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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Two minutes remain on the
vote.
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So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———————

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on H.R. 1404.

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

There was no objection.

———

FEDERAL LAND ASSISTANCE,
MANAGEMENT AND ENHANCE-
MENT ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 281 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 1404.

O 1531
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1404) to
authorize a supplemental funding
source for catastrophic emergency
wildland fire suppression activities on
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Department of the Interior and Na-
tional Forest System lands, to require
the Secretary of the Interior and the
Secretary of Agriculture to develop a
cohesive wildland fire management
strategy, and for other purposes, with
Mr. LUJAN in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.

The gentleman from West Virginia
(Mr. RAHALL) and the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) each will
control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from West Virginia.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I am pleased to bring before this body
proactive legislation which would es-
tablish a new arsenal to provide the
necessary resources to combat cata-
strophic wildfires.

We are all aware of the raging fires
which annually sweep across parts of

America. Over the last decade,
wildfires have become increasingly
dangerous and destructive, burning

more acreage and more property more
often. Yet, financially, the Federal
Government continues to be ill-pre-
pared to respond to these fires.

Every year the Forest Service, the
Bureau of Land Management, and the
other Federal agencies are forced to
dramatically shift spending priorities,
rapidly increasing funding for fire
fighting at the expense of other vital
programs.

This ‘“Rob Peter to Pay Paul” ap-
proach requires these agencies to bor-
row funds from other accounts, causing
everything from basic maintenance to
visitor services to suffer. In fact, as it
stands, nearly half of the Forest Serv-
ice’s annual budget is spent putting
out fires, causing some to point out
that the agency is no longer the U.S.
Forest Service, but rather, the U.S.
Fire Service.

The legislation before us, the Federal
Land Assistance Management En-
hancement Act, or FLAME Act, is a bi-
partisan effort to correct course by
getting out in front of these tragic fire
seasons. The legislation would address
the funding problem by establishing a
dedicated fund for catastrophic, emer-
gency wildland fire suppression activi-
ties, separate from appropriated, fire-
fighting funding. This pot of money
would be available when appropriated
funds run out, saving the agencies from
having to cut into nonfire programs.

The Secretaries of Agriculture and
Interior would be authorized to use
money from the FLAME fund only
after making a specific declaration
that a fire was large enough and dan-
gerous enough to warrant such action.

The bill would also require the For-
est Service and the Department of the
Interior to present to Congress a long-
overdue, comprehensive strategy for
combating wildland fire, a strategy
that would address the troubling short-
comings in the agencies’ response to
fires identified by the Government Ac-

March 25, 2009

countability Office and the Agriculture
Department’s Inspector General.

I would note that this legislation
complements proposals in President
Obama’s proposed budget to establish a
dedicated fund for catastrophic
wildfires.

This legislation also enjoys the sup-
port of the five former chiefs of the
Forest Service, the National Associa-
tion of State Foresters, the National
Association of Counties, the National
Federation of Federal Employees, the
Western Governors’ Association, and
nearly 40 other organizations.

I am honored to be joined by our sub-
committee chairman, the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. GRIJALVA); our Inte-
rior Appropriations chairman NORM
Dicks; Interior Appropriations ranking
member SIMPSON; and Congressman
GREG WALDEN as original cosponsors of
H.R. 1404. Agriculture chairman COLLIN
PETERSON is also a cosponsor of the
bill.

BEach of these Members understands
that fire, and the cost of fighting it, is
among the most serious issues facing
our Federal land management agen-
cies. If not addressed, this issue will
continue to cost homes, businesses,
communities, public lands, and lives.

The FLAME Act will allow the For-
est Service and the Department of the
Interior to respond to these dangerous
fires while also accomplishing other
important aspects of their missions, in-
cluding those that will prevent fires
from devastating our communities in
the future.

I ask my colleagues to support pas-
sage of the FLAME Act.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I yield myself as much time
as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, I want to compliment
the distinguished chairman of the Nat-
ural Resources Committee, Mr. RA-
HALL, for sponsoring this legislation,
and I urge my Republican colleagues to
support it.

This bill makes budgeting and ac-
counting for fighting fires easier for
Federal agencies and for Congress, but
Mr. Chairman, as written, it does noth-
ing to prevent forest fires. This is an
accounting bill but not a wildfire pre-
vention bill.

It is regrettable that, since taking
control of the House, Democrats have
not moved a single piece of legislation
that gives our land managers new au-
thority or tools to manage the disas-
trous situation on our Nation’s forests.
Funding is important, but it will not
solve the problem if our land manage-
ment agencies are handcuffed to
wrong-headed policies backed up by
special interest lawsuits.

Jobs are also at stake with the man-
agement of our Federal lands. Since
2006, Mr. Chairman, the logging, wood,
paper, and cabinetry industries have
lost 242,000 jobs. Two weeks ago, a Si-
erra Pacific timber mill in Quincy,
California, closed, which means that
close to 10 percent of the town’s econ-
omy will be closed down. This is an
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area that has had double-digit unem-
ployment since the early 1990s. One of
the main reasons the company cited for
the mill closing is the lawsuits by envi-
ronmental groups on every single tim-
ber sale.

On the issue of climate change and
the President’s proposal of a new cap-
and-trade energy tax, we know that
forests provide large and beneficial in-
ventory of stored carbon and that for-
est fires contribute huge amounts of
carbon dioxide emissions.

We lose millions of acres of our na-
tional forests to wildfire every year,
and these fires and their aftermath
produce billions of tons of pollutants.
A medium-sized fire can release 200,000
tons of CO,, but if the burned trees are
left to decompose, several times that
amount will be emitted.

At a time when the Democrat major-
ity in Congress are working to make
carbon emissions the number one issue
on their legislative agenda, it is trou-
bling that action is not being taken to
prevent wildfires that emit so much
carbon into the atmosphere.

Instead, Congress is working over-
time on imposing a cap-and-trade tax
scheme that the Obama administration
says may cost our economy over $2
trillion. A new report from Moody’s In-
vestor Service predicts that cap-and-
trade would cause electricity prices to
jump between 15 and 30 percent. This
could cost American families up to
$3,100 a year.

These are prices that are too high for
Americans to pay, especially when the
impact of wildfires is not even being
considered. A better way of budgeting
for fire fighting is needed, and the bill
that we will be considering does pre-
cisely that, and I support that. But
there is far more to this problem than
bookkeeping.

The simple fact is that our national
forests now have four to five times the
amount of trees per acre compared to
when Lewis and Clark ventured West.
Today, these lands are a tinderbox
waiting for a match strike.

I hope this bill is improved through
the limited number of amendments
that were made in order by the Rules
Committee, but it is clear that after
enactment of this bill there is still far,
far more that needs to be done to pre-
vent wildfires across this country.

With that, Mr. Chairman, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I'm
very happy to yield 2 minutes to the
gentlelady from  California (Mrs.
CAPPS), a very valued member of our
Committee on Natural Resources that
was SO0 instrumental in bringing this
legislation, as well as many other
pieces of legislation out of our com-
mittee, to the floor.

Mrs. CAPPS. I thank Chairman RA-
HALL for giving me time.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in very strong
support of this FLAME Act. This
much-needed legislation comes at an
important time. Our Nation will be fac-
ing longer and more intense fire sea-
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sons due to global warming and
drought. The cost of fighting fires has
grown enormously in recent years, and
projections indicate that this trend
will only increase, especially in popu-
lated wildland-urban interface areas.

The Forest Service has spent over $1
billion per year in 5 of the last 7 years
to extinguish fires. And as the chair-
man just said, wildland fire manage-
ment activities are estimated to con-
sume close to half of the Forest Serv-
ice’s budget this year.

These escalating costs are having a
significant impact on the Forest Serv-
ice. For example, the Forest Service is
forced to pull funds from other pro-
grams, leaving fewer funds available
for campground maintenance and for-
est restoration.

The emergency fund created by the
FLAME Act will reduce the need to de-
plete important Forest Service pro-
grams and will provide more reliable
funding than uncertain year-to-year
supplementals.

Even more important, the FLAME
Act will ensure the Forest Service has
regular funding available for day-to-
day fire management. This includes
important prevention steps, like
FIREWISE Communities, hazardous
fuels treatment, and restoration work.

It’s absolutely essential that our ef-
forts to fight today’s fires don’t hurt
our efforts to prevent tomorrow’s fires.
This bill will ensure this is the case.

Mr. Chairman, the Zaca fire that
burned 240,000 acres in my congres-
sional district 2 years ago burned for 3
months, from July through September,
and it cost the Forest Service $120 mil-
lion. One fire. With close to 3,000 fires
in California last year alone, and the
fire season expected to start earlier
than usual, it’s very clear that we have
a real need to create——

The CHAIR. The time of the gentle-
woman has expired.

Mr. RAHALL. I yield the gentlelady
another 30 seconds.

Mrs. CAPPS. It’s very clear that we
need to create an emergency Federal
fund dedicated solely to fighting dev-
astating wildland fires, a rainy day
fund for forest fires. This idea is long
overdue.

This legislation deserves to be ap-
proved by the House, and I urge all of
my colleagues to address the long-term
wildfire suppression fund situation by
supporting this FLAME Act.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I'm pleased to yield 5 min-
utes to the gentleman from California
(Mr. McCLINTOCK), a member of the
Natural Resources Committee.

Mr. McCLINTOCK. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I certainly support
H.R. 1404. It is going to add some flexi-
bility in managing firefighting costs on
our Federal lands, but my friend, the
gentleman from Washington, is abso-
lutely correct. Our firefighting costs
would be much lower and our revenues
would be much higher if we’d restore
the sound forest management practices
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that this Congress long ago abandoned.
Instead, we’ve embraced a radical and
retrograde ideology that we should
abandon our public lands to over-
population, overgrowth, and benign ne-
glect. Bills like this one are made nec-
essary precisely because of this public
falling.

A generation ago we recognized the
importance of proper wildlands man-
agement. We recognized that nothing is
more devastating to the ecology of a
forest than a forest fire, and we recog-
nized that in any living community, in-
cluding forests, dense overpopulation is
unhealthy.

And so we carefully groomed our pub-
lic lands. We removed excessive vegeta-
tion, and we gave timber the room it
needs to go. Surplus timber and over-
growth were sold for the benefit of our
communities. Our forests prospered,
our economy prospered, and forest fires
were far less numerous and far less se-
vere than we suffer today.

Today, we’re seeing the damage done
to our forests and to our economy by
this Luddite ideology that human
beings shouldn’t touch our natural re-
sources.

My region in northeastern California
has been tormented by devastating
fires in the last few years, and the rea-
son is quite simple. As one forester ex-
plained it at a hearing we conducted in
Sacramento, the excess timber is going
to come out of the forests one way or
the other. It’s either going to be car-
ried out or it’s going to be burned out.
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A generation ago, we carried it out,
and it fueled prosperity throughout our
region and produced a cornucopia of
revenues to the Federal Government.
But today, it’s being burned out, fuel-
ing devastating fires that are destroy-
ing vast tracts of land and destroying
the abundance and prosperity that we
once enjoyed.

The first victim of this wrongheaded
policy is the environment itself. Our
recent forest fires have made a mock-
ery of all our clean air regulations. As
the gentleman from Washington point-
ed out, those concerned about carbon
dioxide might be interested in a report
by scientists from the National Center
for Atmospheric Research and the Uni-
versity of Colorado at Boulder. They
estimated that a single forest fire in
California in 2007 produced about 25
percent of the average monthly emis-
sions from all fossil fuel burning
throughout all of California. Anyone
who’s seen a forest after one of these
fires knows that the environmental
devastation could not possibly be more
complete.

But the cost of these policies doesn’t
end there. Timber is a renewable re-
source. If properly managed, it’s lit-
erally an inexhaustible source of pros-
perity. And yet my region, blessed with
one of the most bountiful renewable re-
sources in the Nation, has been ren-
dered economically prostrate. A region
that once prospered from its surplus
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timber is now ravaged by fires that are
fueled by that surplus timber.

The gentleman from Washington
mentioned the little town of Quincy,
California, that happens to be in my
district—population 2,000. About 500
families. As of May 4, 150 of those fami-
lies are going to be out of work because
the sawmill had to shut down. Environ-
mental litigation has tied up about
two-thirds of their timber harvest.

The company that owns that saw-
mill, Sierra Pacific, also just an-
nounced today that it’s shutting down
its sawmills in Sonora and Camino for
the same reason. That’s another 310
families out of work.

This is not environmentalism. A true
environmentalist recognizes the dam-
age done by overgrowth and over-
population and they recognize the role
of sound forest management practices
in maintaining healthy forests.

So, Mr. Chairman, while I support
this legislation, we wouldn’t need to be
spending so much putting out fires and
we’d have a lot more revenue to do it
with if we would spend a little more ef-
fort on restoring sound forest manage-
ment practices to our national forests.

Mr. RAHALL. I yield myself such
time as I may consume, Mr. Chairman.

The Congress, under the previous ma-
jority, in 2003 enacted the Healthy For-
ests Restoration Act under the guise
that it was the solution to preventing
wildland fires on Federal lands. Today,
nearly 6 years later, fires are still rag-
ing across the country and the Federal
land managers are breaking the bank
trying to pay for them. Clearly, it’s
time to try something new—and that’s
what we are attempting to do in this
legislation.

I would certainly note that in pass-
ing the Healthy Forests Restoration
Act, Congress authorized $760 million
annually for hazardous fuels treat-
ments on Federal lands. Sadly, the
Bush administration continuously un-
derfunded hazardous fuels treatments
at only 65 percent of the level author-
ized by Congress.

The skyrocketing cost of fighting
fires forced drastic reductions in other
Forest Service accounts under the
Bush administration. This included
cuts to fire preparedness, State fire as-
sistance, cooperative fire assistance,
and hazardous fuels treatments.

The lack of investment in fire pre-
vention under the Bush administration
led to a situation where communities
around the country have NEPA-ap-
proved hazardous fuels projects waiting
for Federal funding.

In western States last year, there
were over 1 million acres of NEPA-ap-
proved hazardous fuels projects that
were awaiting funding from the Bush
administration.

The FLAME Act will relieve the
drain on the Forest Service and the De-
partment of the Interior budgets to en-
sure that funding is not swept away
from vital fire prevention activities.
This is why the FLAME Act has re-
ceived support from those organiza-
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tions I mentioned in my opening state-
ment—a rather broad-based list of or-
ganizations, well over 40, that are in
support of the pending legislation.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I am pleased to yield 5 min-
utes to the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. GOODLATTE).

Mr. GOODLATTE. I thank the rank-
ing member for yielding to me.

I want to commend him and Chair-
man RAHALL for addressing this impor-
tant issue over the last 2 years. The
wildfire funding problems for the For-
est Service are some of the most chal-
lenging issues the agency faces today.

Wildfire funding costs have sKky-
rocketed over the last decade and are
consuming the Forest Service’s budget,
which means that there’s much less
funding for other Forest Service needs.
We will continue to see high costs and
more damage to our forests and com-
munities unless we take steps to re-
duce fire risk in our national forests.
We must provide the Forest Service
with additional tools to get our Fed-
eral forests in a healthy, more fire-re-
sistant condition.

This is a bill of great importance to
States and communities across the
country. The problems of forest man-
agement affect not just western States,
but those along the eastern seaboard as
well. Virginia is one such example.
Last year, Virginia had more acres
burn than any year since 1963, which
shows how the problem of forest man-
agement has progressively worsened.

This version of the FLAME Act is an
improvement from the one passed by
the House in the last Congress. How-
ever, the bill does not do enough to ad-
dress the problem causing the increas-
ing costs of fighting fires—that is, the
unhealthy conditions of our forests.

My amendment to the FLAME Act,
which I will offer tomorrow, will pro-
vide the Forest Service with an addi-
tional tool to address these problems
that will ultimately be a cost-saving
measure.

My amendment creates a new con-
tracting tool for the Forest Service to
partner with States. This will give the
Forest Service permanent authority to
contract with States to reduce wildfire
risks across boundary lines.

This practice is commonly known as
““‘good neighbor authority” and has
been tested in States like Colorado and
Utah, where it has proven to be effec-
tive.

Currently, H.R. 1404 contains no such
tool for the Forest Service. The signifi-
cance of this measure is that it will en-
courage both Federal and State agen-
cies to work together to address
unhealthy conditions in Federal for-
ests.

Fires know no boundaries. They can
start on Federal land and easily spread
to State and private forest land and
vice versa. My amendment provides a
more comprehensive approach to pre-
venting dangerous fires and fighting
them when they happen.
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I'm pleased that my amendment has
the support of the Society of American
Foresters, the Western Council of State
Foresters, the Forest Foundation, and
other forestry groups.

I have also spoken with the Forest
Service and they have told me they
have no objections to this amendment.
I might also add that we have cleared
this amendment in the Ag Committee,
which shares jurisdiction with the Re-
sources Committee for forestry issues,
and they also have no objection to this
amendment.

This is something that the profes-
sionals who fight forest fires around
our country—the professional fight-
ers—and the societies that are com-
prised of American foresters want and
need in this legislation. So I hope that
there will be bipartisan support. I
know in the Rules Committee there
was bipartisan support for bringing
this amendment forward. I certainly
hope that that will continue as we try
to maintain the type of bipartisan co-
operation that has led to the point that
we have reached thus far in bringing
this legislation forward in a way to sig-
nificantly enhance it.

Mr. RAHALL. I yield 2 minutes to
someone who knows well the problems
this legislation seeks to address, the

gentleman from New Mexico (Mr.
HEINRICH).
Mr. HEINRICH. Thank you, Mr.

Chairman.

I rise in support of the FLAME Act,
an absolutely critical strategy for
fighting the catastrophic forest fires
that face communities across the west-
ern United States, particularly in com-
munities in New Mexico that I have
seen impacted directly by these fires in
recent years.

In New Mexico’s First Congressional
District, both the Sandia and
Mountainair Ranger Districts of the
Cibola National Forest tower over the
valley where most of my residents live.
Both are afflicted with severe drought
conditions that have contributed to a
dangerous tinderbox effect in these for-
ests. As a result of climate change, the
Mountainair Ranger District has gone
into fire restrictions earlier than ever
before.

Still, much of the funding to fight
these fires has been reappropriated on
an ad hoc basis from Federal land agen-
cy budgets. For those agencies, that
has often meant cutting funding for
employees, for scientific research, and
education—the very Kkinds of things
that help prevent forest fires in the
first place.

The FLAME Act will create a critical
Federal fund specifically to fight cata-
strophic wildfires, keep our commu-
nities safe, and ensure the safety of our
firefighters who risk their lives to pro-
tect us every fire season.

I would urge all my colleagues to
support this legislation.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I yield myself the balance of
my time.

As I stated in my opening remarks,
this is a good bill and I commend the
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chairman for introducing it. This bill
passed on the suspension calendar in
the last Congress. Nobody even asked
for a recorded vote. So it has broad bi-
partisan support, yet the underlying
issue is—and it’s something this Con-
gress should take up in the future—and
that is to try to go to the core of pre-
venting forest fires, and that is proper
maintenance.

There is one amendment that ad-
dresses that tomorrow. I think that
amendment offered by Mr. GOODLATTE
will make this bill that much better. I
hope that my colleagues on both sides
of the aisle will support that.

But this is a good bill. It’s a start in
the right direction. I hear this all the
time when we have forest fires in my
district—and they happen virtually
every year. People want to know: Are
there sufficient funds in order to pay
for those forest fires?

Now we can say that there’s a mecha-
nism put in place that will take care of
that, and I commend the chairman for
his sponsorship of that.

With that, Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. RAHALL. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

I certainly understand what the gen-
tleman from Washington is ref-
erencing. I said last year during debate
on this floor to the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. GOODLATTE) that I cer-
tainly understand the need to develop
comprehensive preventive legislation
that is aimed at truly getting at the
root causes of these forest fires. I
would repeat to the gentleman from
Washington, my respected ranking
member, that if he introduces such leg-
islation—any member introduces such
legislation—we will certainly bring it
forth before our committee and give it
due consideration and certainly try to
work on it as well as we have on this
legislation to bring it to the floor of
the House.

Mr. Chairman, I'm going to recap
very quickly since we are closing gen-
eral debate at this point. For much of
the last decade, the wildlands fire sea-
son has been expanding due to factors
such as climate change and drought.
Unfortunately, future trends appear to
indicate that this increase will only
continue.

Within the Forest Service, wildlands
fire activity now accounts for nearly
half of their budget. The Forest Service
spent over $1 billion fighting wildland
fires last year. The skyrocketing cost
of fighting fires has led to the Forest
Service and the Department of the In-
terior to rob Peter to pay Paul and bor-
row funds from other agency accounts.
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There were cuts to fire preparedness,
State fire assistance, cooperative fire
assistance, and hazardous fuel treat-
ments in Forest Service budgets.

The FLAME Act will allow the For-
est Service and the Department of the
Interior to respond to dangerous fires
while also accomplishing other impor-
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tant parts of their mission. The act
will relieve the drain on the Forest
Service and the Department of the In-
terior budgets to ensure that funding is
not swept away from vital fire preven-
tion activities. I conclude by urging
adoption of the pending measure.

Mr. HERGER. Mr. Chair. | rise today in op-
position to the rule for H.R. 1404, the Federal
Land Assistance, Enhancement, and Manage-
ment Act of 2009.

While this legislation is important to address
the very serious issue of funding shortfalls
faced by the Federal wildland firefighting
agencies each year, | believe that it does not
do enough to address the cause of these
soaring wildfire suppression costs.

We need to drastically increase manage-
ment on our Federal forests to reduce these
fuels and the risk of catastrophic wildfire in the
first place.

For this reason, | introduced an amendment
to make some of these funds available for
hazardous fuel reduction projects.

While unfortunately it was not made in
order, | am pleased to see that we will be al-
lowed the opportunity to debate Mr. GoobD-
LATTE's amendment to expand the “Good
Neighbor” authority to assist in getting some
work done on the ground.

| urge my colleagues to support this amend-
ment and others that bring additional focus to
the real root of the problem.

Mr. RAHALL. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The CHAIR. All time for general de-
bate has expired.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I move
that the Committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
DRIEHAUS) having assumed the chair,
Mr. LUJAN, Chair of the Committee of
the Whole House on the State of the
Union, reported that that Committee,
having had under consideration the bill
(H.R. 1404) to authorize a supplemental
funding source for catastrophic emer-
gency wildland fire suppression activi-
ties on Department of the Interior and
National Forest System lands, to re-
quire the Secretary of the Interior and
the Secretary of Agriculture to develop
a cohesive wildland fire management
strategy, and for other purposes, had
come to no resolution thereon.

————

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 motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken tomorrow.

——
STANLEY J. ROSZKOWSKI UNITED
STATES COURTHOUSE
Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I move

to suspend the rules and pass the Sen-
ate bill (S. 520) to designate the United
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States courthouse under construction
at 327 South Church Street, Rockford,
Illinois, as the ‘“‘Stanley J. Roszkowski
United States Courthouse’.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
bill.

The text of the Senate bill is as fol-
lows:

S. 520

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

SECTION 1. STANLEY J. ROSZKOWSKI UNITED
STATES COURTHOUSE.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The United States court-
house under construction, as of the date of
enactment of this Act, at 327 South Church
Street, Rockford, Illinois, shall be known
and designated as the ‘‘Stanley J.
Roszkowski United States Courthouse’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the United
States courthouse referred to in subsection
(a) shall be deemed to be a reference to the
“Stanley J. Roszkowski United States
Courthouse™.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. COSTELLO) and the gen-
tleman from Kentucky (Mr. GUTHRIE)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include therein extraneous
materials on S. 520.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. COSTELLO. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of S. 520, legislation introduced by the
senior Senator from Illinois, Senator
Dick DURBIN, to name the TUnited
States district courthouse in Rockford,
Illinois, after Stanley J. RoszkowsKi.
Judge Roszkowski has ably served our
country in times of war and peace, and
I am pleased to be here today to speak
on behalf of this bill.

Stanley J. Roszkowski was raised in
the village of Royalton, Illinois, which
is located in Franklin County in south-
ern Illinois. One of 15 children, he vol-
unteered for the Army Air Corps dur-
ing World War II, and served as a nose
gunner on a B-26 bomber, flying over 35
missions in Italy and Germany.

After the war, he went on to earn his
bachelor’s degree from the University
of Illinois and then his law degree,
working as an appliance salesman to
pay for his college tuition. He moved to
Rockford, Illinois, opened a successful
law practice, and became involved in
his community.

He gave up his practice of law when
President Carter appointed him to the
bench in 1977, where he served for the
next 20 years as a Federal judge in the
Northern District of Illinois. Judge
Roszkowski took senior status in 1991,
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