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Thank you for your efforts. We are in full
support of this legislation.
HANK MCKELWAY, PH.D.,
President, Kentucky Organization
of Professional Archaeologists.

Maryland

Please include my name on the list of sup-
porters of the Cultural Heritage Assistance
Partenrship Act. Thank you and good luck.
If there is anything further that I can do on
an individual level, please feel free to con-
tact me. I will be happy to provide whatever
assistance I can.

PATRICK LANG,
Historian,
Bethesda, MD.
New York

I would very much like to support your ef-
forts in the introduction of this bill. There
are numerous ‘‘heritage areas’ in New York
State and throughout the United States
which the Cultural Heritage Resources Part-
nership Act will aid in preserving.

SUSAN WINCHELL-SWEENEY,
Secretary,
New York State Archaeological Association.

I would like to support your efforts in the
introduction of this bill. It will serve as im-
portant in the effort to preserve our cultural
heritage in the United States.

MARIE-LORRAINE PIPES,

Zooarchaeologist,
Victor, NY.
Virginia
Please include the Historic Staunton

Foundation as a supporter of the bill. We are
a local non-profit org. that could certainly
use technical support of the NPS. Thanks
FRANK STRASSLER,
Ezxecutive Director,
Historic Staunton Foundation, Staunton, VA.
OVERVIEW OF CULTURAL HERITAGE
ASSISTANCE PARTNERSHIP ACT
(By Representative Mark Udall)

Background and Need: Our nation’s cul-
tural heritage is a diverse array of natural,
historical, cultural, scenic, and recreational
resources. The hallmark of these treasures is
that they are authentic. Together they de-
fine an area or region’s distinct character.
Communities increasingly recognize their
cultural heritage as a valuable resource,
both esthetically and economically. Cultural
heritage tourism is now a $50 billion segment
of the $600 billion US travel industry. Yet no
Federal agency has the role of coordinating
the many government programs that could
assist the cultural heritage programs being
developed by States, tribes, local govern-
ments and private organizations.

Program: The legislation would establish a
Cultural Heritage Assistance Partnership
Program within the National Park Service
to coordinate Federal programs and to pro-
vide information, technical assistance and
grants to States, Indian tribes, local govern-
ments and non-profit organizations. In turn
it would also provide Federal agencies with
opportunities to benefit from the knowledge
and experience of their non-Federal, cultural
heritage partners.

Federal Coordination: To carry out the
purposes of the Partnership Program, the
Act would establish a Federal Coordinating
Council composed of the heads of 11 Federal
departments and agencies. The Secretary of
the Interior would serve as chair. The pur-
poses of the Council are to:

Identify Federal programs that can assist
the Partnership Program;

Establish methods to collaborate together
and with other governmental and nongovern-
mental entities on cultural heritage pro-
grams and projects;
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Find ways to cut red tape and increase effi-
ciencies in delivering services under existing
Federal programs to States, Indian Tribes,
local governments, and private organiza-
tions; and

Assure that the Partnership Program is re-
sponsive to the diverse needs of commu-
nities, from urban centers to remote rural
areas, and are balanced in outreach and
funding.

Citizens Advisory Committee: The legisla-
tion establishes an 11 member Citizens Advi-
sory Committee appointed by the Secretary
of the Interior to provide independent advice
from the private sector to the Partnership
Program and the Federal Coordinating Coun-
cil. Members would be chosen for 5 year
terms from among individuals who represent
a range of technical expertise as well as
broad based interests in cultural heritage re-
sources, heritage areas, heritage tourism and
related economic and community develop-
ment.

Partnerships: In carrying out the Partner-
ship Program, the Secretary of the Interior
would coordinate with and seek the partici-
pation of organizations and agencies in-
volved in heritage areas and related cultural
heritage tourism and economic and commu-
nity development, including:

(1) Private sector non-profit organizations.

(2) Educational and training institutions.

(3) Professional societies and trade associa-
tions.

(4) State and local government agencies
and affiliated organizations.

(5) Indian tribes and tribal organizations.

(6) Other offices and programs within the
National Park Service, including Units of
the National Park System.

(7) Federal agencies, including agencies
not represented on the Federal Coordinating
Council, and Federal organizations such as
Coastal America and the National Rural De-
velopment Council; and

(8) International agencies and organiza-
tions.

Information, Technical Assistance, and
Awards. The Partnership Program would
provide information and technical assistance
on cultural heritage resources and activities,
including heritage areas, heritage tourism
and related economic and community devel-
opment. The information would be available
electronically on the World Wide Web. Tech-
nical assistance would include developing
models of cultural heritage partnership
agreements; holding workshops, conferences,
training and public meetings; developing
guidance on ways to access Federal pro-
grams; and coordinating meetings with Fed-
eral agencies and non-federal partners. An
awards program would be established to rec-
ognize exemplary projects or programs that
carry out the purposes of this Act.

Grants. The legislation authorizes the Sec-
retary of the Interior to make grants, on a
competitive basis, to States, Indian tribes,
local governments and nonprofit organiza-
tions. Annual funding for the grants is
capped at $9 million. No applicant could re-
ceive more than $50,000 in grants in any fis-
cal year, and all grants must be matched on
a 50 percent basis. All grant recipients must
have at least one partner who also contrib-
utes facilities, supplies or services for the
project. Priority would be given to projects
that have more than two entities who con-
tribute facilities, supplies or services or
projects representing a broad base of inter-
ests that can increase community involve-
ment.

Types of Projects: Among the types of
projects that may be funded are projects
that:

(1) Develop plans, programs, training, and
informational materials relating to the de-
velopment, management or interpretation of
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cultural heritage resources and heritage
areas or potential heritage areas;

(2) Create innovative projects that address
natural resource conservation, environ-
mental education, outdoor recreation, eco-
nomic revitalization, archaeology, historic,
scenic and cultural preservation, and the
arts, humanities and folklore;

(3) Carry out cultural heritage activities in
conjunction with libraries, museums and
schools

(4) Improve the organizational and man-
agement capacity of cultural heritage orga-
nizations and agencies;

(5) Create or implement innovative ways to
combine historic property restoration and
conservation with economic and community
development;

(6) Provide electronic access, including
equipment and training, especially in rural
or underserved urban communities, to pro-
mote cultural heritage activities or heritage
areas;

(7) Develop alliances among heritage areas
within a State and among the States;

(8) Share information with other nations
on cultural heritage programs in the United
States; and

(9) Develop programs for collecting infor-
mation on cultural heritage activities and
resources in other nations that might serve
as models for similar activities in the United
States.

Report: The legislation directs the Sec-
retary of the Interior to prepare a report to
Congress within 4 years of enactment that
describes the accomplishments of Partner-
ship Program; identifies any problems that
were encountered in implementing the provi-
sions of this Act; and recommends any
changes are needed in the Partnership Pro-
gram, including amendments to the Act.

Definitions: Standard definitions are pro-
vided for terms used throughout the Act.
The term ‘‘Heritage Area’ is defined as ‘‘a
discrete geographic area or region (including
trails, corridors, rivers, and watersheds) des-
ignated by Federal, State, tribal or local leg-
islation or executive action and having a dis-
tinctive sense of place embodied in its his-
toric buildings, communities, traditions, cul-
tural and natural features.”

Annual Funding: In addition to the $9 mil-
lion authorized annually to be appropriated
for the grants program, the $500,000 is au-
thorized for information and technical as-
sistance and $500,000 for program administra-
tion.

———

RECOGNITION OF “STAMP OUT
HUNGER” FOOD DRIVE

HON. STEPHEN HORN

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, May 16, 2001

Mr. HORN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to rec-
ognize the men and women of the United
States Postal Service for their tireless efforts
on behalf of the “Stamp Out Hunger” pro-
gram. On Saturday May 12th letter carriers in
all 50 states, the District of Columbia, Puerto
Rico, the Virgin Islands and Guam collected
food donations from postal customers along
their routes in what has become the largest
volunteer effort in America.

Saturday’s collection marks the ninth con-
secutive year that the National Association of
Letter Carriers, in conjunction with the Postal
Service and Campbell's Soup, has conducted
this food drive. The nationwide effort began
with a generous donation of one million
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pounds of food from Campbell’'s Soup. Since
the “Stamp Out Hunger” program’s inception
nearly 400 million pounds of food have been
collected and distributed to hundreds of local
food banks and pantries. The food drive
comes at a critical time to help food banks
and pantries restock their bare shelves that
have emptied from the winter months.

| commend the thousands of letter carriers
and the millions of postal customers that con-
tributed to the success of this years “Stamp
Out Hunger” food drive. These individuals can
should be proud knowing that their contribu-
tions will make a difference.

———————

RECOGNIZING ANN BANCROFT
HON. BILL LUTHER

OF MINNESOTA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, May 16, 2001

Mr. LUTHER. Mr. Speaker, my home state
of Minnesota is proud of its strong and historic
pioneer spirit. The often-brutal winters of Min-
nesota that early inhabitants endured, how-
ever, are no match for the icy tundra of Ant-
arctica, recently traversed by a woman from
Scandia, Minnesota.

Ann Bancroft is the first woman ever to
cross the ice to the North and South Poles.
She dogsledded 1,000 miles to the North Pole
as the only female member of the Steger Ex-
pedition and led the 67-day American Wom-
en’s Expedition to the South Pole on skis. Not
content with these outstanding achievements,
she also founded and led the nonprofit Ann
Bancroft Foundation, dedicated to celebrating
the successes of women and girls.

In the true spirit of a pioneer, Ms. Bancroft
not only crossed geographic boundaries, but
she traveled across gender barriers as well to
become an inspiration for women and girls
around the globe. Her work continues to cele-
brate the potential and the victories of women
every day. | want to take this opportunity to
recognize Ann Bancroft for her bravery not
only to go where no woman has gone before,
but also for encouraging young women to
reach for their own dreams.

——————

HUMAN RIGHTS PROBLEMS IN
KAZAKHSTAN

HON. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, May 16, 2001

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, |
rise today to call attention to the lamentable
human rights situation in Kazakhstan. On April
4, in a meeting with Kanat Saudabaev,
Kazakhstan’s new Ambassador to Wash-
ington, | welcomed his desire for cooperation
and his willingness to improve his country’s
image, but | emphasized that Kazakhstan's
reputation has indeed been badly tarnished
and that concrete actions, not implausible
pledges of democratization, were necessary.
Considering the recent political trends in that
important Central Asian country, | would like to
share with my colleagues a number of the
concerns | raised with  Ambassador
Saudabaev.

As a Washington Post editorial pointed out
on May 1, President Nursultan Nazarbaev has
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recently been intensifying his longstanding
campaign of repression against the political
opposition, independent media, and civil soci-
ety. Especially alarming is the escalation in
the level of brutality. In the last few months,
several opposition activists have been as-
saulted. Platon Pak of the “Azamat” Party was
stabbed on February 7. Fortunate to survive,
he said his attackers told him to “deliver their
message to the head of his political party.” On
March 1, Ms. Gulzhan Yergalieva, the Deputy
Head of the opposition “People’s Congress of
Kazakhstan” and a well-known journalist,
was—along with her husband and son—at-
tacked and robbed in her home. Prior to these
incidents, both opposition parties strongly criti-
cized the Kazakh Government's running of an
electoral reform working group. In late Feb-
ruary, Alexandr Shushannikov, the chairman
of the East Kazakhstan branch of the “Lad”
Slavic Movement, was beaten by unknown as-
sailants in the town of Ust-Kamenogorsk.

Less violent harassment of the opposition
has continued unabated. Amirzhan Kosanov,
the Acting Head of the Executive Committee
of the opposition Republican People’s Party of
Kazakhstan (RNPK), found threatening graffiti
in the stairwells of his apartment building, on
the doors of his apartment, and on neigh-
boring buildings on March 17. Later that night,
hooligans threw rocks at the windows of the
apartment of Almira Kusainova, the RNPK'’s
Press Secretary. In one case, a large rock
shattered one of the windows.

To add insult to injury, Mr. Kosanov has
been barred from leaving Kazakhstan. He is
the former Press Secretary of Akezhan
Kazhegeldin, Kazakhstan's former Prime Min-
ister and now the exiled head of the RNPK.
Claiming Mr. Kosanov had access to ‘“state
secrets,” the authorities have confiscated his
passport—even  though he had left
Kazakhstan many times before. To round out
the campaign against Mr. Kosanov, a series of
articles and reports in pro-government media
have accused him of adultery and pedophilia.

In addition, Pyotr Afanasenko and Satzhan
Ibrayev, two RNPK members who were Mr.
Kazhegeldin's bodyguards, were sentenced in
April 2000 to three years in prison for a weap-
ons offense; an appeals court upheld the con-
victions. The OSCE Center in Almaty has stat-
ed that it considers the charges to be political
in nature. Moreover, these two individuals, as
former members of the security forces, should
be in special prisons instead of being incarcer-
ated among the general prison population,
where they are in danger.

Along with the targeting of opposition activ-
ists, the ongoing crackdown on freedom of the
press has continued. Most media outlets have
long been under the direct or indirect control
of members of the president’s family, leaving
independent and opposition media under con-
stant pressure and at serious risk. After the
opposition weekly XXIst Century printed arti-
cles last October about alleged corruption by
President Nazarbaev, the publication’s editor,
Bigeldy Gabdullin, was charged with “harming
the honor and dignity of the President.” On
April 3, Yermurat Bapi, editor of the opposition
weekly SolDat, was convicted of “publicly in-
sulting the dignity and honor of the President.”
The court also ordered that the print run of
SolDat in which the offending article appeared
be destroyed.

Mr. Bapi, who was sentenced to one year in
jail and ordered to pay $280 in court ex-
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penses, was immediately pardoned under a
presidential amnesty. Still, his conviction re-
mains on the books, which will prevent him
from traveling abroad, among other restric-
tions. Mr. Bapi is appealing the verdict. As for
Mr. Gabdullin, the prosecutor’s office issued a
press release on April 6 stating that it had
dropped the case against him due to “the ab-
sence of [a] crime,” although his newspaper
has not yet received formal confirmation.

While both editors are currently at liberty, as
the Committee to Protect Journalists (CPJ)
points out, their newspapers cannot publish in
Kazakhstan because local printers will not risk
angering local officials. In an April 17 letter to
President Nazarbaev, CPJ concluded that “we
remain deeply concerned about your govern-
ment's frequent use of politically-motivated
criminal charges to harass opposition journal-
ists” and called on him “to create an atmos-
phere in which all journalists may work without
fear of reprisal.”

Apart from intimidating individual journalists
and publications, Kazakhstan's authorities
have taken legal action to restrict freedom of
speech. The country’s Senate on April 17 ap-
proved a draft media law that limits the re-
transmission of foreign programs and will also
subject Internet web pages to the same con-
trols as print media. Moreover, media outlets
can be held responsible for news not obtained
from official sources. In other words, if the
New York Times or CNN runs stories
Kazakhstan's leadership finds distasteful,
Kazakh media outlets risk legal sanction for
re-running those reports. Considering the on-
going investigations by the U.S. Department of
Justice into  high-level  corruption in
Kazakhstan, it is easy to draw inferences
about what kinds of stories the authorities
would eagerly spike. Indeed, although Mr.
Gabdullin and Bapi were formally prosecuted
for articles in their newspapers, both had also
previously signed an open letter, published in
the January 15 edition of Roll Call, expressing
their support for the investigation.

Mr. Speaker, Kazakh authorities have also
stepped up harassment of NGOS. The OSCE
Center in Almaty, the Washington-based Na-
tional Democratic Institute (NDI), and
Internews-Kazakhstan had jointly organized
public forums in 9 regions of Kazakhstan to
educate local citizens, media, and interested
parties about the proposed amendments to
the media law. After the law’'s passage, local
organizers of these Forums on Mass Media
were called in to the Procuracy for “conversa-
tions.” Other government agencies which took
part in this intimidation were the Tax Police
and the Financial Police.

According to OSCE sources, the authorities
offered local NGOs “friendly” advice about not
working with the OSCE and NDI. In Atyrau,
one NGO contacted by the Financial Police
did not even participate in these forums but
that did not stop the police from sending a
written request for information on “whether or
not your organization had contacts with the
OSCE or NDI in 2000-2001.” Clearly, the au-
thorities are singling out NGOs which maintain
contacts with the OSCE and NDI and warning
them about the possible consequences. In
some instances, the authorities have made
good on the implied threat and opened tax in-
vestigations into NGOs, seizing their docu-
ments and even computers, as happened in
Almaty and Karaganda. This campaign is a
blatant attack on the activities of the OSCE, of
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