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“COASTAL BARRIER RESOURCES SYSTEM
GRAYTON BEACH UNIT FL-95P DRAPER
LAKE UNIT FL-96"" and dated October 24, 1990.

(c) AVAILABILITY.—The Secretary of the Inte-
rior shall keep the maps referred to in sub-
sections (a) on file and available for inspection
in accordance with the provisions of section 4(b)
of the Coastal Barrier Resources Act (16 U.S.C.
3503(b)).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. JONES) and the
gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
GRIJALVA) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from North Carolina.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the bill under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 479 corrects sev-
eral Florida mapping mistakes imple-
mented in the enactment of the Coast-
al Barrier Improvement Act of 1990.
Under current law, only Congress can
add or delete property from the Coastal
Barrier Resources System. Under the
bill, 20 acres of privately held land
would be removed from the system, en-
suring that the affected homeowners
are eligible for Federal flood insurance
in the future.

We would be making this change be-
cause this property was mistakenly in-
cluded within an Otherwise Protected
Area unit. It was designated based on
the faulty assumption that this prop-
erty was included within the bound-
aries of the Grayton Beach State Park
and that the land was undeveloped. In
fact, a number of those lots were fully
developed with homes constructed by
1983; and, therefore, this property does
not qualify for inclusion in the system.

With the Federal Flood Insurance
Program experiencing a large number
of claims, Congress should be cautious
about providing access to additional
beneficiaries. However, in this case,
H.R. 479 satisfies the threshold of fix-
ing legitimate mapping mistakes.

In addition, the new corrected map
will add almost 1,600 acres of State
parkland that was inadvertently left
out of the unit when it was created in
1990. The net effect of this technical
correction is that we expand the sys-
tem by 1,662 acres of fastland and wet-
land habitat.

I would urge an ‘‘aye” vote on H.R.
479.

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

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

(Mr. GRIJALVA asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, this
legislation has been championed by our
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colleague from Florida, ALLEN BOYD,
without whose efforts it would not be
on the floor today; and I want to thank
him for that.

The majority has already adequately
explained the bill. I would only note
that the expansion of this Coastal Bar-
rier Resource Unit will significantly
increase the total area of lands that
will now become ineligible for Federal
flood insurance.

And because this region of the Flor-
ida panhandle is experiencing a frenzy
of coastal development, this factor was
a pivotal consideration in the commit-
tee’s approval of H.R. 479.

The net conservation benefit in this
instance was considered sufficient to
protect the integrity of this coastal
barrier unit, despite the strong res-
ervations of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service to remove some small areas of
private land from the existing unit.

We on this side of the aisle do not ob-
ject to this legislation.

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today in strong support of my bill, H.R. 479,
which creates a new Coastal Barriers Re-
sources Map, removing the Old Miller Place
Subdivision from the Otherwise Protected
Area. | would like to thank Mr. POMBO and the
Resources Committee for their hard work and
commitment to this bill.

I will provide a little bit of background for my
colleagues: Old Miller Place has been pri-
vately owned since the 1890s. The Miller fam-
ily homesteaded it in 1903. The first residence
was built in 1981 and the fourth was com-
pleted in 1985. Six lots remained unbuilt by
1990 because they were purchased for future
retirement homes by their respective owners.
In 2006, they lay bare as they await restora-
tion of their right to build.

Old Miller Place was platted and developed
in 1979, 6 years before the State of Florida’s
land acquisition program joined Grayton
Beach State Park with the southern and east-
ern boundaries of Old Miller Place in 1985. In
1990, a layer of Federal protection was over-
laid on part of Grayton Beach State Park
when Congress expanded the Coastal Barrier
Resources System to include areas known as
“Otherwise Protected Areas (OPA).” In the
case of Unit FL-95P, the otherwise protected
area is Grayton Beach State Park. At the time
of its creation in 1990, OPA Unit FL-95P in-
cluded only about half of the 2,238 acres of
Grayton Beach State Park and the entire 6.4
acre private-property subdivision known as the
Old Miller Place.

Mr. Speaker, on paper this bill is a technical
correction, but for the property owners in Old
Miller Place Subdivision this bill means greater
opportunity and freedom. | urge my colleagues
to support H.R. 479.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, | would
like to express my concern with two bills to be
considered under the suspension of the rules
today: H.R. 138 and H.R. 479. These two bills
would remove land from the Coastal Barrier
Resources System, CBRS.

Created by the Coastal Barrier Resources
Act of 1982, CBRA, CBRS is a Reagan-era
free-market conservation program that denies
Federal subsidies to development in certain
coastal areas. It was created with three goals:
to reduce risk to people and property, to dis-
courage development in ecologically sensitive
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coastal barrier islands, and to save taxpayers
from having to pay for building and rebuilding
in high-risk areas. The program included
450,000 acres of coastal barrier islands in
1982 and was expanded to nearly 1.3. million
acres in 1990. A unique program, CBRA
doesn’t preclude development; it just ensures
that the Federal Government does not sub-
sidize construction in inherently risky, environ-
mentally fragile areas. This has been a highly
successful program: a 2002 U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service report estimated that the
CBRS will save taxpayers more than $1.2 bil-
lion by 2010. In addition, at a time when our
Nation has been losing our precious, fragile
coastal ecosystems at an alarming rate to
both development and coastal erosion, this
program has discouraged development in
those areas.

| believe that Congress should be working
to expand this highly successful program and
using its free-market approach as a model for
other legislation. This is why | am dis-
appointed that during my time in Congress |
have only seen us moving in the wrong direc-
tion. The program has been slowly experi-
encing death by a thousand cuts. It has been
more than 15 years since Congress added
land to the system, and each Congress brings
another set of technical corrections that re-
move acreage from the program. Even though
most of these “boundary adjustments” are
small, much of the land is ecologically signifi-
cant.

| hope that my colleagues will join me dur-
ing the next session of Congress in looking for
ways to improve and expand federal programs
to discourage development in ecologically sen-
sitive and hazardous areas. Unfortunately, it
appears that we have chosen to observe the
anniversary of Hurricane Katrina, a painful re-
minder of the dangers of development in dis-
aster-prone areas, by weakening a program
that has been proven to save lives, money,
and the environment.

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

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I have no additional speakers,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. JONES) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 479, as
amended.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

NATIONAL FISH HATCHERY
SYSTEM VOLUNTEER ACT OF 2006

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 5381) to establish
a volunteer program and promote com-
munity partnerships for the benefit of
national fish hatcheries and fisheries
program offices, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 5381

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
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SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘National
Fish Hatchery System Volunteer Act of
2006”’.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds
lowing:

(1) The National Fish Hatchery System (in
this Act referred to as the ‘“‘System’’)—

(A) consists of more than 60 hatcheries,
seven fish technology centers, 9 fish health
centers, and other fisheries program offices;

(B) plays an integral role in the recovery of
more than 50 threatened species and endan-
gered species and the restoration of over 100
native species;

(C) provides healthy fish populations that
support recreational fishing opportunities,
many of which are related to Federal water
control structures; and

(D) works with over 250 partners to help
mitigate the impacts of aquatic habitat loss
and invasive species.

(2) The System faces many challenges, in-
cluding aging facilities, some of which date
back to the late 1800s, and maintenance of
intensive infrastructures such as wells,
pumps, valves, pipes, filters, heaters,
chillers, and treatment systems that must
keep clean water moving 24 hours a day, 365
days a year.

(3) By encouraging volunteer programs and
donations and fostering non-Federal partner-
ships with hatchery facilities, Federal fund-
ing for the hatcheries can be supplemented.

(4) By encouraging hatchery educational
programs, public awareness of the resources
of the System and public participation in the
conservation of aquatic resources can be pro-
moted.

(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this Act
are the following:

(1) To encourage the use of volunteers to
assist the United States Fish and Wildlife
Service in the management of hatcheries
within the System.

(2) To facilitate partnerships between the
System and non-Federal entities to promote
public awareness of the resources of the Sys-
tem and public participation in the con-
servation of those resources.

(3) To encourage donations and other con-
tributions by individuals and organizations
to the System.

SEC. 3. GIFTS TO SYSTEM AND PARTICULAR NA-
TIONAL FISH HATCHERIES.

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF GIFTS, DEVISES, AND
BEQUESTS FOR SYSTEM.—In furtherance of
the purposes of this Act, the Secretary of the
Interior may accept any gifts, devises, or be-
quests of real and personal property, or pro-
ceeds therefrom, or interests therein, for the
benefit of the National Fish Hatchery Sys-
tem. Such acceptance may be subject to the
terms of any restrictive or affirmative cov-
enant, or condition of servitude, if such
terms are deemed by the Secretary to be in
accordance with law and compatible with the
purpose for which acceptance is sought.

(b) USE OF GIFTS, DEVISES, AND BE-
QUESTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Any gifts and bequests of
money and proceeds from the sales of other
property received as gifts or bequests pursu-
ant to this subsection shall be deposited in a
separate account in the Treasury and may be
expended without further appropriation by
the Secretary for the benefit of the System
programs administered by the United States
Fish and Wildlife Service.

(2) GIFTS, DEVISES, AND BEQUESTS FOR PAR-
TICULAR FACILITIES.—

(A) DISBURSAL.—Any gift, devise, or be-
quest made for the benefit of a facility of the
System shall be disbursed only for the ben-
efit of that facility and without further ap-
propriations.

the fol-
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(B) MATCHING.—Subject to the availability
of appropriations and the requirements of
the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (16
U.S.C 661 et seq.) and other applicable law,
the Secretary may provide funds to match
gifts, devises, and bequests made for the ben-
efit of a facility of the System. With respect
to each gift, devise, or bequest, the amount
of Federal funds may not exceed the amount
(or, in the case of property or in-kind serv-
ices, the fair market value) of the gift, de-
vise, or bequest.

SEC. 4. VOLUNTEER ENHANCEMENT PILOT
PROJECTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail-
ability of appropriations, the Secretary of
the Interior shall carry out a pilot project at
1 or more facilities of the System. Each pilot
project shall provide for a volunteer coordi-
nator for the hatchery facility. The volun-
teer coordinator shall be responsible for re-
cruiting, training, and supervising volun-
teers. The volunteer coordinator may be re-
sponsible for assisting partner organizations
in developing projects and programs under
cooperative agreements under section 7(d) of
the Fish and Wildlife Act of 1956 (16 U.S.C.
742f(d)) and coordinating volunteer activities
with partner organizations to carry out the
projects and programs.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 3 years after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall submit a report to the Com-
mittee on Resources of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate evalu-
ating and making recommendations regard-
ing the pilot projects.

SEC. 5. COMMUNITY PARTNERSHIP ENHANCE-
MENT.

(a) PROJECTS AND PROGRAMS.—Subject to
the requirements of the Fish and Wildlife Co-
ordination Act (16 U.S.C. 661 et seq.) and
other applicable law, and such terms and
conditions as the Secretary of the Interior
determines to be appropriate, the Secretary
may approve projects and programs for a fa-
cility of the System that—

(1) promote the stewardship of resources of
the hatchery through habitat maintenance,
restoration, and improvement, biological
monitoring, or research;

(2) support the operation and maintenance
of the hatchery through constructing, oper-
ating, maintaining, or improving the facili-
ties and services of the hatchery;

(3) increase the awareness and under-
standing of the hatchery and the System,
through the development, publication, or
distribution of educational materials and
products;

(4) advance education concerning the pur-
poses of the hatchery and the mission of the
System, through the use of the hatchery as
an outdoor classroom and development of
other educational programs; or

(5) contribute financial resources to the
hatchery, under the terms that require that
the net revenues be used exclusively for the
benefit of the hatchery, through donation of
net revenues from the sale of educational
materials and products and through encour-
agement of gifts, devises, and bequests.

(b) TREASURY ACCOUNT.—Amounts received
by the Secretary of the Interior as a result of
projects and programs under subsection (a)
shall be deposited in a separate account in
the Treasury. Amounts in the account that
are attributable to activities at a particular
facility of the System shall be available to
the Secretary of the Interior, without fur-
ther appropriation, to pay the costs of inci-
dental expenses related to volunteer activi-
ties, and to carry out cooperative agree-
ments for the hatchery facility.

SEC. 6. HATCHERY EDUCATION PROGRAM DE-
VELOPMENT.

(a) GUIDANCE.—Not later than 1 year after

the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
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retary of the Interior shall develop guidance
for the hatchery education programs to fur-
ther the mission of the System and the pur-
poses of individual hatcheries through—

(1) providing outdoor classroom opportuni-
ties for students on fish hatcheries that com-
bine educational curricula with the personal
experiences of students relating to fish,
aquatic species, and their habitat, and to the
cultural and historical resources of the
hatcheries;

(2) promoting understanding and conserva-
tion of fish, aquatic species, and the cultural
and historical resources of the hatcheries;
and

(3) improving scientific literacy in con-
junction with both formal and nonformal
education programs.

(b) HATCHERY PROGRAMS.—Based on the
guidance developed under subsection (a), the
Secretary of the Interior may, with assist-
ance from the Fish and Wildlife Management
Assistance Program, develop or enhance
hatchery educational programs as appro-
priate, based on the resources of individual
hatcheries and the opportunities available
for such programs in State, local, and pri-
vate schools. In developing and imple-
menting each program, the Secretary should
cooperate with State and local education au-
thorities, and may cooperate with partner
organizations in accordance with subsection
(d).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. JONES) and the
gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
GRIJALVA) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from North Carolina.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the bill under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to present
H.R. 5381 introduced by a distinguished
colleague, JIM SAXTON of New Jersey,
to enhance the existing volunteer pro-
gram within the National Fish Hatch-
ery System.

The National Fish Hatchery System
Volunteer Act is modeled after the
highly successful Refuge Volunteer
Act. This legislation will allow the na-
tional fish hatcheries to replicate the
success of the refuge volunteer pro-
gram. In 1982, about 4,000 volunteers
worked at one or more of our refuges.
Today, that figure is 37,000 and growing
each year.

Based on testimony, we know that
there are 18 Friends of the Hatchery or-
ganizations out of the 150 eligible fa-
cilities throughout the system. While
the National Fish Hatchery System
has an existing volunteer policy, its
limited statutory authority is inad-
equate. At the same time, the need for
volunteers is critical because the vast
majority of our hatcheries are more
than 50 years old, they require con-
stant attention and maintenance, and
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the number of full-time hatchery em-
ployees has declined by more than 12
percent over the past decade.

There is no question that during
these difficult budgetary times the Na-
tional Fish Hatchery System could uti-
lize the talents, experience, and exper-
tise of thousands of volunteers.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

(Mr. GRIJALVA asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, it is al-
ways important to provide opportuni-
ties for the public to participate in
conservation activity, yet in the case
of our Federal fish hatcheries, the de-
velopment of an enthused and moti-
vated cadre of volunteers will help to
partially address the chronic oper-
ations budget shortfall that severely
limits existing visitor service pro-
grams.

One shining example of how a volun-
teer effort can enable a hatchery to be-
come part of the fabric of its sur-
rounding community is found at the
White Sulphur Springs Natural Fish
Hatchery in West Virginia. This hatch-
ery, which is located in the district of
the ranking Democrat member of the
Resources Committee, NICK RAHALL,
has partnered for years with civic orga-
nizations such as the Rotary Club, its
local friends group to coordinate wide-
ly popular recreational events such as
annual fishing derbies, the hatchery’s
Centennial Celebration, and annual
Freshwater Folk Festivals.

Clearly, as the volunteer program at
White Sulphur Springs Natural Fish
Hatchery demonstrates, our natural
fish hatcheries could benefit from en-
hanced opportunities for volunteer par-
ticipation, and I urge Members to sup-
port this legislation which seeks to
make that goal a reality.

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, H.R. 5381—The
National Fish Hatchery System Volunteer Act
of 2006 will enhance a volunteer program and
promote community partnerships for the ben-
efit of our Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) fish
hatcheries and fisheries program offices
across the nation. H.R. 5381 is modeled on
the successful partnership and volunteer laws
for the National Wildlife Refuges. | was proud
to sponsor the legislation that established the
partnership and volunteer laws for the refuges
and am equally proud to be the sponsor of the
bill under consideration today.

The FWS National Fish Hatchery System
consists of more than 60 hatcheries, 7 fish
technology centers, 9 fish health centers and
other fisheries program offices. The system
plays an integral role in the recovery of more
than 50 threatened and endangered species
and the restoration of more than 100 native
species. It helps to provide healthy fish popu-
lations that support recreational fishing oppor-
tunities, working with over 250 partners to help
mitigate the impacts of aquatic habitat loss
and invasive species. Currently, the system
faces many challenges, including aging facili-
ties and infrastructure.
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In 1998 and 2004, Congress passed legisla-
tion that enhanced the ability of the National
Wildlife Refuge System to use volunteers and
work with partner groups. These acts gave au-
thority for the refuge system to: accept gifts
and bequests from individuals to specific ref-
uges; carry out volunteer enhancement pro-
grams; enter into cooperative agreements with
partner organizations; and develop guidance
for refuge education programs.

The purpose of this legislation is to provide
the National Fisheries Program the same au-
thorities that were given to the National Wild-
life Refuge System. | urge my colleagues to
support the bill.

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

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I have no additional requests
for time, and I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. JONES) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5381, as
amended.

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

The title of the bill was amended so
as to read: ‘A bill to enhance an exist-
ing volunteer program of the United
States Fish and Wildlife Service and
promote community partnerships for
the benefit of national fish hatcheries
and fisheries program offices”’.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

RECOGNIZING IMPORTANCE OF ES-
TABLISHING NATIONAL MEMO-
RIAL AT WORLD TRADE CENTER
SITE TO COMMEMORATE AND
MOURN EVENTS OF FEBRUARY
26, 1993, AND SEPTEMBER 11, 2001

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and agree to the resolution (H. Res.
175) recognizing the importance of es-
tablishing a national memorial at the
World Trade Center site to commemo-
rate and mourn the events of February
26, 1993, and September 11, 2001.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 175

Whereas on February 26, 1993, terrorists
detonated a bomb in the basement of the
World Trade Center in an attempt to destroy
the building, killing six and wounding hun-
dreds;

Whereas on September 11, 2001, terrorists
hijacked four civilian aircraft, causing two
of them to crash into the twin towers of the
World Trade Center in New York City, a
third into the Pentagon, and a fourth in
rural southwest Pennsylvania;

Whereas nearly 3,000 people were killed at
the World Trade Center site in the most le-
thal terrorist attack ever committed against
the United States;

Whereas the attack on the World Trade
Center resulted in great destruction and
damage to homes, churches, schools, and
commercial and retail buildings, causing the
loss of approximately sixty thousand jobs
and many businesses in Lower Manhattan,
and wounding incalculable numbers of citi-
zens of New York;
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Whereas the human and emotional toll of
this attack has been deeply and profoundly
felt in New York, by Americans across the
United States, and people throughout the
world;

Whereas the attacks united Americans
with all good citizens of the world, regard-
less of political, ethnic, or religious persua-
sion or affiliation;

Whereas in the months and years since the
historic events of February 26, 1993, and Sep-
tember 11, 2001, hundreds of thousands of
people have visited the World Trade Center
site to mourn the dead, to pay tribute to the
heroic action and sacrifice of the fire-
fighters, police, emergency personnel, and
other responders, and to attempt to under-
stand the nature of this attack on the United
States;

Whereas many citizens, family members,
local residents and businesses, professional
organizations, State and local officials, and
constituencies around the Nation and the
world are deeply interested in the successful
planning and rebuilding process at the World
Trade Center site;

Whereas a broad and deep consensus has
emerged in the United States that this is a
sacred site that cannot be forgotten and
must be honored;

Whereas the site of the World Trade Center
requires the highest form of national rec-
ognition;

Whereas the World Trade Center Memorial
Foundation has been established to create a
permanent memorial at the site to honor the
victims and heroes of the attacks;

Whereas Presidents Gerald R. Ford, Jimmy
Carter, George H.W. Bush, and William J.
Clinton serve as Honorary Members of the
Board of the Foundation to support its mis-
sion, underscoring the wide support of the ef-
fort to build a permanent and appropriate
memorial at the World Trade Center site;

Whereas in April 2003, the Lower Manhat-
tan Development Corporation launched the
largest design competition in history for the
creation of a permanent memorial, with de-
signs submitted by 5,201 individual partici-
pants from 63 nations and 49 States; and

Whereas after a distinguished 13-member
jury reviewed every submission, on January
6, 2004, the jury announced the winning me-
morial design, ‘‘Reflecting Absence’ by ar-
chitect Michael Arad and landscape archi-
tect Peter Walker: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) recognizes the importance of estab-
lishing a national memorial at the World
Trade Center site, as the highest honor the
Nation can confer to commemorate and
mourn the events of February 26, 1993, and
September 11, 2001; and

(2) supports the efforts of the World Trade
Center Memorial Foundation to build a per-
manent memorial at the World Trade Center
site.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. JONES) and the
gentleman from West Virginia (Mr. RA-
HALL) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from North Carolina.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days in which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on the resolution now under
consideration.

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