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Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Madam Speak-

er, I have no further speakers, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Madam Speak-
er, I can’t spot any more tenderfeet on 
the floor, and so we will yield back our 
time as well. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Hawaii (Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2675, as 
amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Madam Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

UTAH NATIONAL GUARD 
READINESS ACT 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Madam Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H.R. 3651) to require the 
conveyance of certain public land with-
in the boundaries of Camp Williams, 
Utah, to support the training and read-
iness of the Utah National Guard, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 3651 

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 ‘‘Utah National 
Guard Readiness Act’’. 
SEC. 2. LAND CONVEYANCE, CAMP WILLIAMS, 

UTAH. 
(a) CONVEYANCE REQUIRED.—Not later than 

120 days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of the Interior, acting 
through the Bureau of Land Management, shall 
convey, without consideration, to the State of 
Utah all right, title, and interest of the United 
States in and to certain lands comprising ap-
proximately 431 acres, as generally depicted on 
a map entitled ‘‘Proposed Camp Williams Land 
Transfer’’ and dated March 7, 2008, which are 
located within the boundaries of the public 
lands currently withdrawn for military use by 
the Utah National Guard and known as Camp 
Williams, Utah, for the purpose of permitting 
the Utah National Guard to use the conveyed 
land as provided in subsection (c). 

(b) REVOCATION OF EXECUTIVE ORDER.—Exec-
utive Order 1922 of April 24, 1914, as amended by 
section 907 of the Camp W.G. Williams Land Ex-
change Act of 1989 (title IX of Public Law 101– 
628; 104 Stat. 4501), shall be revoked, only inso-
far as it affects the lands identified for convey-
ance to the State of Utah under subsection (a). 

(c) REVERSIONARY INTEREST.—The lands con-
veyed to the State of Utah under subsection (a) 
shall revert to the United States if the Secretary 
of the Interior determines that the land, or any 
portion thereof, is sold or attempted to be sold, 
or that the land, or any portion thereof, is used 
for non-National Guard or non-national defense 

purposes. Any determination by the Secretary of 
the Interior under this subsection shall be made 
in consultation with the Secretary of Defense 
and the Governor of Utah and on the record 
after an opportunity for comment. 

(d) HAZARDOUS MATERIALS.—With respect to 
any portion of the land conveyed under sub-
section (a) that the Secretary of the Interior de-
termines is subject to reversion under subsection 
(c), if the Secretary of the Interior also deter-
mines that the portion of the conveyed land 
contains hazardous materials, the State of Utah 
shall pay the United States an amount equal to 
the fair market value of that portion of the 
land, and the reversionary interest shall not 
apply to that portion of the land. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule the gentleman from Ha-
waii (Mr. ABERCROMBIE) and the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Hawaii. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Madam Speak-

er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members have 5 legislative days which 
to revise and extend their remarks and 
include extraneous material on the bill 
under consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Madam Speak-

er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Madam Speaker, H.R. 3651 was intro-
duced by the ranking member on the 
National Parks, Forests and Public 
Lands Subcommittee, Representative 
BISHOP. The legislation directs the Sec-
retary of the Interior to convey certain 
identified public lands to the State of 
Utah for use by the Utah National 
Guard. The land would revert to the 
United States should it ever cease to be 
used by the National Guard. 

Madam Speaker, I want to commend 
my colleague and friend, Representa-
tive BISHOP, for his leadership in this 
matter and his willingness to work 
with the committee to resolve issues 
raised in earlier consideration of the 
legislation. I am sure that I speak for 
Chairman RAHALL in that regard, and 
most certainly his fellow members on 
the Resources Committee. Therefore, I 
have no objection to the passage of 
H.R. 3651; and, in fact, enthusiastically 
endorse it. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Madam Speak-

er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

H.R. 3651, the Utah National Guard 
Readiness Act, was cosponsored by the 
entire Utah delegation. There are only 
three of us, but we all agreed. So Mr. 
MATHESON, Mr. CANNON, and I are spon-
soring this bill, as requested by the Ad-
jutant General of the Utah National 
Guard as well as the Governor of the 
State of Utah, in order to address the 
long-term growing pains of the Na-
tional Guard at their Camp Williams 
headquarters. 

The Utah National Guard has run out 
of State-controlled land on which to 
expand and build and support its vital 
national guard and national defense 
missions. 

The lands transferred under this act 
are already withdrawn from military 
use by the Guard from the Bureau of 
Land Management. So placing the land 
in the State’s name for use by the Na-
tional Guard will allow for the consoli-
dation of ownership patterns in the 
critical headquarters area, and allow 
the State of Utah to bond for future 
Guard facilities in a more streamlined 
and cost-effective manner. 

I thank the chairman of our com-
mittee, Mr. RAHALL, and his staff, for 
working on this bill and moving it for-
ward. I also thank the subcommittee 
chairman, Mr. GRIJALVA, for his assist-
ance and that of the subcommittee pro-
fessional staff. 

In this day and age, we are asking 
the National Guardsmen to do more 
and more heavy lifting for our Nation’s 
defense and in deploying overseas in 
armed conflict. At the same time, we 
are asking them to also be on the 
frontlines in protect the homeland, and 
also to be there for our States and 
communities in times of emergency or 
natural disasters. We ask a lot of them, 
and they deliver. 

This bill will allow our Utah Na-
tional Guard to support its future mis-
sion growth in meeting these chal-
lenges. It is a small thing for us to be 
able to help them down the road in 
meeting their obligations. I thank my 
colleagues for consideration of this 
bill, and I strongly urge its adoption. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Madam Speak-

er, as a member of the Armed Services 
Committee, and as chairman of the Air 
Land Subcommittee of that com-
mittee, I particularly want to com-
mend Mr. BISHOP for his remarks re-
garding the National Guard deploy-
ments and our obligations to them. 
And in recognition of that, I would like 
his remarks to be incorporated as my 
own with regard to his bill. With his 
permission I would like to do that. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I think the gen-
tleman from Hawaii could have done it 
much more artfully than I did, but I 
will be happy to allow him to do that. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Madam Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Hawaii (Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3651, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 
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LOWER COLORADO RIVER MULTI- 

SPECIES CONSERVATION PRO-
GRAM ACT 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Madam Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H.R. 2515) to authorize ap-
propriations for the Bureau of Rec-
lamation to carry out the Lower Colo-
rado River Multi-Species Conservation 
Program in the States of Arizona, Cali-
fornia, and Nevada, and for other pur-
poses, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2515 
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 ‘‘Lower Colorado 
River Multi-Species Conservation Program Act’’. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) LOWER COLORADO RIVER MULTI-SPECIES 

CONSERVATION PROGRAM.—The term ‘‘Lower 
Colorado River Multi-Species Conservation Pro-
gram’’ or ‘‘LCR MSCP’’ means the cooperative 
effort on the Lower Colorado River between 
Federal and non-Federal entities in Arizona, 
California, and Nevada approved by the Sec-
retary of the Interior on April 2, 2005. 

(2) LOWER COLORADO RIVER.—The term 
‘‘Lower Colorado River’’ means the Colorado 
River from Lake Mead to the Southerly Inter-
national Boundary with Mexico, including its 
historic floodplain and its mainstem reservoirs 
to their full pool elevations. 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ means 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

(4) STATES.—The term ‘‘States’’ means each of 
the States of Arizona, California, and Nevada. 
SEC. 3. IMPLEMENTATION AND WATER ACCOUNT-

ING. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is authorized 

to participate in the Lower Colorado River 
Multi-Species Conservation Program. 

(b) WATER ACCOUNTING.—The Secretary is au-
thorized to enter into an agreement with the 
States providing for the use of water from the 
Lower Colorado River for habitat creation and 
maintenance. 
SEC. 4. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be 
appropriated to the Secretary such sums as may 
be necessary to participate in the Lower Colo-
rado River Multi-Species Conservation Program, 
to remain available until expended. 

(b) NONREIMBURSABLE AND NONRETURN-
ABLE.—All amounts appropriated to and ex-
pended by the Secretary for the LCR MSCP 
shall be nonreimbursable and nonreturnable. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Hawaii (Mr. ABERCROMBIE) and the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Hawaii. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Madam Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill 
under consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Madam Speak-

er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Madam Speaker, H.R. 2515, as intro-
duced by our colleague and friend, Rep-
resentative DEAN HELLER, would au-
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
participate in the multi-species habitat 
conservation plan on the lower 400 
miles of the Colorado River. The States 
of Nevada, Arizona and California, 
along with several major water dis-
tricts, are participants and funding 
partners in this program. 

As amended, this legislation is not 
controversial and should be supported. 
And I might say, Madam Speaker, ex-
hibits the multiple responsibilities of 
the Resources Committee and the real-
ly extraordinary complications and de-
tails that have to be considered when 
such legislation comes forward. It is a 
tribute to the staffs of the members on 
the committee, and most particularly 
the professional staff of the Resources 
Committee, that this legislation is able 
to be compiled, understood and com-
prehended by the members, and then 
brought forward to the body as a whole 
in a way that advances the public in-
terest. 

With that, Madam Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Madam Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

This particular bill helps solve the 
conundrum that we face in the protec-
tion and conservation of certain spe-
cies: For example, the bony-tailed 
chub, the razorback sucker, and the 
humpback chub. 

H.R. 2515, introduced by DEAN HELL-
ER of Nevada and HARRY MITCHELL of 
Arizona, is an amended bipartisan 
measure aimed at protecting endan-
gered species while keeping the waters 
running and the lights on for con-
sumers in the Southwest. 

As amended at the committee level, 
this bill has been scaled back, but still 
codifies a very popular multi-species 
habitat conservation plan on the Lower 
Colorado River. I note that some water 
and power supply organizations sup-
port key provisions taken out by the 
majority. However, in the interest of 
moving this bill forward, they support 
the passage of this bill with the hope 
that the final bill signed into law will 
better resemble the original legisla-
tion. 

At a time when our water supply is 
being diminished due to a number of 
factors, this bill—although somewhat 
incomplete—is still a win-win for our 
water and power consumers. 

I have no additional speakers, and I 
am prepared to yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Madam Speak-
er, I observed that Mr. BISHOP was 
looking directly at me when he recited, 
with a look that I can only determine 

as ‘‘gleeful,’’ he cited the razorback 
sucker and the bonytail chub. I am not 
sure whether I was being categorized 
by him in the sucker category or the 
chub category, or he was gazing at me 
metaphorically. 

Do you suppose he might be able to 
answer that for me. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Will the gen-
tleman yield? 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. I will yield. 
Mr. BISHOP of UTAH. I have cer-

tainly never thought of the gentleman 
as either a razorback or a bonytail. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Thank you very 
much. 

Madam Speaker, it is now clear for 
me. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Hawaii (Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2515, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

b 1500 

SUPPORTING THE OBSERVANCE OF 
COLORECTAL CANCER AWARE-
NESS MONTH 

Mr. WYNN. Madam Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and agree to the 
concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 302) 
supporting the observance of 
Colorectal Cancer Awareness Month, 
and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution. 

The text of the concurrent resolution 
is as follows: 

H. CON. RES. 302 

Whereas colorectal cancer is the second 
most common cause of cancer deaths for men 
and women in the United States; 

Whereas colorectal cancer affects men and 
women equally; 

Whereas more than 148,810 people in the 
United States will be diagnosed with colon 
cancer this year; 

Whereas over 49,960 people in the United 
States will die from colon cancer this year; 

Whereas every 3.5 minutes, someone is di-
agnosed with colorectal cancer and every 9 
minutes someone dies from colorectal can-
cer; 

Whereas every 5 seconds someone who 
should be screened for colorectal cancer is 
not; 

Whereas the vast majority of colon cancer 
deaths can be prevented through proper 
screening and early detection; 

Whereas the survival rate of individuals 
who have colorectal cancer is 90 percent 
when detected in the early stages versus 
only a 10 percent survival rate when 
colorectal cancer is diagnosed after it has 
spread to distant organs; 

Whereas only 39 percent of colorectal can-
cer patients have their cancers detected at 
an early stage; 
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