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hometown, and | ask you to join me to with
the chief and his officers congratulations on
their Centennial year.

——————

STEM CELL THERAPEUTIC AND
RESEARCH ACT OF 2005

HON. W. TODD AKIN

OF MISSOURI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Sunday, December 18, 2005

Mr. AKIN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
strongly support the passage of the Stem Cell
Therapeutic and Research Act of 2005. This
bill will encourage and support the most prom-
ising avenue of stem cell research available to
us today, and will do so without ending a
human life, as is required in embryonic stem
cell research. Cord blood is one the most ex-
citing areas of medical research today and
successful treatments have been developed
for a wide range of diseases, from sickle cell
anemia to leukemia.

The promise of medical research using the
stem cells found in umbilical cords is truly
amazing. Stem cells from cord blood have al-
ready resulted in treatments for at least 67 dif-
ferent human afflictions and future research
looks immensely promising. Just one example
of this is the successful treatment of numerous
children afflicted by Krabbe’s Disease. Doz-
en’s of children across the country have been
saved from an early death by cord blood
transplants. This legislation will make cord
blood more readily available to save lives and
treat numerous conditions.

This summer | had the opportunity to visit a
leading center of cord blood-based stem cell
research. The St. Louis Cord Blood Bank at
Cardinal Glennon Children’s Hospital is one of
the leaders in this field and is the second larg-
est cord blood bank in the world. It was excit-
ing to see the research being done and hear
stories about the lives that have been radically
altered by successful cord blood treatments. |
believe that the work being done by the St.
Louis Cord Blood Bank is just a taste of what
can be accomplished in the future.

While embryonic stem cell research may
draw more media attention and certainly pro-
duces many improbably optimistic promises
for the future, cord blood stem cells are al-
ready producing treatments. Embryonic stem
cell research requires the death of an innocent
embryo, but cord blood stem cells are a gift
from God that we would be irresponsible to
waste. Cord blood stem cell research has al-
ready resulted in numerous successful med-
ical treatments, and | believe that this re-
search has a bright future. The support and
coordination of cord blood banking and re-
search efforts across the country will benefit
our citizens in numerous ways in the years
ahead. | urge my colleagues to support the
Stem Cell Therapeutic and Research Act of
2005.
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MANAGEMENT OF THE MISSOURI
RIVER AND THE CROP INSUR-
ANCE PROGRAM

HON. KENNY C. HULSHOF

OF MISSOURI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Sunday, December 18, 2005

Mr. HULSHOF. Mr. Speaker, as my col-
leagues know, Federal actions that negatively
impact private property inflame the passions of
farmers. This is certainly the case for the
farmers in my district who make their living
along the Missouri River, particularly as it re-
lates to the efforts of some to create an artifi-
cial spring rise on the Missouri River.

On one side, bureaucrats and fringe special
interests—absent sound science or empirical
data—want to periodically flood the lower Mis-
souri River basin in the hopes of helping the
endangered pallid sturgeon spawn. On the
other side, concerned farmers, river stake-
holders, Missouri’s congressional delegation,
Governor Matt Blunt—just to name a few—un-
derstand that increasing river flows above the
normal river levels during a volatile time of
year—one in which farmers are most vulner-
able—will cause flooding of adjacent farmland,
infrastructure and even entire communities.
Those of us on this side of the debate know
that only sound science should be used as a
basis for our river policy, and actions meant to
help wildlife—especially actions that lack sci-
entific merit—should not take precedence over
the needs of the people who live and work
along the river.

Despite this, the Army Corps of Engineers
was compelled to include two artificial spring
rises in their 2006 operating plan for the Mis-
souri River. While the broad coalition that op-
poses this misguided spring rise fully intends
to continue fighting implementation of these
unproven and scientifically questionable spring
rises, | want to make the House aware of an
issue that we will need to address, should the
Corps move forward with spring rises in 2006.

For years now, those of us opposed to a
spring rise made the commonsense assump-
tion that the U.S. Department of Agriculture’s
Risk Management Agency would serve as a
safety net for those adversely affected by the
spring rise, providing crop insurance coverage
to those harmed by government-induced flood-
ing, such as a spring rise on the Missouri
River.

Apparently, it is the opinion of some that
this is not the case. Just this week, the Risk
Management Agency administrator stated in a
letter dated December 15, 2005, that the Risk
Management Agency “is prohibited by law
from covering crop losses due to a govern-
ment sanction release of water by the Corps
because it does not qualify as a naturally oc-
curring event.”

To me, and to those | represent who live
along the river, this policy defies logic. Com-
mon sense and basic fairness dictate that crop
insurance should cover flood damages caused
by a spring rise. From the perspective of a
farmer, it adds insult to injury for the Federal
Government to cause a flood and then refuse
to cover crop insurance damages associated
with the Government’s actions.

I'm not asking for a handout, nor are my
constituents. What | am seeking is a flood in-
surance policy relating to a spring rise that is
consistent with the Risk Management Agen-
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cy’s stated mission, to “promote, support, and
regulate sound risk management solutions to
preserve and strengthen the economic stability
of America’s agricultural producers” and to
“provide crop insurance to American pro-
ducers.”

Over the coming weeks and months, | will
be working with some of my colleagues, like
my friends Representative SKELTON and Sen-
ator TALENT to find the best, most efficient so-
lution to this obvious problem. In this effort, |
look forward to working with the administration
and the committees of jurisdiction in Congress
to remedy this situation. Likewise, | fully intend
to continue working with like-minded stake-
holders and elected officials to stop the flawed
spring rise that will cause unnecessary flood-
ing and damage for those along the Missouri
River.

——
H.R. 4581, THE EASEMENT OWNERS’
FAIR COMPENSATION CLAIMS
ACT OF 2005

HON. W. TODD AKIN

OF MISSOURI
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Sunday, December 18, 2005

Mr. AKIN. Mr. Speaker, in his first State of
the Union address, President Abraham Lincoln
said, “It is as much the duty of government to
render prompt justice against itself in favor of
citizens as it is to administer the same be-
tween private individuals.” President Lincoln
said this in reference to the United States
Court of Claims which he proposed Congress
to establish for the purpose of justly resolving
the claims of citizens against the United
States. One of the most fundamental rights we
enjoy in this nation is the right to know that
our property is free from confiscation absent
the protections of the Fifth Amendment. When
the government does confiscate a citizen’s
property, the United States Constitution re-
quires the government to provide the citizens
from whom the property is confiscated full and
fair compensation for the property that has
been taken.

A matter has come to my attention in which
the United States government falls tragically
short of meeting this obligation. | refer to those
individual property owners in St. Louis County
whose property has been confiscated by the
Federal Government for use as a public rec-
reational trail under the Federal Trails Act.
These citizens’ property was taken more than
12 years ago when it was converted to a rec-
reational trail under the Federal Trails Act, and
they have still not received compensation.
This is so despite the fact that the Justice De-
partment has admitted in a settlement agree-
ment and in numerous court pleadings that the
Federal Government has confiscated their
property and that the Fifth Amendment to the
U.S. Constitution requires that the Federal
Government pay these property owners the
fair value of the property taken. The Justice
Department and the property owners each
hired appraisers who determined the fair value
of the property and after 6 years of litigation
in the Federal Court of Claims a settlement
agreement was reached.

Yet, two days before this agreement was to
be approved by the judge, the Federal Circuit
Court of Appeals issued a decision in a Geor-
gia case called Caldwell v. United States. The
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