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offered, not just locally, but also na-

tionwide. Its premier education pro-

gram, the Wolf Trap Institute for Early 

Learning Through the Arts, places pro-

fessional performing artists in pre-

school classrooms all across the coun-

try.
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So the mission of Wolf Trap has been 

consistent with that of the National 

Park Service. It is the promotion of 

and access to appreciation of all of our 

natural resources and, in this case, our 

human resources as well and the per-

forming arts. But because of this 

unique status within the national park 

system, we need to change the name 

from Wolf Trap Farm Park to Wolf 

Trap National Park. It is not going to 

affect the legal status or the Federal 

funding levels; it is not going to do 

anything but to alleviate confusion 

about this national park’s mission, and 

it will assist the foundation in private 

fund-raising efforts. 

So it is the right thing to do. From 

now on, we ought to call it Wolf Trap 

National Park; and I trust that all of 

my colleagues understand its national 

importance, significance, and accessi-

bility for all of their constituents. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleagues 

from Virginia for bringing the bill to 

the floor. 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speak-

er, I have no further speakers, and I 

yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. GILCHREST. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-

sume. We have no further speakers on 

this issue. 

I would just ask my two colleagues 

from Virginia that when Wolf Trap 

Park holds traditional, historic coun-

try western music, if they would invite 

me to attend, I would be more than 

happy to do so. 

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speak-

er, if the gentleman will yield, I trust 

the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 

DAVIS) will afford the gentleman from 

Maryland (Mr. GILCHREST) a standing 

invitation.

Mr. DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 

if the gentleman from Maryland will 

yield, call me, and I would be happy to 

take the gentleman as my guest. 

Mr. GILCHREST. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

DUNCAN). The question is on the mo-

tion offered by the gentleman from 

Maryland (Mr. GILCHREST) that the 

House suspend the rules and pass the 

bill, H.R. 2440, 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. 

FISHERIES CONSERVATION ACT OF 

2001

Mr. GILCHREST. Mr. Speaker, I 

move to suspend the rules and pass the 

bill (H.R. 1989) to reauthorize various 

fishery conservation management pro-

grams, as amended. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

H.R. 1989 

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 ‘‘Fisheries 

Conservation Act of 2001’’. 

TITLE I—INTERJURISDICTIONAL 
FISHERIES ACT OF 1986 

SEC. 101. REAUTHORIZATION OF INTERJURISDIC-
TIONAL FISHERIES ACT OF 1986. 

Section 308 of the Interjurisdictional Fish-

eries Act of 1986 (16 U.S.C. 4107) is amended— 

(1) by amending subsection (a) to read as 

follows:
‘‘(a) GENERAL APPROPRIATIONS.—There are 

authorized to be appropriated to the Depart-

ment of Commerce for apportionment to 

carry out the purposes of this title— 

‘‘(1) $4,900,000 for fiscal year 2002; 

‘‘(2) $5,400,000 for each of fiscal years 2003 

and 2004; and 

‘‘(3) $5,900,000 for each of fiscal years 2005 

and 2006.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (c) by striking ‘‘$700,000 

for fiscal year 1997, and $750,000 for each of 

the fiscal years 1998, 1999, and 2000’’ and in-

serting ‘‘$800,000 for fiscal year 2002, $850,000 

for each of fiscal years 2003 and 2004, and 

$900,000 for each of fiscal years 2005 and 2006’’. 

SEC. 102. PURPOSES OF THE INTERJURISDIC-
TIONAL FISHERIES ACT OF 1986 

Section 302 of the Interjurisdictional Fish-

eries Act of 1986 (16 U.S.C. 4101) is amended 

by striking ‘‘and’’ after the semicolon at the 

end of paragraph (1), striking the period at 

the end of paragraph (2) and inserting ‘‘; 

and’’, and adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(3) to promote and encourage research in 

preparation for the implementation of the 

use of ecosystems and interspecies ap-

proaches to the conservation and manage-

ment of interjurisdictional fishery resources 

throughout their range.’’. 

TITLE II—ANADROMOUS FISH 
CONSERVATION ACT 

SEC. 201. REAUTHORIZATION OF ANADROMOUS 
FISH CONSERVATION ACT. 

Section 4 of the Anadromous Fish Con-

servation Act (16 U.S.C. 757d) is amended to 

read as follows: 

‘‘AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS

‘‘SEC. 4. (a)(1) There are authorized to be 

appropriated to carry out the purposes of 

this Act not to exceed the following sums: 

‘‘(A) $4,500,000 for fiscal year 2002; 

‘‘(B) $4,750,000 for each of fiscal years 2003 

and 2004; and 

‘‘(C) $5,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2005 

and 2006. 
‘‘(2) Sums appropriated under this sub-

section are authorized to remain available 

until expended. 
‘‘(b) Not more than $625,000 of the funds ap-

propriated under this section in any one fis-

cal year shall be obligated in any one 

State.’’.

SEC. 202. RESEARCH ON AND USE OF ECO-
SYSTEMS AND INTERSPECIES AP-
PROACHES TO THE CONSERVATION 
AND MANAGEMENT. 

The first section of the Anadromous Fish 

Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 757a) is amended 

in subsection (b) by inserting ‘‘(1)’’ after 

‘‘(b)’’, and by adding at the end the fol-

lowing:
‘‘(2) In carrying out responsibilities under 

this section, the Secretary shall conduct, 

promote, and encourage research in prepara-

tion for the implementation of the use of 

ecosystems and interspecies approaches to 

the conservation and management of anad-

romous and Great Lakes fishery resources.’’. 

TITLE III—ATLANTIC COASTAL FISHERIES 
SEC. 301. REAUTHORIZATION OF ATLANTIC 

STRIPED BASS CONSERVATION ACT. 
Section 7(a) of the Atlantic Striped Bass 

Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 1851 note) is 

amended by striking ‘‘and 2003’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘2003, 2004, 2005, and 2006’’. 

SEC. 302. REAUTHORIZATION OF ATLANTIC 
COASTAL FISHERIES COOPERATIVE 
MANAGEMENT ACT. 

Section 811(a) of the Atlantic Coastal Fish-

eries Cooperative Management Act (16 U.S.C. 

5108) is amended by striking ‘‘2005’’ and in-

serting ‘‘2006’’. 

SEC. 303. AMENDMENTS TO ATLANTIC COASTAL 
FISHERIES COOPERATIVE MANAGE-
MENT ACT. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Section 802(a) of the Atlan-

tic Coastal Fisheries Cooperative Manage-

ment Act (16 U.S.C. 5101(a)) is amended by 

adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(7) The understanding of the interactions 

of species in the maritime environment and 

the development of ecosystems-based ap-

proaches to fishery conservation and man-

agement lead to better stewardship and sus-

tainability of coastal fishery resources. 

‘‘(8) Federal and State scientists should 

gather information on the interaction of spe-

cies in the marine environment and provide 

this scientific information to Federal and 

State managers.’’. 
(b) PURPOSE.—Section 802(b) of such Act (16 

U.S.C. 5101(b)) is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this title is 

to support and encourage the development, 

implementation, and enforcement of effec-

tive interstate conservation and manage-

ment of Atlantic coastal fishery resources 

through the use of sound science and multi-

species, adaptive, and ecosystem-based man-

agement measures.’’. 
(c) STATE-FEDERAL COOPERATION IN MULTI-

SPECIES AND ECOSYSTEMS INTERACTION RE-

SEARCH.—Section 804(a) of such Act (16 

U.S.C. 5103(a)) is amended by inserting 

‘‘multispecies and ecosystems interaction re-

search;’’ after ‘‘biological and socioeconomic 

research;’’.
(d) ASSISTANCE FOR RESEARCH REGARDING

INTERRELATIONSHIPS AMONG ATLANTIC COAST-

AL FISHERY RESOURCES AND THEIR ECO-

SYSTEMS.—Section 808 of such Act (16 U.S.C. 

5107) is amended by striking ‘‘and’’ after the 

semicolon at the end of paragraph (1), redes-

ignating paragraph (2) as paragraph (3), and 

inserting after paragraph (1) the following: 

‘‘(2) research to understand the inter-

relationships among Atlantic coastal fishery 

resources and their ecosystems; and’’. 

TITLE IV—ATLANTIC TUNAS CONVENTION 
ACT OF 1975 

SEC. 401. REAUTHORIZATION OF THE ATLANTIC 
TUNAS CONVENTION ACT OF 1975. 

Section 10 of the Atlantic Tunas Conven-

tion Act of 1975 (16 U.S.C. 971h) is amended to 

read as follows: 

‘‘AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS

‘‘SEC. 10. (a) IN GENERAL.—There are au-

thorized to be appropriated to carry out this 

Act, including use for payment of the United 

States share of the joint expenses of the 

Commission as provided in Article X of the 

Convention, the following sums: 
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‘‘(1) For each of fiscal years 2002, 2003, and 

2004, $5,480,000. 

‘‘(2) For each of fiscal years 2005 and 2006, 

$5,495,000.
‘‘(b) ALLOCATION.—Of amounts available 

under this section for each fiscal year— 

‘‘(1) $150,000 are authorized for the advisory 

committee established under section 4 and 

the species working groups established under 

section 4A; and 

‘‘(2) $4,240,000 are authorized for research 

activities under this Act and the Act of Sep-

tember 4, 1980 (16 U.S.C. 971i).’’. 

TITLE V—NORTHWEST ATLANTIC 
FISHERIES CONVENTION ACT OF 1995 

SEC. 501. REAUTHORIZATION OF THE NORTH-
WEST ATLANTIC FISHERIES CON-
VENTION ACT OF 1995. 

Section 211 of the Northwest Atlantic Fish-

eries Convention Act of 1995 (16 U.S.C. 5610) 

is amended by striking ‘‘2001’’ and inserting 

‘‘2006’’.

TITLE VI—EXTENSION OF DEADLINE FOR 
SUBMISSION OF OCEAN POLICY REPORT 

SEC. 601. EXTENSION OF DEADLINE. 
(a) EXTENSION OF DEADLINE.—The Oceans 

Act of 2000 (Public Law 106–256) is amended— 

(1) in section 3(f)(1) (114 Stat. 647) by strik-

ing ‘‘18 months’’ and inserting ‘‘27 months’’; 

(2) in section 3(i) (114 Stat. 648) by striking 

‘‘30 days’’ and inserting ‘‘90 days’’; and 

(3) in section 4(a) (114 Stat. 648; 33 U.S.C. 

857–19 note) by striking ‘‘120 days’’ and in-

serting ‘‘90 days’’. 
(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—

Section 3(j) of such Act (114 Stat. 648) is 

amended by striking ‘‘$6,000,000’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘$8,500,000’’. 
(c) TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS.—Section 3(e) 

of such Act (114 Stat. 646) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1) by striking the colon in 

the third sentence and inserting a period; 

(2) by inserting immediately after such pe-

riod the following: 

‘‘(2) NOTICE; MINUTES; PUBLIC AVAILABILITY

OF DOCUMENTS.—’’; and 

(3) by redesignating the subsequent para-

graphs in order as paragraphs (3) and (4), re-

spectively.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to the rule, the gentleman from 

Maryland (Mr. GILCHREST) and the gen-

tleman from Colorado (Mr. UDALL)

each will control 20 minutes. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman 

from Maryland (Mr. GILCHREST).
Mr. GILCHREST. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-

sume.
This legislation reauthorizes a num-

ber of important fishery statutes that 

range from grants for States for con-

servation, research, and enforcement 

activities to the implementation of 

international treaties. The bill reau-

thorizes these statutes through Sep-

tember 30, 2006. 
Two of the State grant statutes are 

the Interjurisdictional Fisheries Act of 

1986 and the Anadromous Fisheries 

Conservation Act of 1965. These laws 

have been active for a number of years 

and have provided funding for many 

worthwhile activities, including re-

search to help improve the way fish-

eries are managed, enforcement activi-

ties, the rebuilding of necessary habi-

tat, and other measures to improve the 

survival of fish that travel across State 

boundaries and over great distances. 

The Atlantic Striped Bass Conserva-

tion Act of 1984 and the Atlantic Coast-

al Fisheries Cooperative Management 

Act are laws that provide directives to 

the States and the Atlantic States 

Fisheries Commission to develop fish-

ery management plans for the species 

of fish under their jurisdiction along 

the East Coast. 
These laws promote cooperation be-

tween the States and Federal Govern-

ment to ensure that fisheries are get-

ting appropriate and complementary 

management throughout their range, 

whether it be in State or Federal wa-

ters. The current robust health of 

striped bass populations is a direct re-

sult of efforts undertaken under these 

two acts. 
The Atlantic Tunas Convention Act 

of 1975 and the Northwest Atlantic 

Fisheries Convention Act of 1995 are 

laws that implement international 

agreements. These acts allow the U.S. 

to be a member of the International 

Fishery Commission where manage-

ment recommendations are developed 

by member nations for fisheries under 

the Commission’s jurisdiction. The 

United States then implements those 

recommendations through regulations 

for U.S. fishing vessels. 
Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1989 also makes 

some technical changes to the Oceans 

Act of 2000, Public Law 106–256. The bill 

extends the deadline for the Presi-

dential commission to submit its re-

port to Congress from 18 months to 27 

months. This change will allow the 

commission to still be operational 

while the administration reviews and 

submits its comments. The commission 

will then have a chance to respond to 

the administration’s comments and 

submit those to Congress. In addition, 

the commission has opted for a much 

broader field hearing schedule in order 

to obtain the views of additional Amer-

icans; and due to such a schedule, as a 

result, we have increased their author-

ization by $2.5 million. 
Mr. Speaker, all of these acts are 

very important. They have been very 

successful in accomplishing their con-

servation goals; and in the coming 

years, greater emphasis will be placed 

on research and management measures 

which promote the development of an 

ecosystem-based management of fish-

eries. I urge Members to vote ‘‘aye’’ on 

H.R. 1989. 
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 

my time. 
Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speak-

er, I yield myself such time as I may 

consume.
Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speak-

er, I rise in support of the bill. 
As the gentleman from Maryland has 

already explained, H.R. 1989 extends a 

number of fisheries laws that authorize 

the conservation management of many 

of our domestic and international fish-

ery resources. In addition, it encour-

ages an ecosystem approach to the 

management of these resources which, 

given the current status of many ma-

rine fisheries, is an excellent idea that 

is long overdue. 
As the gentleman from Maryland is 

aware, the general management of ma-

rine fisheries in the United States is in 

serious need of improvement. First, we 

lack the proper data to manage these 

stocks. Of the 900-plus stocks that we 

currently harvest, we do not have 

enough data to evaluate the status of 

more than 700 of them. At the same 

time, while better data is obviously 

needed, having good data does not en-

sure good management. Of the 200 or so 

stocks for which we do have adequate 

information, half are considered to be 

overfished or approaching an over-

fished condition. 
The status of fisheries worldwide is 

apparently not much better, either. Ac-

cording to leading scientists in a study 

published in the November 29 issue of 

Nature Magazine, the global fisheries 

catches from the world’s oceans have 

been declining for over a decade. This 

new evidence, which contradicts re-

ports published by the United Nations 

Food and Agricultural Organization, 

indicates that the true state of the 

oceans may be far worse than pre-

viously thought. 
Now, some may think that people in 

Colorado, a State far from the ocean, 

would not care about the status of our 

marine fisheries, but that is not the 

case. The oceans represent more than 

70 percent of the Earth’s surface, and I 

believe it is incumbent upon all of us 

to work together to better protect and 

conserve their biodiversity. I know the 

bill of the gentleman from Maryland 

(Mr. GILCHREST), with its focus on bet-

ter data collection and ecosystem man-

agement, is a good first step. I look for-

ward to working with him next year to 

expand this concept to the Magnuson 

Act, our Nation’s primary law gov-

erning the management of marine fish-

eries.
Further, the law and its implementa-

tion must be strengthened if we are to 

have any hope of saving our fisheries 

resources, both here in the United 

States and around the world. 
Mr. Speaker, I have no further speak-

ers, and I yield back the balance of my 

time.
Mr. GILCHREST. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-

sume to express my gratitude and ap-

preciation for the members of the Com-

mittee on Resources on both sides of 

the aisle for piecing this package to-

gether, and I also want to compliment 

the staff on both sides of the aisle for 

their effort and cooperation in pulling 

this package together. 
Mr. Speaker, I have no further speak-

ers; and I yield back the balance of my 

time.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 

the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
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GILCHREST) that the House suspend the 

rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1989, 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 was amended so as to read: 

‘‘A bill to reauthorize various fishing 

conservation management programs, 

and for other purposes.’’. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. GILCHREST. 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. 2440 and H.R. 1989. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the request of the gen-

tleman from Maryland? 
There was no objection. 

f 

LAND CONVEYANCE TO CHATHAM 

COUNTY, GEORGIA 

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I 

move to suspend the rules and pass the 

bill (H.R. 2595) to direct the Secretary 

of the Army to convey a parcel of land 

to Chatham County, Georgia, as 

amended.
The Clerk read as follows: 

H.R. 2595 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 

Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. LAND CONVEYANCE TO CHATHAM 
COUNTY, GEORGIA. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 

Army shall convey, by quitclaim deed and 

without consideration, to the Commissioners 

of Chatham County, Georgia, all right, title, 

and interest of the United States in and to 

the approximately 12-acre parcel of land lo-

cated on Hutchinson Island, Georgia, adja-

cent to the Savannah Harbor Tide Gate 

structure.
(b) SURVEY TO OBTAIN LEGAL DESCRIP-

TION.—The exact acreage and the legal de-

scription of the parcel to be conveyed under 

subsection (a) shall be determined by a sur-

vey that is satisfactory to the Secretary. 
(c) USE OF LAND.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The parcel conveyed 

under this section shall remain in public 

ownership and shall be managed in per-

petuity for public recreational purposes or, 

in the alternative, the parcel may be ex-

changed for another parcel of equal ap-

praised value that shall remain in public 

ownership and shall be managed in per-

petuity for public recreational purposes. 

(2) REVERSION.—If the Secretary deter-

mines that the parcel conveyed under this 

section is being used for purposes other than 

public recreational purposes, title to the par-

cel shall revert to the United States or, in 

the case of an exchange of parcels under 

paragraph (1), if the Secretary determines 

that the parcel received in the exchange is 

being used for purposes other than public 

recreational purposes title to that parcel 

shall revert to the United States. 
(d) GENERAL PROVISIONS.—

(1) APPLICABILITY OF PROPERTY SCREENING

PROVISIONS.—Section 2696 of title 10, United 

States Code, shall not apply to the convey-

ance under this section. 

(2) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—

The Secretary may require that the convey-

ance under this section be subject to such 

additional terms and conditions as the Sec-

retary considers appropriate and necessary 

to protect the interests of the United States. 

(3) COSTS OF CONVEYANCE.—The County 

shall be responsible for all reasonable and 

necessary costs, including real estate trans-

action and environmental compliance costs, 

associated with the conveyance. 

(4) LIABILITY.—The County shall hold the 

United States harmless from any liability 

with respect to activities carried out, on or 

after the date of the conveyance, on the real 

property conveyed. The United States shall 

remain responsible for any liability with re-

spect to activities carried out, before such 

date, on the real property conveyed. 

(5) EASEMENTS.—The County shall provide 

to the Secretary all required rights of entry 

or easements necessary for utilities and for 

access to the Savannah Harbor Tide Gate 

structure and the dock located adjacent to 

the structure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to the rule, the gentleman from 

Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE) and the gen-

tleman from Tennessee (Mr. CLEMENT)

each will control 20 minutes. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman 

from Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE).
Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-

sume.
Many years ago, Mr. Speaker, Chat-

ham County, Georgia, donated approxi-

mately 12 acres of land on Hutchinson 

Island to the Federal Government so 

that the Corps of Engineers could build 

the Savannah River Tide Gate Struc-

ture. That project was closed in 1991 

and the operational gates were re-

moved. As a result, according to the 

Corps of Engineers, the Federal Gov-

ernment no longer needs this property. 
Chatham County now would like to 

have this excess land returned to them 

so it could be used as part of an eco-

nomic development project and a pub-

lic recreational park. Without this leg-

islation, the government has to follow 

a lengthy process for disposing of the 

property. This bill allows the property 

to go back to the county that gave up 

the land in the first place and will ex-

pedite an important local project that 

will benefit the public. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he 

may consume to the gentleman from 

Georgia (Mr. KINGSTON), the author of 

the bill and, presumably, from Chat-

ham County, Georgia, to explain it to 

us further. 
Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I 

thank the gentleman for yielding me 

this time, and I thank the gentleman 

from Tennessee (Mr. CLEMENT) for his 

indulgence.
This simply lets the Corps of Engi-

neers get rid of some excess property 

they do not want anymore. It allows 

the county to take that property and 

trade it to a private developer, 12 acres; 

but in exchange, they are going to get 

40 acres back. I know the gentleman 

from Colorado will be interested to 
know that they are going to have a 
natural park in those 40 acres that is 
going to be ecologically sensitive, a 
passive park, which I know the gen-
tleman from Boulder is familiar with. 

So this is a very good piece of legisla-
tion with bipartisan support by the 

local folks and the Corps of Engineers. 
Mr. CLEMENT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I know a comment was 

made a while ago about country music 

or country western music, and as the 

representative from Nashville, Ten-

nessee, or Country Music USA, I appre-

ciate the comments. I want my col-

leagues to know that the gentleman 

from Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN) and my-

self and some others had the oppor-

tunity to sing on the Grand Ole Opry 

not long ago, which was an experience 

of a lifetime. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to support the bill 

H.R. 2595, a bill to convey a 12-acre par-

cel of land to Chatham County, Geor-

gia, for public recreational purposes. 

This transfer will be accomplished 

without cost to the United States and 

for the benefit of the local citizens. 

The amended bill addresses a few issues 

from the original bill and should be 

supported by the House. 
The land that would be transferred 

under this bill is not needed by the 

Corps of Engineers to carry out the 

purposes of the federally authorized 

project. The bill includes requirements 

to provide the Secretary of the Army 

rights of entry or easements so that 

the Corps can operate the project with-

out hindrance. 
Chatham County is responsible for 

all of the administrative costs of the 

land conveyance. In addition, the 

United States is protected from any en-

vironmental liability that may arise 

after the conveyance. 
Mr. Speaker, I understand that the 

land that is being conveyed to the 

county will be exchanged for another 

parcel of land. The bill before us stipu-

lates that the exchanged parcel will be 

kept in public ownership and used for 

public recreational purposes. The ex-

change will also be conducted on an 

equal-value basis. I urge an ‘‘aye’’ vote 

on this bill. 

b 1830

Mr. CLEMENT. Mr. Speaker, I have 

no further requests for time, and I 

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

yield myself such time as I may con-

sume.
Mr. Speaker, I would notify the gen-

tleman from Tennessee (Mr. CLEMENT)

that I am sorry that I missed their per-

formance on the Grand Old Opry; 

maybe on the return trip. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased 

to rise in support of H.R. 2595, a bill to author-
ize the Secretary of the Army to transfer land 
to Chatham County, GA, to enhance recre-
ation opportunities in that locale. 
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