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Mr. OBEY (during the reading). Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the motion be considered as read and 
printed in the RECORD. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speak-

er, I reserve a point of order on the 
gentleman’s motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A point 
of order is reserved. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin is 
recognized for 5 minutes in support of 
his motion. 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, very briefly, 
section 1 of the motion to recommit 
would simply provide that we fund the 
programs covered under the continuing 
resolution at the current rate rather 
than at the lower of either the current 
rate of the House-passed or the Senate- 
passed bill. I have already explained 
the impact of that on program. Section 
2 would simply repeal the President’s 
edict that workers in the Katrina-af-
fected region would not be subject to 
the protections of Davis-Bacon wage 
protections. Section 3 would simply 
guarantee that the MILC program re-
mains in force for the same length of 
time as other titles of the farm bill. 
And section 4 would require a reduc-
tion in the size of the tax cuts for tax-
payers with incomes of over $400,000, as 
I just described in my previous re-
marks. 

POINT OF ORDER 
Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speak-

er, I make a point of order under clause 
7 of rule XVI. The instructions pro-
posed in the motion to recommit range 
far beyond the subject matter of the 
joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman from Wisconsin wish to be 
heard on the point of order? 

Mr. OBEY. Yes, I do, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman is recognized. 
Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, if the rules 

required equity in legislation we 
brought to the floor, this amendment 
would be in order. Unfortunately, they 
do not; so I must reluctantly concede 
the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
point of order is conceded and sus-
tained. The motion is not in order. 

The question is on the passage of the 
joint resolution. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, on that I de-
mand the yeas and nays. 

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

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. POMBO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 

which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on the bill, H.R. 3824. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

THREATENED AND ENDANGERED 
SPECIES RECOVERY ACT OF 2005 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 470 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. 3824. 

The Chair designates the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. SWEENEY) as 
chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole, and requests the gentleman 
from Idaho (Mr. SIMPSON) to assume 
the chair temporarily. 

b 1258 
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. 3824) to 
amend and reauthorize the Endangered 
Species Act of 1973 to provide greater 
results conserving and recovering list-
ed species, and for other purposes, with 
Mr. SIMPSON (Acting Chairman) in the 
Chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 

the rule, the bill is considered as hav-
ing been read the first time. 

Under the rule, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. POMBO) and the gen-
tleman from West Virginia (Mr. RA-
HALL) each will control 45 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California (Mr. POMBO). 

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

We bring up today the Endangered 
Species Reform Act with the purpose of 
trying to deal with what some of the 
real issues are, what some of the real 
problems are that we have had and 
have developed over the last 30 years. 

If one goes back and reads the origi-
nal Endangered Species Act, it be-
comes difficult to be critical of specific 
language that is it in because the pur-
pose of the Endangered Species Act was 
to, first of all, prevent species from be-
coming extinct but, more importantly, 
to recover those species. And as we 
look at what has happened over the in-
tervening 30 years, we begin to realize 
just what problems are with the Act 
and the way it is being implemented 
today. 

I came into this debate originally be-
cause I did not like the way that pri-
vate property owners were treated 
under the implementation of the law. 
That became a big issue in my district 
and throughout much of the West. Pri-
vate property owners felt threatened 
that they would lose their private 
property and that they could lose con-
trol and the ability to use their private 
property under the implementation of 
the law. 

b 1300 
That became a big problem, and it is 

something that we began to work on, 
to try to have some kind of property 
rights protections in the law. 

But the more I got into the Endan-
gered Species Act, the more I realized 
the law was just not working in terms 
of recovering species. About 1,300 spe-
cies have been listed under the Endan-
gered Species Act. Of those 1,300, 10 
have been removed because they were 
recovered. More species have been re-
moved from the list because they be-
came extinct than were recovered. 

That less than 1 percent is a com-
plete failure, so we began to really look 
at the law and see are species really 
doing better under the Endangered 
Species Act, and we came to the con-
clusion that they were not. About 
three-quarters of the species are either 
declining in population or the Fish and 
Wildlife Service has no idea. That is 
not a success. 

When people talk about the act and 
its importance, they are right, it is im-
portant. It is something we all share in 
terms of preserving wildlife and pre-
serving species. But when the law is 
not working, we have to respond to 
that and step in and reauthorize the 
bill, put the focus on recovery and pro-
tect private property owners. 

As we have gone through this last 
several months, I have had the oppor-
tunity to work with the ranking mem-
ber, the gentleman from West Virginia 
(Mr. RAHALL), and his staff; and I 
thank them for all of the work that 
they put into this bill to get us to this 
point. We worked extremely hard to 
try and find a compromise bill. 

In the end, there were a few issues 
that we just disagreed on, there were 
issues we could not come to a conclu-
sion on, but the vast majority of what 
is in the underlying bill was an agree-
ment that we were able to work out 
and that I stand by. I believe it is good 
work, that it is something that is ex-
tremely important. 

But I will say that, in the end, pri-
vate property rights, the protection of 
those property owners, has to be in the 
final bill, because the only way this is 
going to work is if we bring in property 
owners to be part of the solution and 
be part of recovering those species. 

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

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

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
California and I have been working to-
gether for the last several months to 
try to find common ground on the 
amendments to the Endangered Spe-
cies Act. As the chairman knows and 
many of my colleagues, I came to our 
discussions with the view that the ESA 
does not need amendment, that most of 
its problems could be fixed by addi-
tional appropriations or administrative 
changes that this administration is not 
willing to make. 

Recognizing reality, I decided to 
enter into good-faith negotiations with 
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