Science Committee, the Transpor-
tation Committee, the Agriculture
Committee, the International Rela-
tions Committee, the Education Com-
mittee, the Financial Services Com-
mittee. We think, instead of frag-
menting this all over again because 30
and 40 years ago we went through this
with the Stratton report and there was
not any single entity in the House of
Representatives that took a critical
and analytical view of the Stratton re-
port, we want to do that now. Now is
the time to do that.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
SAXTON).

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of the resolution to create a House
Ocean Task Force.

During the more than 20 years I have
been here in the Congress, I have made
it a priority to promote protection of
our oceans and effective conservation
and management of the living marine
resources. From protecting coastal
wetlands to cleaning up our estuaries
to promoting sustainable fisheries to
preventing ocean pollution, each has
been a priority.

We have accomplished a great deal.
But as highlighted in the more than 200
recommendations contained in the U.S.
Commission on Ocean Policy report re-
leased last year, much remains to be
done. And as Mr. GILCHREST just point-
ed out, a bipartisan group to coordi-
nate this activity is necessary, given
the fragmentation that has existed in
the committee system as it relates to
ocean issues for more than 50 years.

As a chief sponsor in the House of the
legislation to establish the U.S. Com-
mission on Ocean Policy, I feel it is im-
portant to follow through and ensure
the recommendations are effectively
implemented.
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We need to build on the momentum
generated last year by the release of
both the U.S. and the Pew Ocean Pol-
icy Commission reports and accom-
plish a true sea change in the way we
utilize and manage our ocean re-
sources. Given the scope and sheer
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number of recommendations from both
commissions, it is also clear that we
need to prioritize our efforts.

The U.S. commission recommenda-
tions to Congress include a range of
issues that cannot be addressed by any
single committee. This task force will
develop a number of recommendations
that will be forwarded to the relevant
standing committees and work with
those committees to see that the rec-
ommendations are implemented.

I feel it is time that we recognize
that in order to make progress, we
need a coordinated Congressional focus
incorporating policy justifications of
each of the standing committees to
draft a comprehensive national oceans
policy. This task force will enable us to
do that, and I might say that the Re-
publican leadership and I hope the
Democrat leadership is committed to
help in this effort in a very direct way.

It took more than 10 years to imple-
ment the recommendations of the
Stratton Commission. We cannot wait
10 years. The first U.S. Commission on
Ocean Policy was an important one,
but 10 years is just too long to wait. We
need to work together to ensure imple-
mentation does not take that long this
time.

We need to capitalize on the enthu-
siasm and momentum generated by the
commission reports and their rec-
ommendations. I urge my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to support this
House Ocean Task Force resolution so
that we will better be able to deal with
ocean issues.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. FARR).

Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, I want to
put this debate in some perspective. It
was a year ago this week that the com-
mission that the United States Con-
gress created gave their report to us,
after spending approximately $10 mil-
lion of the taxpayers’ money to put the
report together, a year ago. This de-
bate is about how we spend another
year before we do anything, and that is
wrong.

What is lacking here is leadership.
The ocean issue goes back generations.
It goes back to the last administration.
President Clinton had the first White
House Conference on the Oceans out in
California in 1997. That was where all
the ideas were created that we needed
to upgrade all the oceans. President
Bush signed into law and appointed
members of the committee which gave
us this report.

What is happening is that this task
force that is before the House today is
just a way of delaying, stalling and not
getting anything done. Everybody that
is speaking here today loves the
oceans. Everybody is a supporter of it,
and there is not a greater supporter
than Mr. GILCHREST. But, unfortu-
nately, there is a lack of leadership be-
hind Mr. GILCHREST.

Where, Mr. Speaker, is the leader-
ship? There is a bill in his committee,
it has been there for almost a year, and
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they say, We need more time. That bill
was put together with a coalition of
Democrats and Republicans and Sea
Grant Fellows, the staff, the Ph.D.’s
and MAs to come here and work to-
gether. They are on it a year with
Members and other staff.

There has been all the work done,
and it has been put in a bill. It is a bi-
partisan bill. It has all the cosponsors
of the Oceans Caucus, three Democrats
and three Republicans. That bill is
H.R. 2139 and the leader of that bill is
Mr. WELDON from the Republican
Party. We have not even been able to
have a hearing, not even scheduled a
hearing. That bill could pass, and it is
the ocean policy. It is the sum total of
the parts of those two commissions. We
do not need to spend more taxpayer
money and more time in our House try-
ing to decide what to do; we just need
to do it.

Now, we created a commission after
9/11, and after the recommendations
came back, yes, there was debate on it,
but in the same year we adopted it, and
we took the recommendations. This is
not being done.

Mr. GILCHREST is not getting the sup-
port. What they are giving him is a
bone and saying, Here, go out and use
the bureaucracy of the House to have
another task force. I ask, what date are
we going to have a hearing for our bill?
If we want to have some leadership on
this, can you give us a date when the
Oceans-21 bill will be heard in your
committee?

Mr. GILCHREST. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. FARR. I yield to the gentleman
from Maryland.

Mr. GILCHREST. I will tell you this,
Mr. FARR: The aspects of Oceans-21 in
your bill that is subject to the jurisdic-
tion——

Mr. FARR. I just want to know the
date. What month? January?

Mr. GILCHREST. The parts of your
bill that comes under my jurisdiction—

Mr. FARR. Can we have a hearing on
it?

Mr. GILCHREST. We have held hear-
ings on those issues. We have. And we
have developed from your bill legisla-
tion that is moving through the sub-
committee, that many of them have al-
ready passed the subcommittee and the
full committee and are awaiting floor
action.

Mr. FARR. I have not seen any of
that, and I am one of the cosponsors of
that bill.

The Oceans Blueprint for the 21st
Century is the report that we spent $10
million on. The bill to implement that
is called Oceans-21. This task force, the
caucus, have all been bipartisan, have
been equally split. But if you want to
look at it, this task force is not only a
delay tactic, it is also a very partisan
tactic. The task force, for no apparent
reason, will have seven Republican
members and only five Democratic
members. This is the first time in any
of the debates we have not been an
equal number in leadership and work.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

This is a cynical attempt to just
delay, to stall. Although you have
quoted Mr. Panetta and Admiral Wat-
kins, I know they want more than any-
thing legislation to pass, not creation
of another task force.

Mr. GILCHREST. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to read the
first paragraph, because there has been
a lot of mention around here about
delay and the cost of the ocean com-
mission report. I want to read the first
paragraph of the ocean commission re-
port: America’s oceans and coasts are
priceless assets, indispensable to life
itself. They also contribute signifi-
cantly to our prosperity and overall
quality of life. Too often, however, we
take these gifts for granted, under-
estimating their value and ignoring
our impact on them. Then our use of
the oceans becomes abuse and the pro-
ductive capacity of our marine re-
sources is diminished.

In 6 months, June 30, this bipartisan
task force, made up as a reflection of
the ratio of Democrats and Repub-
licans in the House, which is standard
practice for all committees, will issue
its comprehensive report, legislative
recommendations, so that each one of
the fragmented committees will not
have to deal with these issues that
they have very little expertise with in
any way.

This is a bipartisan task force that is
funded with its own staff separate from
any other committee or influences
from any other committee to deal with
the issue of oceans, which determine
the climate, determine the weather,
determine the air we breathe, the food
source for billions of people. This is an
issue that we can get together on, have
a bipartisan working relationship and
put aside our partisan bickering, be-
cause the oceans are priceless. We have
some work to do, and we can accom-
plish that by June 30.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GEORGE MILLER).

(Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California
asked and was given permission to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to this
resolution for many of the reasons that
my colleagues have cited.

The fact of the matter is, we have the
blueprint for what needs to be done on
the oceans. $10 million was spent devel-
oping it. We have another one from the
private sector, from the Pew Founda-
tion, led by our former colleague Leon
Panetta. I think they spent over $4
million. The Resources Committee has
a budget of $14 million. If there are five
other committees, most of their budg-
ets are larger than ours, so you are ap-
proaching almost $100 million in public
moneys that are available to deal with
this issue. And yet we are going to cre-
ate a task force to study a study and
spend another $400,000. Either the place
is so terribly bureaucratized that it
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cannot respond or it does not want to
respond.

The fact of the matter is, we can do
this through a select committee and
end up with a legislative product, or we
can do this through a task force and
end up with a study of a study recom-
mending to the committees, that have
not shown any interest to date, that
they should do something about the
oceans.

You are right, the oceans are far too
important to be left to that mecha-
nism. But the fact of the matter is,
this task force does not take this any
further down the road.

This is about action. As Mr. FARR
said, it is about leadership. We have
the expertise in the committees. When
we did the energy bill, the Speaker told
us that the energy bill would be on the
floor by a certain date. The Commerce
Committee did their part, the Ways
and Means Committee did their part.
Transportation did their part. Re-
sources did their part. We saw the bill
on Monday. We talked about it on
Wednesday, voted on it on Friday. It
was on the floor the following week.
Not a great process, but they obviously
wanted to do something to have an en-
ergy bill on the floor.

We have done that in other cases.
Here they simply do not want to do it.
They really just do not want to do this
to protect the oceans, because it re-
quires a commitment of resources. It
requires a national commitment to
protect the oceans, and the Republican
Congress is not interested in doing
that. If they wanted to do it, they
would do it. They simply do not want
to do it.

But what they want to do now is just
throw some additional money at it to
kind of kick the can down the road.
The emotions are too important to be
kicked down the road. This should be
addressed by this Congress. We have
had a year, and nothing has happened.
So now we are going to spend another
6 months and the ball is not going to
get advanced very far, other than po-
litically, and then we are going to be
back telling the committees they
should do something about the oceans.
We just spent $15 million telling the
committees they should do something
about the oceans.

So this is about whether you have
the will to do something about the
oceans, whether you have the political
ability to do something about the
oceans and the leadership to do some-
thing about the oceans, or you do not.
It just does not make any sense.

This system, I guess, should become
more flexible to deal with, because al-
most all of the tasks now that the Con-
gress deals with cut across committee
jurisdiction lines. So we ought to be-
come more flexible to deal with it. We
should not just be throwing more
money at it to pretend like we are
doing something to advance this in-
credibly important, incredibly urgent
oceans agenda. This task force does not
deal with that. I urge my colleagues to
vote against this.
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Mr. GILCHREST. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 30 seconds.

Mr. Speaker, as one point of clari-
fication regarding the claim made by
the gentleman, our chairman, that no
select committee was formed to con-
sider the Stratton Commission rec-
ommendations, I believe that the gen-
tleman from Maryland was in fact
wrong on that. The Senate specifically
established a National Ocean Policy
Study in the Commerce Committee for
that purpose.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentlewoman from California (Ms.
WOOLSEY).

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, as the
saying goes, it is time for a lot less
talk and a lot more action. The other
side of the aisle talks a good game on
protecting our oceans, but they control
the Resources Committee. They con-
trol the House floor schedule. They
control this Congress. And what have
they done? At any time, they can use
the House Resources Committee to
bring up legislation to protect the
oceans, but they have yet to have hear-
ings or move legislation on marine pro-
tected areas, regional governance or
coastal management. Instead, they
have continually tried to open up our
coasts to offshore drilling.

I have introduced H.R. 1712 to protect
the coast of Sonoma County, Cali-
fornia, as part of the National Marine
Sanctuary Program, but there have
been no hearings on this bill or any
other bill to protect our oceans. Let us
be clear with the American people:
This task force that this bill creates
will have no ability to truly affect pol-
icy.

Mr. Speaker, I would ask that in-
stead of talking a good game, that they
start bringing up bills, such as H.R.

1712, that would truly protect our
oceans.
Mr. GILCHREST. Mr. Speaker, 1

yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. SAXTON).

O 1700

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, I would
just like to point out to my friends on
the other side of the aisle that Mr.
GILCHREST has spent a great deal of
time in working with leadership on
this issue, recognizing that there is a
process problem here in that the
Oceans-21 bill that we all want to see
passed is in the jurisdiction of quite
some number of committees.

For example, the Agriculture Com-
mittee has jurisdiction with regard to
issues involving runoff. The Armed
Services Committee has obvious juris-
diction over issues involving the Navy.
The Transportation Committee is
where the Coast Guard subcommittee
is housed. The Resources Committee,
obviously made up of Interior members
I might add, has great jurisdiction
here, as does the Financial Services
Committee and the Education Com-
mittee.
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What Mr. GILCHREST is attempting to
do here, and I support his effort very
much, is to have a bipartisan commis-
sion made up that can work with lead-
ership to work it through this morass,
this maze of standing committees. If
we do not do that, the sure bet is that
this bill in this term is going nowhere.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, again, I think it is very
important that we vote no on this reso-
lution. Essentially, it is going to ac-
complish nothing. I said before that,
when Mr. HASTINGS, who is the sponsor,
first spoke earlier today, he said that
the task force will have no legislative
jurisdiction. If you read section 3, Ju-
risdiction, under the resolution, it spe-
cifically says: The task force may de-
velop recommendations and report to
the House on the final report of the
U.S. Commission on Ocean Policy mak-
ing recommendations for a national
oceans policy entitled, An Ocean Blue-
print For the 21st Century.

So, again, it says in the resolution,
this is nothing but a report on another
report which is already 500 pages, and
$10 million of taxpayers’ money has
been spent on it. Why should we spend
another $400,000 to come up with an-
other report on the report with no leg-
islative action? My democratic col-
league Mr. FARR says he has a bill,
Oceans-21. He is the co-chair of the
Oceans Caucus, bipartisan legislation.
He asked the gentleman from Mary-
land, when is there going to be a hear-
ing on that? No answer. When is it
going to be reported out? No answer.
Why? Because this Republican Con-
gress does not want to take any action
on the ocean commission’s rec-
ommendations. They just want to do
another study, another report, another
6-month delay, another $400,000, $500,000
spent. It is ridiculous. We had the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. WOOL-
SEY) she said, why isn’t her bill being
reported?

Now, I know my colleague from
Maryland said, Well, we can’t do this
because this goes across so many com-
mittees’ jurisdictions. That is really
not a legitimate argument.

The bottom line is that this House
Republican leadership has taken bills,
as I said many times, written them in
the Rules Committee. The notion that
they cannot get their act together and
report out some of these bills, it just
does not make any sense. I think that
what we are seeing here is a delaying
tactic. If you think about it, once this
gets started, another 6 months, we will
be halfway into the last year of this
Congress, and we will basically see ab-
solutely nothing happen. The only way
that we are going to see action on the
Ocean Commission’s recommendations,
the only way that we are going to see
anything happen here is if we eliminate
this task force and we demand and
build pressure on the Republican lead-
ership to report out legislation that
has already been introduced that would
enact the U.S. ocean commission’s re-
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port. That is the main reason I believe
why we must vote no on this legisla-
tion. It will accomplish nothing. It is
simply another delay.

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

Mr. GILCHREST. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, this task force creates
an opportunity to bypass, eliminate
the bureaucracy and fragmentation of
the myriad of jurisdictions of this
body. This task force creates a new dy-
namic. It brings people in, Democrats,
Republicans. It brings the public into
the process. It brings scientists into
the process. It brings people who work
in all the various marine industries
into the process to evaluate, to analyze
in a very clinical manner the ocean
commission recommendations.

This is about specific recommenda-
tions coming out of a bipartisan task
force with the idea that we eliminate
bureaucracy; we eliminate the com-
mittee jurisdiction problems and hand
to these various committees the spe-
cific recommendations that we have
evaluated over this 6-month period of
time.

The subcommittee is moving legisla-
tion with the recommendations from
the ocean commission report and the
Pew Commission report on oceans. We
are dealing with what to do about sanc-
tuaries, marine protected areas, coral
reefs, marine debris, Magnuson issues,
ecosystem management of the fish-
eries. All of these things subject to our
jurisdiction and the rules of the House
are being moved through that sub-
committee. I urge my colleagues to
vote in favor of the task force.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, | rise to express
my opposition to this resolution.

This Ocean Policy Task Force resolution,
while well intentioned by its sponsor, is mis-
guided. lts effect would be to deceive the
American public into believing that the House
of Representatives is actually working to ad-
vance the recommendations of two com-
prehensive ocean policy reports when the op-
posite is true.

As the Ranking Democratic Member on the
Committee on Resources, | staunchly support
efforts to restore our ocean and coastal envi-
ronment. But what we have before us today
smells fishy and | urge Members to oppose
this ill-advised resolution.

Last September, the U.S. Commission on
Ocean Policy sent up to the Congress a com-
prehensive report that included over two-hun-
dred specific recommendations to guide the
development of a new national ocean policy
for the 21st Century.

That report—the first of its kind in over thirty
years—handed the Congress an action agen-
da to finally address the degraded condition of
our ocean and coastal resources. The Com-
mission was filled with highly credentialed pro-
fessionals with expertise in policy, economics,
science, technology and resource manage-
ment drawn from both the public and private
sectors and academia.

No one, absolutely no one, questions the
caliber of the Commission. For the Congress
to assert that it can do a better job in six
months time than the experts appointed to the
Commission did in three years is absurd.
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Moreover, the Ocean Commission’s report
echoed similar findings and recommendations
to those made in the 2003 report released by
the independent Pew Oceans Commission,
chaired by our former colleague, the Honor-
able Leon Panetta.

If there was anything that these reports con-
veyed, it is that this is a pressing national
problem.

Unfortunately, rather than rolling up our
sleeves and working in a bi-partisan fashion to
begin a process of genuine oversight to evalu-
ate the merits of the Ocean Commission’s
work, months have been allowed to lapse with
little, if any, meaningful oversight; without the
development of any joint strategy; and absent
any leadership by the Republican majority.

I, along with Members from both sides of
the aisle, have introduced legislation to imple-
ment several of the Commission’s rec-
ommendations. My legislation, for example,
addresses fisheries management, including
how the various fisheries management coun-
cils can perform in a more transparent and ef-
fective manner.

But instead of debating these substantive
proposals, the majority leadership trots out a
resolution to create a toothless Task Force on
Ocean Policy which will only waste precious
time.

This is a classic stalling tactic of govern-
ment—to study an issue to death. Sadly, our
oceans could be on life support before this
Republican-led Congress acts to implement
the Commission’s recommendations.

| urge members to support true oversight of
the Ocean Commission’s recommendations
and to oppose this misguided resolution.

Mr. GILCHREST. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
TERRY). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. GILCHREST) that the House
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution, H. Res. 599.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this question will be
postponed.

——————

COAST GUARD HURRICANE RELIEF
ACT OF 2005

Mr. LOBIONDO. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 4508) to commend the out-
standing efforts in response to Hurri-
cane Katrina by members and employ-
ees of the Coast Guard, to provide tem-
porary relief to certain persons af-
fected by such hurricane with respect
to certain laws administered by the
Coast Guard, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 4508

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Coast Guard
Hurricane Relief Act of 2005°".

SEC. 2. COMMENDATION, RECOGNITION, AND
THANKS FOR COAST GUARD PER-
SONNEL.

(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds the fol-
lowing:

(1) On August 29, 2005, Hurricane Katrina
struck the Gulf of Mexico coastal region of
Louisiana, Mississippi, and Alabama, causing
the worst natural disaster in United States
history.

(2) The Coast Guard strategically posi-
tioned its aircraft, vessels, and personnel the
day before Hurricane Katrina made landfall
and launched search and rescue teams within
hours after Hurricane Katrina struck.

(3) The Coast Guard moved its operations
in areas threatened by Hurricane Katrina to
higher ground and mobilized cutters, small
boats, and aircraft from all around the
United States to help in the response to Hur-
ricane Katrina.

(4) The response to Hurricane Katrina by
members and employees of the Coast Guard
has been immediate, invaluable, and coura-
geous.

(6) The Coast Guard rescued more than
33,000 people affected by Hurricane Katrina
through the air and by water, including
evacuations of hospitals, and has been at the
center of efforts to restore commerce to
areas affected by Hurricane Katrina by clear-
ing shipping channels, replacing aids to navi-
gation, and securing uprooted oil rigs.

(6) The Coast Guard was at the forefront of
the Federal response to the numerous oil and
chemical spills in the area affected by Hurri-
cane Katrina.

(7) Members and employees of the Coast
Guard—

(A) have shown great leadership in helping
to coordinate relief efforts with respect to
Hurricane Katrina;

(B) have used their expertise and special-
ized skills to provide immediate assistance
to victims and survivors of the hurricane;
and

(C) have set up remote assistance oper-
ations in the affected areas in order to best
provide service to the Gulf of Mexico coastal
region.

(8) Members and employees of the Coast
Guard have worked together to bring clean
water, food, and resources to victims and
survivors in need.

(b) COMMENDATION,
THANKS.—The Congress—

(1) commends the outstanding efforts in re-
sponse to Hurricane Katrina by members and
employees of the Coast Guard;

(2) recognizes that the actions of these in-
dividuals went above and beyond the call of
duty; and

(3) thanks them for their continued dedica-
tion and service.

(c) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that the Coast Guard should play a
major role in response to any future national
emergency or disaster caused by a natural
event in the United States in a coastal or
offshore area.

SEC. 3. TEMPORARY AUTHORIZATION TO EXTEND
THE DURATION OF LICENSES, CER-
TIFICATES OF REGISTRY, AND MER-
CHANT MARINERS’ DOCUMENTS.

(a) LICENSES AND CERTIFICATES OF REG-
ISTRY.—Notwithstanding section 7106 and
7107 of title 46, United States Code, the Sec-
retary of the department in which the Coast
Guard is operating may temporarily extend
the duration of a license or certificate of reg-
istry issued for an individual under chapter
71 of that title until not later than February
28, 2006, if—

(1) the individual is a resident of Alabama,
Mississippi, or Louisiana; or
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(2) the individual is a resident of any other
State, and the records of the individual—

(A) are located at the Coast Guard facility
in New Orleans that was damaged by Hurri-
cane Katrina; or

(B) were damaged or lost as a result of
Hurricane Katrina.

(b) MERCHANT MARINERS’ DOCUMENTS.—
Notwithstanding section 7302(g) of title 46,
United States Code, the Secretary of the De-
partment in which the Coast Guard is oper-
ating may temporarily extend the duration
of a merchant mariners’ document issued for
an individual under chapter 73 of that title
until not later than February 28, 2006, if—

(1) the individual is a resident of Alabama,
Mississippi, or Louisiana; or

(2) the individual is a resident of any other
State, and the records of the individual—

(A) are located at the Coast Guard facility
in New Orleans that was damaged by Hurri-
cane Katrina; or

(B) were damaged or lost as a result of
Hurricane Katrina.

(c) MANNER OF EXTENSION.—ANy extensions
granted under this section may be granted to
individual seamen or a specifically identified
group of seamen.

SEC. 4. TEMPORARY AUTHORIZATION TO EXTEND
THE DURATION OF VESSEL CERTIFI-
CATES OF INSPECTION.

(a) AUTHORITY TO EXTEND.—Notwith-
standing section 3307 and 3711(b) of title 46,
United States Code, the Secretary of the de-
partment in which the Coast Guard is oper-
ating may temporarily extend the duration
or the validity of a certificate of inspection
or a certificate of compliance issued under
chapter 33 or 37, respectively, of title 46,
United States Code, for up to 3 months for a
vessel inspected by a Coast Guard Marine
Safety Office located in Alabama, Mis-
sissippi, or Louisiana.

(b) EXPIRATION OF AUTHORITY.—The au-
thority provided under this section expires
February 28, 2006.

SEC. 5. PRESERVATION OF LEAVE LOST DUE TO
HURRICANE KATRINA OPERATIONS.

(a) PRESERVATION OF LEAVE.—Notwith-
standing section 701(b) of title 10, United
States Code, any member of the Coast Guard
who serves on active duty for a continuous
period of 30 days, who is assigned to duty or
otherwise detailed in support of units or op-
erations in the Eighth Coast Guard District
area of responsibility for activities to miti-
gate the consequences of, or assist in the re-
covery from, Hurricane Katrina, during the
period beginning on August 28, 2005, and end-
ing on January 1, 2006, and who would other-
wise lose any accumulated leave in excess of
60 days as a consequence of such assignment,
is authorized to retain an accumulated total
of up to 90 days of leave.

(b) EXCESS LEAVE.—Leave in excess of 60
days accumulated under subsection (a) shall
be lost unless used by the member before the
commencement of the second fiscal year fol-
lowing the fiscal year in which the assign-
ment commences, or in the case of a Reserve
members, the year in which the period of ac-
tive service is completed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DAVIS of Kentucky). Pursuant to the
rule, the gentleman from New Jersey
(Mr. LoBIONDO) and the gentleman
from California (Mr. FILNER) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey.

Mr. LOBIONDO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this important bill to address
the concerns of Coast Guardsmen and
the merchant mariner community that
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