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Architect of the Capitol. In the past, Congress 
has exempted the Architect of the Capitol from 
meeting the same building, design, and com-
munity notification guidelines it requires other 
builders in the city and nation to meet. These 
exemptions have not worked to the public’s 
benefit nor have they encouraged Congress to 
set the example of being good partners with 
the surrounding community. 

In the early 1960’s Congress spent over 
$100 million to build the Rayburn House Office 
Building. It was designed by the Architect of 
the Capitol of the time, J. George Stewart. 
The building sits on 50 acres and is consid-
ered a waste of precious space. Only 15 per-
cent of the building is used for hearing rooms 
and offices. Forty-two percent is used for park-
ing. The appearance and design of the build-
ing since its inception has been considered 
architecturally void and barely functional with 
its hallways that end without warning. 

Again, in 1997 the Architect of the Capitol, 
without consulting the public, demolished an 
historic row house built in 1890 to construct a 
$2 million day care center. The location was 
bitterly opposed by residents and local groups. 
The Architect demolished the historic house 
and constructed a new structure with what ap-
peared to be of very little coordination with the 
people who lived in the neighborhood. 

Fortunately, Representative Joel Hefley’s bill 
H.R. 834 takes steps to curb the Architect of 
the Capitol’s influence on the surrounding 
neighborhoods. I am hopeful the mistakes of 
the past will not be repeated due to the build-
ing guidelines in this bill and other efforts cur-
rently in process by my office. The Architect of 
the Capitol needs to update their services by 
including the public in their decision making 
process and by following building guidelines 
established by Congress. 

In addition, I would like to add that H.R. 834 
successfully addresses the codification of Ex-
ecutive Order 12072 and 13006. These Exec-
utive Orders require federal buildings to locate 
in downtown areas. Over the last several dec-
ades the federal government has been draw-
ing investment away from our cities and help-
ing the elements of urban sprawl by building 
outside of our downtown. Sprawling develop-
ment leads directly to traffic congestion, de-
creased air quality, loss of farm and forest 
land, decreased water quality and the need for 
costly new infrastructure. As land development 
continues to press further and further out, 
many of our older suburbs have begun to de-
teriorate as well. 

I am pleased that there appears to be one 
agency within the federal government that is 
restructuring its programs so it can take the 
lead in making our communities more livable. 
Earlier this year, the General Service Adminis-
tration established the Center for Urban Devel-
opment and Livability. G.S.A. is the nation’s 
largest real estate organization, and the 3,000 
location, planning, design and construction de-
cisions that they make every year have a tre-
mendous impact on urban vitality in the more 
than 1,600 communities around the country 
where they control federal property. The es-
tablishment of the Center for Urban Develop-
ment and Livability has been created to take 
advantage of opportunities to leverage federal 
real estate actions in ways that bolster com-
munity efforts to encourage smart growth, eco-
nomic vitality and cultural vibrancy. 

I am hopeful that Congress and the new Ar-
chitect of the Capitol will follow G.S.A.’s exam-
ple and modify programs to actively seek the 
public’s opinion with their building and renova-
tions to make Capitol Hill and downtown D.C. 
more economically viable and to help create a 
more livable community. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise in support of this bill to reauthorize the 
National Historic Preservation Fund, H.R. 834. 
The National Historic Preservation Fund is a 
part of the National Park Service that pre-
serves America’s significant historic and ar-
cheological sites. The Preservation Fund helps 
to preserve our national history. 

As we approach the end of this century, it 
is fitting that we seek to preserve our past. 
This bill will ensure that we preserve the leg-
acy of this century for the generations to 
come. 

The Historic Preservation Fund (HPF) as-
sists states, territories, Indian Tribes, and the 
National Trust for Historic Preservation in their 
efforts to protect and preserve properties listed 
in the National Register of Historic Places. 

The preservation services include American 
Battlefields, Historic Buildings, National His-
toric Landmarks, Historic Landmarks, and 
Tribal Preservation. Each of these initiatives 
preserves an important aspect of American 
culture and history. 

For example, the Tribal Preservation Pro-
gram works with Native American tribes, Alas-
ka Native Groups, Native Hawaiians and other 
national organizations to protect resources 
that are important to Native Americans. This 
program seeks to preserve language, tradi-
tions, religion, objects and sites especially be-
cause of the massive destruction Native Amer-
ican cultures have experienced in the past 500 
years. 

The National Historic Landmarks Assistance 
Initiative preserves the nation’s most historic 
and archeological places. There are now more 
than 2,200 sites that have been designated by 
the Secretary of the Interior as places of na-
tional significance. 

The funding we provide to these programs 
and initiatives are necessary to preserving and 
protecting our nation’s irreplaceable heritage. 
Therefore, I support this reauthorization bill 
and I urge my colleagues to vote in support of 
America’s heritage. 

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Speaker, I do not 
believe I have other requests for time. 

Mr. ROMERO-BARCELÓ. Mr. Speak-
er, I have no further requests for time, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. CAL-
VERT). The question is on the motion 
offered by the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. HEFLEY) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 
834, 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. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 834, as amended, the bill 
just passed. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

SANCTUARIES AND RESERVES ACT 
OF 1999 

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 1243) to reauthorize the National 
Marine Sanctuaries Act, as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H.R. 1243 

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 ‘‘Sanctuaries 
and Reserves Act of 1999’’. 

TITLE I—NATIONAL MARINE 
SANCTUARIES

SEC. 101. AMENDMENT OF NATIONAL MARINE 
SANCTUARIES ACT. 

Except as otherwise expressly provided, 
whenever in this title an amendment or re-
peal is expressed in terms of an amendment 
to, or repeal of, a section or other provision, 
the reference shall be considered to be made 
to a section or other provision of the Na-
tional Marine Sanctuaries Act (16 U.S.C. 1431 
et seq.). 
SEC. 102. FINDINGS; PURPOSES AND POLICIES. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Section 301(a) (16 U.S.C. 
1431(a)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2) by inserting ‘‘cultural, 
archaeological,’’ after ‘‘educational,’’; 

(2) in paragraph (4) by inserting ‘‘as na-
tional marine sanctuaries’’ after ‘‘environ-
ment’’;

(3) in paragraph (5) by inserting ‘‘of na-
tional marine sanctuaries managed as the 
National Marine Sanctuary System’’ after 
‘‘program’’; and 

(4) in paragraph (6) by striking ‘‘special 
areas’’ and inserting ‘‘national marine sanc-
tuaries’’.

(b) PURPOSES AND POLICIES.—Section 301(b) 
(16 U.S.C. 1431) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1) by inserting before the 
semicolon at the end the following: ‘‘, and to 
manage these areas as the National Marine 
Sanctuary System’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (4) by inserting before the 
semicolon at the end the following: ‘‘and of 
the natural, historical, cultural, and archae-
ological resources of the National Marine 
Sanctuary System’’. 
SEC. 103. DEFINITIONS. 

Section 302 (16 U.S.C. 1432) is amended as 
follows:

(1) Paragraph (2) is amended by striking 
‘‘Magnuson Fishery’’ and inserting ‘‘Magnu-
son-Stevens Fishery’’; 

(2) Paragraph (6) is amended by striking 
‘‘and’’ after the semicolon at the end of sub-
paragraph (B), and by adding after subpara-
graph (C) the following: 

‘‘(D) the cost of curation and conservation 
of archaeological, historical, and cultural 
sanctuary resources; and 

‘‘(E) the cost of enforcement actions under-
taken by the Secretary for the destruction 
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