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a bipartisan manner to curb this loom-
ing energy crisis. 

f 

HONORING DR. MARTIN OF GREAT 
BLACKS IN WAX MUSEUM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to Dr. Elmer Mar-
tin, cofounder and president of the 
Great Blacks in Wax Museum located 
in my district of Baltimore. 

Dr. Martin can very well be described 
as an educator and historian. In fact, 
he was well-educated, earning a Bach-
elor’s Degree in sociology from Lincoln 
University in Jefferson City, Missouri 
in 1968, a Master’s Degree from Atlanta 
University in 1971, and a doctorate in 
social welfare from Case Western Re-
serve University in Cleveland, Ohio, in 
1975. Dr. Martin was a professor at Mor-
gan State University and also an au-
thor of several books dealing with the 
African American community. 

The adjectives that I believe most 
aptly describe Dr. Martin’s spirit are 
‘‘visionary’’ and ‘‘dreamer.’’ Dr. Martin 
had a vision of how to breathe life into 
African American history. He envi-
sioned a museum that would tell the 
story of a people stripped of their cul-
ture, language, families and religion 
and brought to a foreign land to sur-
vive as slaves; the story of a people 
that, despite this injustice and years of 
continued racial strife, has still tri-
umphed. Dr. Martin’s dream was to in-
still pride in African Americans while 
at the same time educating this Nation 
about our history and culture. 

His dream became reality in early 
1980 when he bought a store front with 
$30,000 he had saved to purchase a home 
and opened the Great Blacks in Wax 
Museum, the first wax museum dedi-
cated to African American history. He 
initially commissioned four wax fig-
ures—Frederick Douglass, Mary 
McLeod Bethune, Harriet Tubman, and 
Nat Turner—which were hauled to 
schools, churches and malls for history 
lessons. The figures were popular at 
the museum and the museum was on 
its way. 

What better way to memorialize the 
story of African Americans than 
through life size wax figures and scenes 
of historic events. From slave ships to 
enslavement, through reconstruction 
and Jim Crow, before and after seg-
regation and throughout the present 
civil rights era, every period of African 
American history is presented. The 
museum honors African Americans 
that played key roles during each of 
these periods, slaves, abolitionists, 
educators, religious leaders, politi-
cians, civil rights activists and inven-
tors. 

Not only did he found a museum, but 
Dr. Martin’s mission included youth 

advocacy, classroom and cultural 
awareness programs. Further, employ-
ment and job training programs are 
sponsored to encourage at-risk youth 
to develop their entrepreneurial skills. 
Community service is also a focus, pro-
viding citizens the opportunity to im-
prove their neighborhoods while taking 
part in cultural activities. 

Today, the museum is a 10,000 square 
foot facility located in a community 
rich with its own African American 
history and attracts about 275,000 visi-
tors annually. It is a tribute not only 
to African Americans but now to its 
founder, Dr. Martin. Sadly, last week 
Dr. Martin passed. However, his dream 
still lives on. 

Every person that visits the Great 
Blacks in Wax Museum will get an edu-
cation not only in African American 
history but the history of this Nation, 
for our history is this Nation’s history. 
Every person that visits the museum 
will feel the aura that exudes from the 
realistic figures of those persons that 
made significant contributions to the 
African American community and this 
Nation. And every person that visits 
the museum will leave with an under-
standing of how a race of people turned 
strife and struggle into victory. Yes, 
Dr. Martin’s dream of educating us 
about African Americans will live on. 

In paying tribute to this great 
dreamer and visionary and his family, I 
encourage all Members of this body to 
visit the Great Blacks in Wax Museum 
and personally experience Dr. Martin’s 
dream. Finally, I say thank you to a 
great dreamer. And, as he stated, 
‘‘Thank you to that higher power that 
grants all dreamers the courage to 
dream.’’ 

f 

STANDARD TRADE NEGOTIATING 
AUTHORITY, LABOR AND ENVI-
RONMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
ENGLISH) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Mr. Speaker, during 
the last 2 weeks, I have introduced the 
House to my Standard Trade Negoti-
ating Authority Act that I have intro-
duced which in my view offers a new 
approach to trade promotion author-
ity. 

I have highlighted the portion of the 
bill which provides for a congressional 
preauthorization process, increasing 
accountability and transparency in 
trade policy. Beyond that, H.R. 1446 al-
lows for full and appropriate consider-
ation of labor and environmental issues 
as important trade agreements are ne-
gotiated. 

We know that not every trade agree-
ment raises blue and green concerns. 
For example, labor and environmental 
provisions are not appropriate to ap-
pend to financial services or competi-
tion policy agreements. However, 

where serious disparities exist between 
America and a potential trading part-
ner in the scope or enforcement of 
workplace protections, labor rights or 
environmental regulation, so much so 
that normal social costs become a sig-
nificant competitive disadvantage in 
attracting or retaining jobs, under 
these circumstances, Mr. Speaker, our 
trade negotiators should be allowed to 
encompass basic labor and environ-
mental standards as part of an enforce-
able agreement. 

Most Americans recognize that some 
of our trading partners do not give 
workers the right to strike or the right 
to organize. Some do not give workers 
livable working conditions or guar-
antee workplace safety. We need to be 
able to establish a level playing field 
for our workers competing in the glob-
al marketplace through agreements 
that will protect the environment and 
workers and promote a healthy eco-
nomic competition that strengthens 
and promotes and expands American 
values. 

My bill ensures that no country 
could engage in a race to the bottom in 
order to lure jobs by sacrificing the en-
vironment or debasing the common 
rights of its citizens. This bill provides 
for an assessment of labor and environ-
mental issues with every potential 
trading partner when the President in-
dicates to Congress he would like to 
begin negotiations. By establishing a 
commission made up of representatives 
of government and private agencies 
with real expertise in these areas, my 
bill addresses blue and green concerns 
at the start of the process instead of as 
an afterthought. 

The commission, once created, will 
assess the labor and environmental 
standards of the countries involved, 
the enforcement and implementation 
of those standards, and make rec-
ommendations on how to comply with 
the objectives set forth by Congress. 
Congress and the President would then 
review the commission’s findings and 
include applicable language in the 
preauthorization that as a part of its 
scope would address specific labor and 
environmental concerns with that 
country. 

Mr. Speaker, this fundamental re-
form of fast track brings labor and en-
vironmental issues into the appro-
priate focus in trade policy. It rep-
resents a conceptual compromise on 
how to incorporate these very real 
issues into trade policy. We should be 
confident that a voluntary exchange of 
goods and services will buttress our 
values and strengthen the rights of 
workers in countries that do business 
in our market and create an economy 
that in the long run financially sup-
ports environmental challenges. 

I urge my colleagues to think about 
trade policy reform outside of the box, 
avoiding a debate of sterile extremes 
that all too often has blighted fast 
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track proposals in the past. I call on 
every one of my colleagues to step 
back from partisan posturing and ideo-
logical preconceptions and consider 
how we can unite in defense of our na-
tional economic interest. 
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THE INCREDIBLE TRAVESTY OC-
CURRING IN KLAMATH BASIN IN 
OREGON 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KIRK). Under the Speaker’s announced 
policy of January 3, 2001, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. WALDEN) is 
recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the majority leader. 

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise tonight to address my col-
leagues in this House about the incred-
ible travesty that is occurring in the 
Klamath Basin in Oregon. 

What I will do tonight is talk about 
the background of the Klamath 
Project, which also includes the 
Tulelake area of Northern California, 
and about the devastation that has oc-
curred there because of the Federal 
Government’s decision to overappro-
priate the water and basically tell the 
farmers they cannot have a drop this 
year. 

That is the first time since this 
project was created back in 1905 that 
the Federal Government has failed to 
keep its word to the people that it en-
ticed, indeed lured, to this basin. 

You may be able to see to my left 
here information from the family that 
sent me this. After each world war, the 
Federal Government enticed veterans 
to settle the Klamath Basin with a 
promise of water for life. You can see 
an application for permanent water 
rights. This is a picture of Jack and his 
wife Helen and their family in 
Tulelake, California. They were prom-
ised this. They were invited out as vet-
erans to settle the reclaimed lake beds 
of the Klamath Basin, the Tulelake, 
California, area and to grow food to 
feed the world, indeed feed the country, 
indeed settle the West. 

Let me talk about this basin for a 
moment, and then I will talk about the 
science that has gone into these deci-
sions, the disputes that exist about 
that science, and really why the Klam-
ath Basin has become ground zero in 
the battle over the Endangered Species 
Act. 

First let me give some history. The 
U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, Klamath 
Irrigation Project, lies within three 
counties along the Oregon and Cali-
fornia borders: Klamath County in 
Southern Oregon; Modoc and Siskiyou 
Counties in Northern California. 

Under the 1902 Reclamation Act, the 
States of California and Oregon ceded 
lake and wetland areas of the Klamath 
Basin to the Federal Government for 
the purpose of draining and reclaiming 

land for agricultural homesteading. 
The United States declared that it 
would appropriate all unappropriated 
water use rights in the basin for use by 
the Klamath Project. 

So under section 8 of the Reclama-
tion Act, these water use rights would 
attach to the land irrigated as an ap-
purtenance or appendage to that land. 

During the mid-1940s, 214 World War 
II veterans were lured to the area by 
the United States Government with 
promises of homesteads and irrigated 
farmland and guaranteed water rights. 

Established in 1905 as one of the rec-
lamation’s first projects, the project 
provides water for 1,400, that is right, 
1,400 small family farms and ranch op-
erations on approximately 200,000 
acres. Municipal and industrial water 
comes from this project, and water for 
three national wildlife refuges. 

Together, farmers and wildlife ref-
uges need about 350,000 acre feet of 
water. 

Now, in 1957, the two States formed 
the Klamath Compact, to which the 
Federal Government consented. The 
compact set the precedence for use in 
the following order: domestic use, irri-
gation use, recreation use, including 
use for fish and wildlife, industrial use 
and generation of hydroelectric power. 

Now producers grow 40 percent of 
California’s fresh potatoes, 35 percent 
of America’s horseradish and wheat 
and barley. Water users claim that 
they use less than 5 percent of the 
water generated in the basin. Yet they 
generate in excess of $250 million in 
economic activity every year. Now I 
want you to think about that number: 
$250 million annually of economic ac-
tivity in this basin. 

On April 6 of this year, the Federal 
Government said, none of that is going 
to happen. We are not giving you a 
drop of water. 

In 1988, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service listed the short-nosed and the 
lost river sucker fish as endangered 
under the Endangered Species Act. In 
the drought year of 1992, the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service recommended that 
Upper Klamath Lake be kept above a 
minimum elevation of 4,139 feet during 
summer months, although it allowed 
that the lake could drop to as low as 
4,137 feet in 4 of 10 years. 

For the first time in Klamath Rec-
lamation Project’s history, irrigation 
deliveries were curtailed at the end of 
the growing season to meet minimum 
lake levels. That was in 1992, a year of 
a large drought. 

In 1996, the Bureau of Reclamation 
agreed to meet certain minimum 
instream flows below Iron Gate Dam to 
protect habitat for tribal trust re-
sources in anadromous fishruns. In 
1997, Southern Oregon and Northern 
California coastal Coho salmon were 
listed under the Endangered Species 
Act as threatened. A 1999 biological 
opinion from the National Marine Fish-

ery Service concludes Klamath Project 
operations would affect, but not likely 
jeopardize, the Coho; and then in the 
year 2000 a study that some consider to 
have used controversial experimental 
technology, to say the least, by Dr. 
Thomas Hardy, a Utah State Univer-
sity hydrologist, and it called for 
instream flows to protect the fish far 
higher than those set by the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission or 
those agreed by the reclamation in 
1996. 

Suits have been filed by environ-
mental, tribal and fishing groups to en-
join the Bureau of Reclamation from 
operating the project without a current 
biological opinion for the Coho salmon. 

Judge Sandra Armstrong subse-
quently ruled the project may not be 
operated without adequate flows sent 
downstream to the salmon. 

Following a declaration of severe 
drought for the Klamath Basin in this 
year, 2001, a new biological opinion 
from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
for the suckers called for a minimum 
elevation in Klamath Lake to be raised 
to 4,140 feet. That is a foot higher than 
the minimum elevation required dur-
ing the last drought in 1992, and that 
was allowed to drop to as low as 4,137. 
So you are really looking at a 3-foot 
difference in lake levels all of a sudden 
that are required, with no tolerance for 
lower elevations in drought years; no 
tolerance for lower elevations in 
drought years. 

Then a new biological opinion based 
on this Hardy flow study called for in-
creased flows below Iron Gate Dam to 
protect the Coho salmon habitat. On 
the one hand, you have a Fish and 
Wildlife biological opinion saying you 
must maintain a lake level of 4,140 feet 
with no exception to protect a bottom 
mud living sucker fish, and then you 
also have to have a whole bunch more 
water flowing down the river out of 
that lake for the Coho salmon. 

Analysis of the studies underlying 
these opinions showed that require-
ments for the two species appropriate 
all, all, of the water available in a nor-
mal precipitation year; all of the water 
available in the normal precipitation 
year to take care of the suckers in the 
lake and the Coho salmon in the river, 
according to these new biological opin-
ions. Yet there is incredible discussion, 
debate, frustration about these two bi-
ological opinions, how they were craft-
ed, what they contain, the conclusions 
that they draw; and I will get into that 
in some detail soon. 

In fact, in a study of historical flow 
data taken from the past 36 years, now 
this is important, Mr. Speaker, in the 
last 36 years annual flow targets were 
met in only 13 of those years and 
monthly targets were never achieved. 
So think about what this means for the 
people in this basin. Our veterans from 
World War I and World War II lured 
there to settle the lands with the 
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