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Clarke Davis, Jo Ann
Crenshaw Johnson, Sam

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER (during the vote).
Members are advised there are 2 min-
utes remaining on this vote.
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So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Ms. Wanda
Evans, one of his secretaries.

———
BLOCKING PROPERTY OF PERSONS
UNDERMINING THE SOV-

EREIGNTY OF LEBANON OR ITS
DEMOCRATIC PROCESSES AND
INSTITUTIONS—MESSAGE FROM
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 110-53)

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
Ross) laid before the House the fol-
lowing message from the President of
the United States; which was read and,
together with the accompanying pa-
pers, without objection, referred to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs and or-
dered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

Pursuant to the International Emer-
gency Economic Powers Act, as amend-
ed (b0 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.) (IEEPA), 1
hereby report that I have issued an Ex-
ecutive Order declaring a mnational
emergency to deal with the threat in
Lebanon posed by the actions of cer-
tain persons to undermine Lebanon’s
legitimate and democratically elected
government or democratic institutions,
to contribute to the deliberate break-
down in the rule of law in Lebanon, in-
cluding through politically motivated
violence and intimidation, to reassert
Syrian control or contribute to Syrian
interference in Lebanon or to infringe
upon or undermine Lebanese sov-
ereignty, contributing to political and
economic instability in that country
and the region. Such actions constitute
an unusual and extraordinary threat to
the national security and foreign pol-
icy of the United States.

This order will block the property
and interests in property of persons de-
termined by the Secretary of the
Treasury, in consultation with the Sec-
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retary of State, to have taken, or to
pose a significant risk of taking, ac-
tions, including acts of violence, that
have the purpose or effect of under-
mining Lebanon’s democratic processes
or institutions or contributing to the
breakdown of the rule of law in Leb-
anon, supporting the reassertion of
Syrian control or contributing to Syr-
ian interference in Lebanon, or infring-
ing upon or undermining Lebanese sov-
ereignty. The order further authorizes
the Secretary of the Treasury, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of State,
to block the property and interests in
property of those persons determined
to have materially assisted, sponsored,
or provided financing, material,
logistical, or technical support for, or
goods or services in support of, such ac-
tions or any person whose property and
interests in property are blocked pur-
suant to the order; to be a spouse or de-
pendent child of any person whose
property and interests in property are
blocked pursuant to the order; or to be
owned or controlled by, or to act or
purport to act for or on behalf of, di-
rectly or indirectly, any person whose
property and interests in property are
blocked pursuant to the order.

I delegated to the Secretary of the
Treasury, in consultation with the Sec-
retary of State, the authority to take
such actions, including the promulga-
tion of rules and regulations, and to
employ all powers granted to the Presi-
dent by IEEPA as may be necessary to
carry out the purposes of my order.

I am enclosing a copy of the Execu-
tive Order I have issued.

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, August 1, 2007.

———
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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 1495, WATER RESOURCES
DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 2007

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 597 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 597

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider the
conference report to accompany the bill
(H.R. 1495) to provide for the conservation
and development of water and related re-
sources, to authorize the Secretary of the
Army to construct various projects for im-
provements to rivers and harbors of the
United States, and for other purposes. All
points of order against the conference report
and against its consideration are waived.
The conference report shall be considered as
read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from California is recognized
for 1 hour.

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Washington (Mr. HASTINGS). All
time yielded during consideration of
the rule is for debate only.
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GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous materials into the
RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.

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, House
Resolution 597 provides for consider-
ation of the conference report to ac-
company H.R. 1495, the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2007. The
rule waives all points of order against
the conference report and its consider-
ation and considers the conference re-
port as read.

Mr. Speaker, it has been well-docu-
mented that our country has not had a
WRDA bill in over 7 years. Seven years
is perilously close to an entire genera-
tion passing without a national water
resources policy being signed into law
by the President. We are taking a big
step in that direction today.

WRDA authorizes upwards of $20 bil-
lion for the construction of water re-
source development projects and stud-
ies by the Army Corps of Engineers for
flood control, navigation, and environ-
mental restoration. Additionally, H.R.
1495 authorizes hurricane recovery ac-
tivities along the gulf coast that would
cost an estimated $2 billion. Further-
more, the bill requires an external peer
review for studies and projects that
would cost more than $45 million. The
bill also coordinates environmental
analyses and other permit processes
among Federal and State agencies and
authorizes environmental quality ini-
tiatives.

In my district in Sacramento, Cali-
fornia, this WRDA bill is one of the
most important pieces of legislation
that will pass Congress this year. We
have been waiting a long time for this
bill. Sacramento is the most at-risk
river city for catastrophic flooding. Lo-
cated at the confluence of the Sac-
ramento and American Rivers, the Sac-
ramento floodplain contains: 165,000
homes; over 488,000 residents; 1,300 gov-
ernment facilities, including the State
capitol; and Dbusinesses providing
200,000 jobs. It is a hub of a six-county
regional economy that provides 800,000
jobs for 1.5 million people.

A major flood along the American
River or the Sacramento River would
have catastrophic ripple effects region-
ally and nationally; cost upwards of $35
billion in direct property damages; and
likely would result in significant loss
of life to our families, friends, and
neighbors. In my district we under-
stand the need and urgency for an over-
arching water resources policy to pro-
tect our homes, businesses, and fami-
lies. Sacramento needs this bill, but so
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do countless other communities across
the Nation.

This bill, the projects and policy it
contains, goes a long way in addressing
our country’s flood vulnerabilities. Na-
tionally, regions across the country are
starving for a Federal partner in water
resources policy. Our country is con-
fronted with population growth, cli-
mate change, and growing demands on
our water infrastructure. Our districts
across the country need this bill, and
the Members in this Chamber have re-
peatedly supported WRDA bills.

In the 108th Congress, WRDA passed
the House by a vote of 412-8. In the
109th Congress, WRDA passed the
House 406-14. In the 110th Congress,
WRDA passed the House 394-25.

There is a strong history of support
and bipartisanship for WRDA bills. It is
my hope that this support continues
and that we move forward on this very
important work.

I also want to congratulate and
thank Water Resources Environment
Subcommittee Chairwoman EDDIE BER-
NICE JOHNSON and full committee
Chairman JIM OBERSTAR for their com-
mitment to make this bill a priority in
the 110th Congress.

Finally, I want to make a point that
WRDA bills are traditionally intended
to be 2-year authorization bills. It is
important that we get our water policy
back on track and address these ongo-
ing challenges on a regular basis. It is
my belief that the best protection that
we can provide our communities is to
be prepared. I look forward to passing
this WRDA conference report and mov-
ing on to the next WRDA bill.

I strongly urge my colleagues to sup-
port this rule and final passage of the
conference report to accompany H.R.
1495, the Water Resources Development
Act of 2007.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I want to thank the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. MATSUI)
for yielding me the customary 30 min-
utes, and I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, this rule will allow the House
to consider a conference report that
provides for the conservation and de-
velopment of water and related re-
sources and authorizes the construc-
tion of various projects in order to im-
prove rivers and harbors in the United
States.

Our Nation’s water resource infra-
structure is critical to our economy,
transportation system, power genera-
tion, flood control, and environmental
protection and restoration. This is es-
pecially true in the Pacific Northwest.
Our region’s river system is a great re-
source, one that must be well managed
and protected.

Hydroelectric dams provide clean,
low-cost, renewable power. These fa-
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cilities also provide a system of locks
that allow for the efficient transport of
tons of agricultural products to coastal
ports, which reduces congestion on our
highways and our rail systems.

The coastal ports that receive the
river-barged goods and products are the
gateways to overseas markets and also
need very careful attention. The suc-
cess of farmers and manufacturers
throughout the Northwest depend upon
these ports being navigable and appro-
priately maintained.

Mr. Speaker, there are several provi-
sions of this conference report that are
important to the communities and in-
dividuals that I represent in central
Washington that I would like to high-
light. Like the WRDA bill that passed
the House in the last Congress and the
one that passed in April of this year, I
am particularly pleased that the con-
ference report includes a provision to
permit the Corps of Engineers employ-
ees working at the dams in the Pacific
Northwest to participate in wage sur-
veys that are conducted to determine
their rate of pay. This important provi-
sion will allow these employees the
same participation allowed to similar
employees at dams in the region oper-
ated by the Bonneville Power Adminis-
tration and the Bureau of Reclamation.

This conference report also includes
language that will allow the Corps to
specifically give credit to the Port of
Sunnyside in my district for funding it
has invested to maintain progress on
its wetland restoration and wastewater
treatment project. This project is a
creative initiative by the Port of Sun-
nyside to improve the river habitat and
provide for greater economic growth in
the local community. This provision
ensures that the Port of Sunnyside
gets proper credit for the funds it in-
vests as it works with the Corps to
make this project a reality.

Finally, this legislation lifts Corps
restrictions on the development of sev-
eral Port of Pasco properties. I am very
hopeful that the elimination of these
flowage easements will allow beneficial
uses of this prime riverfront property
to move forward for the betterment of
the city of Pasco and the Tri-Cities.

But, Mr. Speaker, I am troubled by a
change in a law inserted into this final
bill that expressly authorizes the Sec-
retary of the Army to approve removal
of small dams under the Corps of Engi-
neers Section 206 program.

The House is expected to consider a
Democrat energy bill at some point
this week, and I believe it doesn’t bode
well that we start off with making the
removal of dams easier in this country.
Dams provide power, drinking water,
irrigation, transportation, and flood
control. We need to value these bene-
fits and recognize that hydropower
dams are a clean and renewable energy
resource.

Mr. Speaker, this conference report
provides regular review and updating of
congressional direction to the Corps of
Engineers and ensures that existing
projects are maintained and that new
needs are met.
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Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Texas, who is our subcommittee Chair
of the Water Resources and Environ-
ment Subcommittee.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I thank the Rules
Committee 1leader, Congresswoman
MATSUI, for yielding.

I am pleased to support the rule for
the conference report for H.R. 1495, the
Water Resources Development Act of
2007.

The bill authorizes water resources
projects and U.S. Army Corps of Engi-
neers policy and programmatic changes
that our Congress has failed to con-
sider for far too long. Water resources
legislation is most effective when it is
considered every 2 years. I support this
2-year cycle as it provides stability to
the program and assurance to the non-
Federal sponsors who support Corps
projects.

O 2000

Unfortunately, no Water Resources
bill has been enacted since year 2000,
the entire term of the current adminis-
tration.

The authorizations in the language
are time sensitive, and there should be
no surprise that this bill contains a
substantial number of provisions.
Many of these authorizations have
been waiting for action more than 6
years.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes”
on the rule, as well as the underlying
conference report, so that we may,
once and for all, advance this vitally
important legislation for the American
people.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I am pleased to yield 3 min-
utes to the gentleman from South
Carolina, a member of the Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure Committee,
Mr. BROWN.

Mr. BROWN of South Carolina. I
thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of this rule and this critical legisla-
tion. While today is, unfortunately, a
day several years overdue, it should
not diminish the importance of this
legislation.

When I came to Congress in 2001, I
was excited to be a part of the Water
Resources Subcommittee as we began
to work on the next Water Resources
Development Act. Water is critical to
my district, not just because of the
projects it authorizes but also because
of the important guidance it gives the
Army Corps of Engineers. The reforms
contained in this bill, which are the re-
sults of that process started in 2001,
represents meaningful change that will
ensure that our limited dollars are
spent wisely.

Improving infrastructure is not a
partisan issue. It is a commitment we
as a Nation must ensure is met. If we
do not, then we as a Nation will be fac-
ing significantly greater environ-
mental and economic challenges than
we do currently.
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I cannot think of a group of individ-
uals more committed to improving our
Nation’s infrastructure than my col-
leagues on the Transportation Com-
mittee. Chairman OBERSTAR and Rank-
ing Member MICA have shown true
leadership in guiding this legislation
forward, especially as we worked to
merge our bill with the one passed by
the Senate.

Chairwoman JOHNSON and Ranking
Member BAKER have stepped up to
their new positions this year with true
energy and passion about the issue be-
fore our subcommittee. And a special
word of thanks must go to my friends,
DON YOUNG, JERRY COSTELLO and
JIMMY DUNCAN, who led the fight for
this bill the past few Congresses. So
much of this bill is because of their
work and leadership.

Mr. Speaker, I want to close by urg-
ing all of my colleagues to support this
rule and this critical legislation so we
can get the Corps to work. To those
who complain about the cost of this
legislature, let me remind you that
this one bill is doing the work of three
WRDA bills.

If you missed a payment on your
house, would the bank allow you to pay
only the next month’s payment, forget-
ting the payment you missed? Would
the bank allow you to do the same
thing if you missed two monthly pay-
ments? Of course not. You would have
to make your catch-up payment, plus
make the payments for the current
month. That is what this legislation
represents, a catch-up of two bills that
went uncompleted, while also address-
ing our current needs.

For the good of our Nation’s econ-
omy and environment, I urge my col-
leagues to support this overdue catch-
up and pass this rule and the WRDA
Conference report.

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Oregon
(Mr. BLUMENAUER).

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I appreciate the
gentlewoman’s courtesy in permitting
me to speak on this measure, because 1
strongly support the rule and look for-
ward to the enactment of the Con-
ference Committee Report. It rep-
resents hard work and has been ac-
knowledged by my former colleagues
on the Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture Committee, whom I miss a great
deal.

Like many Members, I have some
projects in here that I, too, am pleased
to see move forward, particularly some
environmental restoration in the State
of Oregon that is going to smooth fish
passages.

I must say that, in terms of the thing
that excites me most about the bill,
though, is the movement towards the
reform of our Water Resources policies.
I have long talked about this on the
floor. I have attempted, as a member of
the committee, to support them and
continue to move this work forward.

As I look at the bill in its totality,
there were some good things from the
Senate, and some good things in the
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House version. I think the conferees
worked to enhance the overall reform
aspects of this legislation.

I am particularly pleased that we’ve
been able to retain the update of the
principles and guidelines which have
not been changed since 1983. I think
this is absolutely essential and look
forward to the progress that the Corps
can make in this area.

I appreciate the fact that the con-
ferees worked to strengthen and refine
language on independence review for
large projects. Much of the time, at
least some of the controversy that we
have faced in the political arena would
have been avoided if we would have had
this independent review mechanism in
place. But I think there is a lesson that
we all must pay attention to, that once
we have the independent review, it’s
very important that we listen to what
the independent review concludes.

One project that I'm less than totally
enthusiastic about, the Upper Mis-
sissippi Lock and Dam Project, had
independent reviews from the GAO,
from the National Academy of
Sciences, from the Army’s Inspector
General that all were negative but
somehow the project continues to move
forward.

It is important that we are sensitive
to this. I take modest exception to my
good friend from Washington being
concerned about the language here to
make it easier for dam removal. We
have 60,000 dams that relate to the De-
pression era, for instance. We found
last year that there are a number of
dams in the Northeast; we don’t know
who is responsible for their mainte-
nance. It is important in many cases to
be able to sensitively, environmentally
decommission dams in order to protect
the public safety.

As it relates to the Everglades, bear
in mind we are spending billions of dol-
lars undoing an earlier Corps of Engi-
neers project. As it relates to the areas
around New Orleans in Louisiana,
there was a three-quarters of a billion
dollar navigation project in an area
where river traffic was static or declin-
ing at the very point of the levee fail-
ure. That money could have been bet-
ter spent protecting New Orleans. In
fact, the LSU Hurricane Research Cen-
ter thinks that that navigation project
actually may have amplified the surge
and put more people at risk. At a time
when we are dealing with global warm-
ing and climate change, the stakes are
higher than ever.

This bill represents an important
step forward. I hope that we’re able to
work with the committee in its imple-
mentation and its oversight so we can
build on this foundation and be better
off as we move forward.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLUMENAUER.
happy to yield.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. As
the gentleman knows, because we’re
both from the Northwest, we have
large dams that I alluded to in my re-
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marks that provide hydroelectric
power for all of the Northwest. And I
know the provision in this bill does not
apply to those dams. But, nevertheless,
I think we in the Northwest need to be
cognizant of the fact that, once you
start these things, sometime in the fu-
ture it may go up.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman
1% additional minutes.

Will the gentleman continue to
yield?

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I will continue
to yield. I would like 20 seconds at the
end though, Doc.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. A
point that I am simply making is that
that is a major part, those dams on the
Snake River and the Columbia River
are major power sources for all of our
electrical power and, therefore, for our
economy. And I am just simply con-
cerned because sometimes we don’t
look longer term enough. But if we
look longer term enough and we start
putting provisions in where it is a reg-
ular thing of takeout dams, then per-
haps in the future, I hope not, I will do
everything I can, but perhaps in the fu-
ture that all of a sudden somebody will
take a shot at those larger dams. I
think that would be detrimental to our
economy in the Northwest.

I yield back to my friend.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Thank you. I ap-
preciate the gentleman from Washing-
ton’s clarification.

My point was that this is important
because there comes a time when many
dams outlive their usefulness. They ei-
ther have to be restored or removed.
They can actually pose a danger to the
public. I don’t want us to be frozen in
place, unable to respond in the best
way.

There may come a time when people
want to reassess big dams, small dams.
What is in this committee report, how-
ever, is something I think is long over-
due, to give the Corps flexibility in
areas where there is little or no con-
troversy; and I think it’s important,
that we need to be focusing more at-
tention.

I will continue to work with the gen-
tleman to make sure that we do the
right thing in the Northwest and make
sure that we don’t have any unintended
consequences, and I will work with him
to make sure that this is not an unin-
tended consequence.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I
yield myself 30 seconds.

I appreciate the gentleman’s re-
marks, and I appreciate the gentleman
simply saying that this is intended to
go after dams that probably need to be
looked at for a variety of reasons. And,
in that sense, I obviously don’t have a
problem. My problem is long term, as I
suggested, but I appreciate the gen-
tleman working with me.

And with that, Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 3% minutes to the gen-
tleman from Tennessee, a member of
the T&I Committee, Mr. DUNCAN.

The
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Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of the Water Resources
Development Act, one of the most im-
portant bills we will take up in this
Congress and I think certainly one of
the most important environmental
bills; and I thank my good friend, the
gentleman from Washington (Mr.
HASTINGS) for yielding me this time.

This bill contains flood control
projects, environmental restoration
projects, wastewater system improve-
ments, water projects all over the
country in rural areas, small towns,
medium-size cities and large cities.
And in many of these areas, our water
systems are 50 or 75 or even 100 years
old and are in desperate need for work
and improvement and, many times,
new construction.

I had the privilege, as my friend from
South Carolina (Mr. BROWN) men-
tioned, of serving as chairman of the
Water Resources and Environment
Subcommittee for 6 years; and during
that time, as the gentlelady from Cali-
fornia (Ms. MATSUI) mentioned, we
passed the WRDA bill twice, once with
only 8 votes against it, once with only
14 votes against it. Unfortunately, the
bill did not pass in the Senate.

In this Congress, under the leader-
ship of my good friend, Chairwoman
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON, and my friend,
the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr.
BAKER), and certainly under the leader-
ship of our full committee chairman,
our outstanding chairman, Mr. OBER-
STAR, the gentleman from Minnesota,
and the Ranking Member MICA from
Florida, this bill passed not only the
House, but it passed the Senate by a
vote of 91-4. So there is tremendous
support, bipartisan support, for this
legislation from people all over the
country.

You know, if an automobile needs an
oil change and you don’t get it, a very
low-cost matter, an engine can later
explode and cost thousands of dollars;
and that’s sort of the situation we’re in
with many of our water systems from
around the country. As several people
have noted, this is a 7-year bill, and it
deals with these water needs that have
built up over all of that time.

I think it’s a very fiscally conserv-
ative bill. As expensive as it is in one
way, it’s only a little over a month and
a half of what we’re spending in Iraq.
And comparing these 7 years of built-
up needs to what we’re doing in the lit-
tle over 1%2 and a half months in Iraq,
I think makes this a very conservative
bill.

I had the privilege of chairing the
Aviation Subcommittee for 6 years be-
fore I chaired the Water Resources and
Environment Subcommittee for 6
years, and in both of those areas I saw
that there were very strong, competing
interests in those areas. But, in this
bill, we brought all these competing in-
terests together. There was a great
deal of compromise that went on and a
great deal of work was put into this
legislation.

I'm very proud to support this bill. I
think it’s good for this Nation. I know
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it’s good for my home area of east Ten-
nessee, where we have so many water
needs.

Mr. Speaker, I just want to commend
everybody who has worked so hard on
this legislation. It’s very important for
this country. There is nothing that the
people in this country take for granted
like we do our clean water and waste-
water systems, and we desperately
need this work to be done.

I think this is a bipartisan legisla-
tion that all of our colleagues can and
should support.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I am pleased to yield 2 min-
utes to the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. EHLERS).

Mr. EHLERS. I thank the gentleman
for yielding, and I'm very pleased to
speak on this bill.

Actually, this is a happy day for this
Chamber that we are discussing this
bill after 7 years of work, very hard
work.

In the midst of all of the difficulties
we’ve had in the past few days, the ar-
guments, the debates, the disagree-
ments, to take a brief pause and pass a
bill or a conference report that we al-
most all will agree on is a good piece of
work for our Nation. It’s a good piece
of work for the people of this Nation. It
will help in innumerable areas.
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I am especially pleased that we have
addressed some of the problems in the
Great Lakes which have been too ne-
glected in the past. We have taken
good care of the Everglades, the Chesa-
peake and Louisiana areas, lots of
other water-filled areas, but not the
Great Lakes, where 40 million people
depend on the lakes for their drinking
water, for their industry and so forth.

Mr. Speaker, I also want to commend
Mr. OBERSTAR, who grabbed hold of
this as soon as he became chairman of
the Transportation and Infrastructure
Committee and made a total and com-
plete commitment to getting this bill
out. He deserves credit for having done
s0.

I want to publicly express my appre-
ciation to him and, of course, to Mr.
MicA, who is the ranking member on
the committee and worked equally
hard on this. RICHARD BAKER of our
committee also put in many, many
hours putting this bill together. So
thank you to one and all.

Mr. Speaker, the Nation will be the
better for it. The Nation will be grate-
ful for it.

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to our distinguished chairman,
the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr.
OBERSTAR).

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentlewoman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, in light of the discus-
sion, the exchange that took place be-
tween the gentleman from Washington
and the gentleman from Oregon, I just
want to observe that the committee
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will hold hearings on the issue of dams.
Tomorrow, in full committee, we will
take up a bill to give the Corps new au-
thorities and direction to conduct in-
spections of dam safety. But on the
broader issue of dams that has been in
our work portfolio for quite some time,
we will have hearings and explore the
broad issue in terms of what the gen-
tleman raised and in terms of what the
gentleman from Oregon raised.

Mr. Speaker, this is not something
that will be taken lightly or swept
under the rug in any way or forgotten
when this bill was passed.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Washington.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I appreciate that. Again, I am
particularly sensitive, because of the
nature of the dams that we are talking
about on the Snake River and on the
Columbia River in my State. But
there’s also larger dams throughout
the Pacific Northwest. My under-
standing of this legislation, it was
talking about dams, as the gentleman
from Oregon described. I understand
that. So I appreciate the chairman’s
consideration.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, the
Corps has long had authority to termi-
nate dams, but it has been reluctant to
use it. In the conference report, we
make that authority explicit with the
intention that the Corps will be invig-
orated to evaluate dams in a broader
context.

But I think it is important for us to
hold hearings so that the issues are
aired fairly, equitably, scientifically,
and engineeringwise, so rather than
just have these things go on and con-
ducted by bloggers and in some other
unscientific way, let’s put the issues on
the record, and we will consult with
the gentleman and the gentleman from
Oregon on appropriate subjects and
witnesses as we go through and proceed
toward these hearings.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, if the gentleman will yield
further, I appreciate that. I think it is
something we need to look at. We have
oversight nevertheless, anyway.

If the gentlewoman is prepared to
close, I yield back the balance of my
time.

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

Mr. Speaker, as was said, this bill is
long overdue. Our country needs a com-
prehensive water resources policy, and
WRDA is the framework that can meet
this need.

We have 7 years of backlogged water
projects that must be addressed. There
is a growing demand on our already
overburdened water infrastructure. The
sooner we move forward on this con-
ference report, the sooner our commu-
nities across the country will be
healthier and safer. This conference re-
port has bipartisan support. In fact,
every member of the conference signed
off on it.
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Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘yes’” vote on
the previous question and on the rule.

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

The previous question was ordered.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on the motion to suspend the
rules on which a recorded vote or the
yeas and nays are ordered, or on which
the vote is objected to under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Any record vote on the postponed
question will be taken later today.

———

SAFETEA-LU TECHNICAL
CORRECTIONS ACT OF 2007

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3248) to amend the Safe, Account-
able, Flexible, Efficient Transportation
Equity Act: A Legacy for Users to
make technical corrections, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3248

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the “SAFETEA-
LU Technical Corrections Act of 2007"".
TITLE I—HIGHWAY PROVISIONS
101. SURFACE TRANSPORTATION TECH-

NICAL CORRECTIONS.

(a) CORRECTION OF INTERNAL REFERENCES IN
DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS ENTERPRISES.—
Paragraphs (3)(A) and (5) of section 1101(b) of
the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient
Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for
Users (119 Stat. 1156) are amended by strik-
ing ‘“‘paragraph (1)’ each place it appears and
inserting ‘‘paragraph (2)”.

(b) CORRECTION OF DISTRIBUTION OF OBLIGA-
TION AUTHORITY.—Section 1102(c)(5) of the
Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Trans-
portation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users
(119 Stat. 1158) is amended by striking
‘“‘among the States”.

(¢c) CORRECTION OF FEDERAL LANDS HIGH-
WAYS.—Section 1119 of the Safe, Account-
able, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Eq-
uity Act: A Legacy for Users (119 Stat. 1190)
is amended by striking subsection (m) and
inserting the following:

‘““(m) FOREST HIGHWAYS.—Of the amounts
made available for public lands highways
under section 1101—

‘(1) not more than $20,000,000 for each fis-
cal year may be used for the maintenance of
forest highways;

‘“(2) not more than $1,000,000 for each fiscal
year may be used for signage identifying
public hunting and fishing access; and

‘“(3) not more than $10,000,000 for each fis-
cal year shall be used by the Secretary of
Agriculture to pay the costs of facilitating
the passage of aquatic species beneath forest
roads (as defined in section 101(a) of title 23,
United States Code), including the costs of
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constructing, maintaining, replacing, and re-
moving culverts and bridges, as appro-
priate.”.

(d) CORRECTION OF DESCRIPTION OF NA-
TIONAL CORRIDOR INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVE-
MENT PROJECT.—Item number 1 of the table
contained in section 1302(e) of the Safe, Ac-
countable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation
Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (119 Stat.
1205) is amended in the State column by in-
serting ““LA,” after “TX,”.

(e) CORRECTION OF INTERSTATE ROUTE 376
HIGH PRIORITY DESIGNATION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1105(c)(79) of the
Intermodal Surface Transportation Effi-
ciency Act of 1991 (105 Stat. 2032; 119 Stat.
1213) is amended by striking ‘“‘and on United
States Route 422,

2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section
1105(e)(5)(B)(i)(I) of the Intermodal Surface
Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (105
Stat. 2033; 119 Stat. 1213) is amended by
striking ‘‘and United States Route 422”°.

(f) CORRECTION OF INFRASTRUCTURE FI-
NANCE SECTION.—Section 1602(d)(1) of the
Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Trans-
portation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users
(119 Stat. 1247) is amended by striking
‘“‘through 189 as sections 601 through 609, re-
spectively” and inserting ‘‘through 190 as
sections 601 through 610, respectively”’.

(g) CORRECTION OF PROJECT FEDERAL
SHARE.—Section 1964(a) of the Safe, Account-
able, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Eq-
uity Act: A Legacy for Users (119 Stat. 1519)
is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘only for the States of Alas-
ka, Montana, Nevada, North Dakota, Oregon,
and South Dakota,”; and

(2) by striking ‘‘section 120(b)”’ and insert-
ing ‘‘section 120°.

(h) TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS MANAGEMENT
AND OPERATIONS DEFINED.—Section 101(a) of
title 23, United States Code, is amended by
adding at the end the following:

“(39) TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS MANAGE-
MENT AND OPERATIONS.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘transpor-
tation systems management and operations’
means an integrated program to optimize
the performance of existing infrastructure
through the implementation of multimodal
and intermodal, cross-jurisdictional systems,
services, and projects designed to preserve
capacity and improve security, safety, and
reliability of the transportation system.

‘(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘transpor-
tation systems management and operations’
includes—

‘(i) regional operations collaboration and
coordination activities between transpor-
tation and public safety agencies; and

‘“(ii) improvements to the transportation
system, such as traffic detection and surveil-
lance, arterial management, freeway man-
agement, demand management, work zone
management, emergency management, elec-
tronic toll collection, automated enforce-
ment, traffic incident management, roadway
weather management, traveler information
services, commercial vehicle operations,
traffic control, freight management, and co-
ordination of highway, rail, transit, bicycle,
and pedestrian operations.”.

(1) CORRECTION OF REFERENCE IN APPOR-
TIONMENT OF HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT
PrROGRAM FUNDS.—Effective October 1, 2006,
section 104(b)(5)(A)(@{ii) of title 23, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘the
Federal-aid system’ each place it appears
and inserting ‘‘Federal-aid highways’’.

(j) CORRECTION OF AMENDMENT TO ADVANCE
CONSTRUCTION.—Section 115 of title 23,
United States Code, is amended by redesig-
nating subsection (d) as subsection (c).

(k) CORRECTION OF HIGH PRIORITY
PROJECTS.—Section 117 of title 23, United
States Code, is amended—
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(1) by redesignating subsections (d)
through (h) as subsections (e) through (i), re-
spectively;

(2) by redesignating the second subsection
(c) (relating to Federal share) as subsection
(@)

(3) in subsection (a)(2)(A) by inserting ‘(112
Stat. 257)” after ‘‘21st Century’’; and

(4) in subsection (a)(2)(B)—

(A) by striking ‘‘subsection (b)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘subsection (c¢)’’; and

(B) by striking “SAFETEA-LU” and in-
serting ‘‘Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Effi-
cient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy
for Users (119 Stat. 1256)”.

(1) CORRECTION OF TRANSFER OF UNUSED
PROTECTIVE-DEVICE FUNDS TO OTHER HIGH-
WAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
PROJECTS.—Section 130(e)(2) of title 23,
United States Code, is amended by striking
“purposes under this subsection’ and insert-
ing ‘“highway safety improvement program
purposes’’.

(m) CORRECTION OF HIGHWAY BRIDGE PRO-
GRAM.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 144 of title 23,
United States Code, is amended—

(A) in the section heading by striking ‘‘re-
placement and rehabilitation’’;

(B) in subsections (b), (c)(1), and (e) by
striking ‘‘Federal-aid system’ each place it
appears and inserting ‘‘Federal-aid high-
way’’:

(C) in subsections (¢)(2) and (o) by striking
‘“‘the Federal-aid system’ each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘Federal-aid highways’’;

(D) in the heading to paragraph (4) of sub-
section (d) by inserting ‘‘SYSTEMATIC’’ before
“PREVENTIVE’’;

(E) in subsection (e) by striking ‘‘off-sys-
tem bridges’ each place it appears and in-

serting ‘‘bridges not on Federal-aid high-
ways’’;

(F) by striking subsection (f);

(G) by redesignating subsections (g)

through (s) as subsections (f) through (r), re-
spectively;

(H) in paragraph (1)(A)(vi) of subsection (f)
(as redesignated by subparagraph (G) of this
paragraph) by inserting ‘‘, except that any
unobligated funds remaining upon comple-
tion of the project under this clause shall be
transferred to and used to carry out the
project described in clause (vii)” after
“Vermont’’;

(I) in paragraph (2) of subsection (f) (as re-
designated by subparagraph (G) of this para-
graph) by striking the paragraph heading
and inserting ‘‘BRIDGES NOT ON FEDERAL-AID
HIGHWAYS’’;

(J) in subsection (m) (as redesignated by
subparagraph (G) of this paragraph) by strik-
ing the subsection heading and inserting
“PROGRAM FOR BRIDGES NOT ON FEDERAL-AID
HIGHWAYS”’; and

(K) in subsection (n)(4)(B) (as redesignated
by subparagraph (G) of this paragraph) by
striking ‘‘State highway agency’ and insert-
ing ‘‘State transportation department’’.

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—

(A) METROPOLITAN PLANNING.—Section
104(f)(1) of such title is amended by striking
‘“‘replacement and rehabilitation’.

(B) EQUITY BONUS PROGRAM.—Subsections
(a)(2)(C) and (b)(2)(C) of section 105 of such
title are amended by striking ‘‘replacement
and rehabilitation’ each place it appears.

(C) ANALYSIS.—The analysis for chapter 1
of such title is amended in the item relating
to section 144 by striking ‘‘replacement and
rehabilitation”.

(n) METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION PLAN-
NING.—Section 134 of title 23, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (£)(3)(C)(ii) by striking
subclause (IT) and inserting the following:

‘“(II) FuUuNDING.—For fiscal year 2008 and
each fiscal year thereafter, in addition to
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