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that Department was established in
1849. However, it took another quarter
of a century, a ruling from the U.S. Su-
preme Court, and the protection of
Federal troops to settle the bogus land
claims and chase off overeager entre-
preneurs seeking to make profit from
the springs. Notably, the 1916 Organic
Act which established the National
Park Service mentioned only the Hot
Springs Reservation by name, even
though by that time several other na-
tional parks and monuments had been
designated by Congress. The Organic
Act placed all these units under the su-
pervision, management, and control of
the new agency.

On March 4, 1921, Congress elevated
Hot Springs to a national park status,
apparently with the personal interest
of the first director of the National
Park Service, Stephen Mather.

Bathhouse Row, the Hot Springs
street lined with opulent bathhouses
and hotels, was added to the National
Register of Historic Places on Novem-
ber 13, 1974. The most elegant of these
bathhouses, the Fordyce, has since
been adapted to use as a visitor center
and museum.

The park currently totals 5,650 acres
and attracts over 1 million visitors a
year. The park plans a 1756th anniver-
sary celebration on Friday, April 20;
and this resolution will be a fitting
commemoration of the role Hot
Springs played in National Park his-
tory.

Madam Speaker, I want to commend
and congratulate my colleague, Rep-
resentative Ross, for his commitment
and leadership on this matter. We
strongly support the passage of House
Resolution 138 and urge its adoption by
the House.

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

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

House Resolution 138 was adequately
explained by the majority, and we sup-
port this resolution and we urge its
adoption.

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

Mr. GRIJALVA. Madam Speaker, at
this time I would like to yield as much
time as he may consume to my col-
league from Arkansas (Mr. ROSS).

Mr. ROSS. Thank you, Chairman
GRIJALVA.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of House Resolution 138, a resolu-
tion honoring and recognizing the im-
portance of Hot Springs National Park
on its 1756th anniversary. I am pleased
that the entire Arkansas congressional
delegation is supporting and cospon-
soring this bipartisan bill.

April 20, 2007, will mark the 175th an-
niversary of Hot Springs National Park
in Hot Springs, Arkansas. This resolu-
tion will write into history the impor-
tant role that Hot Springs National
Park has played in the formation of
the Department of the Interior and the
National Park System.
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The very idea of setting aside special
places in the United States for the fu-
ture enjoyment of its citizens origi-
nated in Hot Springs, Arkansas, when
on April 20, 1832, President Andrew
Jackson and the United States Con-
gress established Hot Springs Reserva-
tion to protect the 47 hot springs in
Garland County, Arkansas. That year,
Hot Springs Reservation became the
first protected area in the Nation and
was the only Federal area mentioned
by name in the act that established the
National Park System.

The Hot Springs Reservation was
then officially renamed Hot Springs
National Park on March 4, 1921, becom-
ing America’s 18th national park, join-
ing many other national landmarks.

For more than 200 years, Hot Springs
National Park has remained an area of
exceptional beauty and magnificence.
People have used the hot spring water
and therapeutic baths to treat a vari-
ety of ailments, and the reservation
eventually developed into a well-
known resort nicknamed ‘‘the Amer-
ican Spa.” Well, today Hot Springs Na-
tional Park protects eight historic
bathhouses, and the Bathhouse Row
area in Hot Springs National Park is a
national historic landmark district
that contains the largest collection of
bathhouses of its kind in North Amer-
ica. It provides visitors from around
the country and the world with leisure
activities such as hiking, picnicking,
and scenic drives and remains a na-
tional treasure to be enjoyed by gen-
erations of Americans.
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Hot Springs National Park has
played a crucial role in the formation
of the United States National Park
System. I am proud to sponsor a reso-
lution commemorating its 1756th anni-
versary, and I urge my colleagues to
vote in favor of House Resolution 138
today.

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

Mr. GRIJALVA. Madam Speaker, 1
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
GRIJALVA) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 138.

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. GRIJALVA. Madam Speaker, 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 question will be
postponed.

———

MORE WATER AND MORE ENERGY
ACT OF 2007

Mr. GRIJALVA. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
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bill (H.R. 902) to facilitate the use for
irrigation and other purposes of water
produced in connection with develop-
ment of energy resources.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The text of the bill is as follows:
H.R. 902

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE, FINDINGS, AND PUR-
POSE.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘“‘More Water and More Energy Act of
2007,

(b) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds the fol-
lowing:

(1) Development of energy resources, in-
cluding oil, natural gas, coalbed methane,
and geothermal resources, frequently results
in bringing to the surface water extracted
from underground sources.

(2) Some of this produced water is used for
irrigation or other purposes, but most of it is
returned to the subsurface.

(3) Reducing the amount of produced water
returned to the subsurface, and increasing
the amount that is made available for irriga-
tion and other uses—

(A) would augment water supplies;

(B) could reduce the costs to energy devel-
opers for disposing of such water; and

(C) in some instances could increase the ef-
ficiency of energy development activities.

(4) It is in the national interest to remove
or reduce obstacles to use of produced water
for irrigation or other purposes in ways that
will not adversely affect water quality or the
environment.

(c) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this Act is to
facilitate the use of produced water for irri-
gation and other purposes without adversely
affecting water quality or the environment,
and to demonstrate ways to accomplish that
result.

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) PRODUCED WATER.—The term ‘‘produced
water” means water from an underground
source, that is brought to the surface as part
of the process of exploration for or develop-
ment of oil, natural gas, coalbed methane, or
any other substance to be used as an energy
source.

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

(3) UPPER BASIN STATES.—The term ‘‘Upper
Basin States’ means the States of Colorado,
New Mexico, Utah, and Wyoming.

(4) LOWER BASIN STATES.—The term ‘‘Lower
Basin States’” means the States of Arizona,
California, and Nevada.

SEC. 3. IDENTIFICATION OF PROBLEMS AND SO-
LUTIONS.

(a) STUDY.—The Secretary, acting through
the Commissioner of Reclamation and the
Director of the United States Geological
Survey, shall conduct a study to identify—

(1) the technical, economic, environ-
mental, legal, and other obstacles to increas-
ing the extent to which produced water can
be used for irrigation and other purposes
without adversely affecting water quality or
the environment; and

(2) the legislative, administrative, and
other actions that could reduce or eliminate
such obstacles.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than one year after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall report to the Committee on
Resources of the House of Representatives
and the Committee on Energy and Natural
Resources of the Senate regarding the re-
sults of the study required by this section.
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SEC. 4. IMPLEMENTATION.

(a) GRANTS.—Within existing authorities
and subject to the availability of funds ap-
propriated for the purpose, the Secretary
shall provide financial assistance for the de-
velopment of facilities to demonstrate the
feasibility, effectiveness, and safety of proc-
esses to increase the extent to which pro-
duced water may be recovered and made
suitable for use for irrigation, municipal or
industrial uses, or other purposes without
adversely affecting water quality or the en-
vironment.

(b) LIMITATIONS.—Assistance under this
section—

(1) shall be provided for—

(A) at least one project in one of the Upper
Basin States other than New Mexico;

(B) at least one project in either New Mex-
ico or one of the Lower Basin States other
than California;

(C) at least one project in California; and

(D) at least one project in Texas;

(2) shall not exceed $1,000,000 for any
project;

(3) shall be used to pay not more than 50
percent of the total cost of a project;

(4) shall not be used for operation or main-
tenance of any facility; and

(5) may be in addition to assistance pro-
vided by the United States pursuant to other
provisions of law.

SEC. 5. CONSULTATION,

MENTS.

In implementing this Act, including prepa-
ration of the report required by section 3 and
the establishment of criteria to be used in
connection with award of financial assist-
ance pursuant to section 4, the Secretary
shall—

(1) consult with the Secretary of Energy,
the Administrator of the Environmental
Protection Agency, and appropriate Gov-
ernors and local officials;

(2) review any relevant information devel-
oped in connection with research carried out
by others, including research carried out
pursuant to section 999 of Public Law 109-58,
and to the extent the Secretary considers ad-
visable include such information in the re-
port required by section 3;

(3) seek the advice of individuals with rel-
evant professional or academic expertise and
of companies or individuals with industrial
experience, particularly experience related
to production of oil, natural gas, or other en-
ergy resources, including geothermal re-
sources; and

(4) solicit comments and suggestions from
the public.

SEC. 6. RELATION TO OTHER LAWS.

Nothing in this Act shall be construed as
superseding, modifying, abrogating, or lim-
iting—

(1) the effect of any State law or any inter-
state authority or compact with regard to
any use of water or the regulation of water
quantity or quality; or

(2) the applicability or effect of any Fed-
eral law or regulation.

SEC. 7. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.
There are authorized to be appropriated—
(1) $1,000,000 to implement section 3; and
(2) $5,000,000 to implement section 4.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. GRIJALVA) and the gen-
tleman from New Mexico (Mr. PEARCE)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GRIJALVA. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days to re-

ADVICE, AND COM-
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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 Arizona?

There was no objection.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I would like to com-
mend our colleague, Representative
MARK UDALL, for his hard work on this
issue.

As many of us know, clean water is
one of the most precious commodities
in the West. The bill before us, H.R.
902, has a promise of providing more
clean water to western communities.

In oil and gas fields with thousands
of producing wells, millions of gallons
of so-called produced water will be
brought to the surface along with oil or
gas. To those who operate oil and gas
wells, produced water is a waste prod-
uct. In some cases, the produced water
can be injected into the wells to force
more oil to the surface. If the water
quality is good enough, a well operator
might be allowed to discharge the
water down the nearest stream, but
there may also be opportunities to
treat the water and make it useful for
irrigation or even domestic purposes.
H.R. 902 authorizes a study of the op-
portunities and the obstacles to bene-
ficial and environmentally safe use of
this produced water.

I again commend Mr. UDALL for his
hard work on this legislation. In the
109th Congress, the Subcommittee on
Water and Power held a hearing on
similar legislation. This legislation
was subsequently passed by the House.
I urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting this legislation.

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

Mr. PEARCE. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I am here to support H.R. 902 intro-
duced by the gentleman from Colorado
(Mr. UDALL). I have cosponsored legis-
lation authorizing the Department of
the Interior to study the potential use
of extracted water from oil and gas
production for irrigation and other
purposes.

It will not surprise anyone in this
Chamber that water is the most impor-
tant resource in the West. Water is the
lifeblood of the American West and the
foundation of its economy. Yet it is
also the scarcest resource in some of
the fastest-growing areas of the coun-
try. But we can go beyond that and de-
clare that water is the most strategic
asset in the entire world. It may sur-
prise some in this Chamber that the
potential source of good-quality water
lies just beneath the surface and is
being wasted every day.

During the process of oil and gas de-
velopment, approximately 924 billion
gallons of water is extracted through-
out the year, with most of that water
being pumped back underground. Some
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significant share of that water is al-
ready being used for irrigation and
livestock watering, but converting just
1 percent more of that total to addi-
tional beneficial use would yield over
75 billion gallons of more usable water
for irrigation, ranching, fish and wild-
life enhancement, stream augmenta-
tion or drinking water. The produced
water that contains the lowest con-
centration of total dissolved solids, or
TDS, less than 10,000 parts per million,
is found in the western United States
where water is a critical resource.

Often the largest hurdle to beneficial
use of water produced from oil and gas
production is finding the technology to
accomplish water treatment in a cost-
effective manner. Water treatment
must compete with the lower-cost op-
tion of deep well injection. And while
deep well injection is the most environ-
mentally sound method of disposal, it
forgoes the opportunity to use millions
of gallons as a resource.

Beneficial use of this water in these
arid environments will be a win-win
situation for the energy industry,
water consumers, and oil and gas con-
sumers. This legislation will facilitate
the potential use of this abundant
water for irrigation uses and other ben-
eficial purposes. It could potentially
help us find new water from what is
now a virtually untapped water re-
source.

I thank the gentleman from Colorado
for introducing this legislation, and
urge my colleagues to support the bill.

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

Mr. GRIJALVA. Madam Speaker, I
yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. ED-
WARDS).

Mr. EDWARDS. Madam Speaker, let
me begin by first thanking the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GRIJALVA)
for his excellent explanation of what is
in this bill. I will not repeat all of the
details of this bill, but the bottom line
of this legislation is that America
needs energy, America needs clean en-
ergy, and America needs clean water.

My district in central and north
Texas basically is in the heart of one of
the largest natural gas fields in Amer-
ican history, the Barnett Shale, and we
are blessed to be in that situation
where we are producing natural gas for
not only Texas citizens, but families
and businesses throughout the country.

Natural gas is one of the cleanest
forms of energy for this country to run
our factories and to heat our homes.
Because it is priced on a regional basis
rather than on a world basis, every
extra thousand cubic feet of natural
gas we can produce is going to make
America more competitive in the world
market by bringing those prices down.

This legislation is going to help us
continue utilizing great natural re-
sources such as the Barnett Shale by
establishing pilot projects whereby we
can learn how to more efficiently recy-
cle the massive amounts of water that
are used to, in effect, crack the shale,
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divide the shale where this Barnett
Shale field exists.

It is estimated that one well alone
can require 3% to 5 million gallons of
water to basically break up that shale
so we can bring the natural gas to the
surface and utilize it in our homes and
businesses. Right now much of that
water is either being injected back
down into the earth or literally carted
away at great expense to be disposed of
at other sites.

What a great benefit to the natural
gas industry and families and busi-
nesses and communities all across
America if we can recycle that water in
an environmentally friendly way for
the benefit of our farmers and ranch-
ers, for the benefit of local commu-
nities that could use that water.

Seldom do we see in this House and
on this floor a bill that businesses, the
oil and gas industry, and environ-
mentalists can be behind. I commend
the gentleman and his coauthor, the
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. UDALL),
for having developed this legislation. It
is nice to see bipartisanship on the
floor of the House.

This is good for America. It does
what its title says, More Water, More
Energy. That is what this bill is all
about. That is why I enthusiastically
support it.

I want to thank the gentleman from
Colorado for agreeing to my request to
add Texas to the possible list of pilot
sites for this project. Again, the home
of the Barnett Shale in Texas is, I
think, the largest producing gas field
today. I think it is appropriate that
Texas be included in this list of poten-
tial pilot projects. This is good legisla-
tion not just for Texans, it is good for
America.

I thank the gentleman and all of
those involved who put this legislation
together.

Mr. PEARCE. Madam Speaker, many
times people have asked exactly how
does this work on the ground. For in-
stance, in my home county of Lea
County, New Mexico, we have the
Ogallala Aquifer. We are right at the
very edge of it. And in the 50 years we
have been pumping out of the aquifer,
we have used about 50 percent of the
water that is available to us. There is
no surface water available, only that
aquifer water is available. We have
used 50 percent of it, and it would take
1,900 years to recharge what has been
used, and so we understand that we are
on the downward slide for having water
available to us.

In Lea County, New Mexico, we
produce over 150,000 barrels of water
yearly, and that water is reinjected. If
that water were available to be cleaned
up, that water would be available for
development, industry and jobs. It is a
very important thing.

The county right next is Eddy Coun-
ty. Water is produced there that is
fresher than water in the Pecos River,
and yet law and regulation requires the
disposal of that water back down into
salt zones. Everyone in the West under-
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stands that at some point we are going
to go back and repump that water to
the surface, this time for use as water.
Right now it is free at the surface. It is
a by-product of the oil and gas explo-
ration, and yet we are required to put
that water back down into wells, into
the salt zones, where it is going to be
very much harder to clean up the next
time we use it.

So this bill represents a great oppor-
tunity for us to take a step forward to
benefit the industry in the West, to
benefit the residents of the West, and
to help lower the cost of production of
oil and gas. It seems to be a win-win
situation every way that we look at it.

I compliment the gentleman from
Texas and the gentleman from Colo-
rado for introducing this legislation.

Mr. UDALL of Colorado, Madam Speaker, |
rise in support of my bill, H.R. 902, the “More
Water and More Energy Act, and to express
my thanks to Chairman RAHALL and Ranking
Member DON YOUNG of the Natural Resources
Committee for making it possible for the
House to consider it today.

The bill's purpose is to facilitate the use of
water produced in connection with develop-
ment of energy resources for irrigation and
other uses in ways that will not adversely af-
fect water quality or the environment.

It is similar to a bill | introduced in the 109th
Congress that passed the House last year but
on which the Senate did not complete legisla-
tive action. It is cosponsored by Representa-
tive PEARCE of New Mexico, who is the rank-
ing Republican member on the Natural Re-
sources Committee’s Subcommittee on En-
ergy and Mineral Resources and also by Rep-
resentative EDWARDS of Texas. | greatly ap-
preciate their support.

| think the bill may help change an energy-
industry problem into an opportunity, not just
for oil and gas producers but for everyone
else who would benefit from increased sup-
plies of useable water.

Especially in the arid west, that covers ev-
eryone—not least our hard-pressed ranchers
and farmers.

The focus of the bill is the underground
water extracted in connection with develop-
ment of energy sources like oil, natural gas or
coalbed methane. It would do two things:

First, it would direct the Bureau of Reclama-
tion and the USGS to identify the obstacles to
greater use of produced water and the how
those obstacles could be reduced or elimi-
nated without adversely affecting water quality
or the environment.

Second, it would provide for Federal help in
building 3 pilot plants to demonstrate ways to
treat produced water to make it suitable for ir-
rigation or other uses, again without adversely
affecting water quality or the environment.

At least one of these pilot plants would be
in Colorado, Utah, or Wyoming. At least one
would be in New Mexico, Arizona or Nevada.
And there would be at least one each in Cali-
fornia and Texas. This is to assure that, to-
gether, the plants would demonstrate tech-
niques applicable to a variety of geologic and
other conditions.

Under the bill, the federal government could
pay up to half the cost of building each plant,
but no more than $1 million for any one plant.
No federal funds could be used for operating
the plants.
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The bil’'s goal is reflected in its title—the
“More Water and More Energy Act of 2006.”

The extent of its potential benefits was
shown by the testimony of Mr. David Templet
at a hearing on the similar bill of mine the
House considered last year.

Mr. Templet testified in support of that bill
on behalf of the Domestic Petroleum Council
and several other groups, including the Colo-
rado Oil & Gas Association. He noted that pro-
duced water is the most abundant byproduct
associated with the production of oil and gas,
with about 18 billion barrels being generated
by onshore wells in 1995.

And he pointed out that if only an additional
1 percent of that total could be put to bene-
ficial use, the result would be to make over 75
billion gallons annually available for use for ir-
rigation or other agriculture, municipal pur-
poses, or to benefit fish and wildlife.

Now, remember that in the west we usually
measure water by the acre-foot—the amount
that would cover an acre to the depth of one
foot—and an acre-foot is about 32,8560 gal-
lons, so an additional 75 billion gallons is
more than 230,000 acre feet—more water, in-
deed.

And at the same time making produced
water available for surface uses, instead of
just reinjecting it into the subsurface, can help
increase the production of oil and gas.

At last year's hearing, this was illustrated by
the testimony of Dr. David Stewart, a reg-
istered professional engineer from Colorado.
He cited the example of an oil field in Cali-
fornia from which an estimated additional 150
million barrels of oil could be recovered if
water were removed from the subsurface res-
ervoir. And he pointed out that where oil re-
covery is thermally enhanced, a reduced
amount of underground water means less
steam—and so less cost—is needed to re-
cover the oil.

The potential for having both more water
and more energy is also illustrated by the ex-
ample of a project near Wellington, Colorado,
that treats produced water as a new water re-
source. | had the opportunity to visit it just last
week, and found it very interesting.

An oil company is embarking on the project
to increase oil production while a separate
company will purchase the produced water to
supplement existing supplies, eventually allow-
ing the town of Wellington and other water
users in the area to have increased water for
drinking and other purposes.

In view of its potential for leading to both
“more water” and “more energy” | was
pleased but not surprised that last year the
Administration, through the Interior Depart-
ment, testified that it “agrees that the goals of
the bill are commendable and the needs that
could be addressed are real” and that the
roles the bill would assign to the Bureau of
Reclamation and the USGS are consistent
with the missions and expertise of those agen-
cies.

In view of all this, Madam Speaker, | submit
that this bill—and its promise of helping pro-
vide our country with both more water and
more energy—deserves the support of the
House, and | urge its approval.

Mr. PEARCE. Madam Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Madam Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
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the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
GRIJALVA) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 902.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

TAUNTON, MASSACHUSETTS,
SPECIAL RESOURCES STUDY ACT

Mr. GRIJALVA. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 1021) to direct the Secretary
of the Interior to conduct a special re-
sources study regarding the suitability
and feasibility of designating certain
historic buildings and areas in Taun-
ton, Massachusetts, as a unit of the Na-
tional Park System, and for other pur-
poses.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1021

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 ‘“‘Taunton,
Massachusetts Special Resources Study
Act”.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds the following:

(1) The city of Taunton, Massachusetts, is
home to 9 distinct historic districts, with
more than 600 properties on the National
Register of Historic Places. Included among
these districts are the Church Green Historic
District, the Courthouse Historic District,
the Taunton Green Historic District, and the
Reed and Barton Historic District.

(2) All of these districts include buildings
and building facades of great historical, cul-
tural, and architectural value.

(3) Taunton Green is the site where the
Sons of Liberty first raised the Liberty and
Union Flag in 1774, an event that helped to
spark a popular movement, culminating in
the American Revolution, and Taunton citi-
zens have been among the first to volunteer
for America’s subsequent wars.

(4) Robert Treat Paine, a citizen of Taun-
ton, and the first Attorney General of Massa-
chusetts, was a signer of the Declaration of
Independence.

(6) Taunton was a leading community in
the Industrial Revolution, and its industrial
area has been the site of many innovations
in such industries as silver manufacture,
paper manufacture, and ship building.

(6) The landscaping of the Courthouse
Green was designed by Frederick Law
Olmsted, who also left landscaping ideas and
plans for other areas in the city which have
great value and interest as historical ar-
chives and objects of future study.

(7) Main Street, which connects many of
the historic districts, is home to the Taun-
ton City Hall and the Leonard Block build-
ing, 2 outstanding examples of early 19th
Century American architecture, as well as
many other historically and architecturally
significant structures.

(8) The city and people of Taunton have
preserved many artifacts, gravesites, and im-
portant documents dating back to 1638 when
Taunton was founded.

(9) Taunton was and continues to be an im-
portant destination for immigrants from Eu-
rope and other parts of the world who have
helped to give Southeastern Massachusetts
its unique ethnic character.
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SEC. 3. STUDY.

The Secretary, in consultation with the
appropriate State historic preservation offi-
cers, State historical societies, the city of
Taunton, and other appropriate organiza-
tions, shall conduct a special resources study
regarding the suitability and feasibility of
designating certain historic buildings and
areas in Taunton, Massachusetts, as a unit of
the National Park System. The study shall
be conducted and completed in accordance
with section 8(c) of Public Law 91-383 (16
U.S.C. 1la-5(c)) and shall include analysis,
documentation, and determinations regard-
ing whether the historic areas in Taunton—

(1) can be managed, curated, interpreted,
restored, preserved, and presented as an or-
ganic whole under management by the Na-
tional Park Service or under an alternative
management structure;

(2) have an assemblage of natural, historic,
and cultural resources that together rep-
resent distinctive aspects of American herit-
age worthy of recognition, conservation, in-
terpretation, and continuing use;

(3) reflect traditions, customs, beliefs, and
historical events that are valuable parts of
the national story;

(4) provide outstanding opportunities to
conserve natural, historic, cultural, archi-
tectural, or scenic features;

(b) provide outstanding recreational and
educational opportunities; and

(6) can be managed by the National Park
Service in partnership with residents, busi-
ness interests, nonprofit organizations, and
State and local governments to develop a
unit of the National Park System consistent
with State and local economic activity.

SEC. 4. REPORT.

Not later than 3 fiscal years after the date
on which funds are first made available for
this Act, the Secretary shall submit to the
Committee on Natural Resources of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Energy and Natural Resources of the Sen-
ate a report on the findings, conclusions, and
recommendations of the study required
under section 3.

SEC. 5. PRIVATE PROPERTY.

The recommendations in the report sub-
mitted pursuant to section 4 shall include
discussion and consideration of the concerns
expressed by private landowners with respect
to designating certain structures referred to
in this Act as a unit of the National Park
System.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GRIJALVA. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may 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 Arizona?

There was no objection.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, H.R. 1021 directs the
Secretary of the Interior to conduct a
special resources study to determine if
certain historic buildings and areas in
Taunton, Massachusetts, are suitable
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and feasible for designation as a unit of
the National Park System. The bill
was introduced by the gentleman from
Massachusetts, Mr. BARNEY FRANK.

Taunton is a city rich in cultural and
historic resources. The city is home to
nine historic districts, with more than
600 properties on the National Registry
of Historic Places. A comprehensive
study of these resources will help to de-
termine if inclusion within the Na-
tional Park System is appropriate.
This study will be completed in con-
sultation with the State historic pres-
ervation officer, State Historical Soci-
ety, and the city of Taunton and other
appropriate organizations.

Madam Speaker, I want to congratu-
late Representative FRANK for his ef-
forts on behalf of this legislation and
this community. I would note that
identical legislation was approved by
the House in the last Congress, and we
urge our colleagues to support the
measure today.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.
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Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Madam Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

H.R. 1021 has been adequately ex-
plained by the majority, and we have
no objection to this legislation. We
also have no other speakers.

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

Mr. GRIJALVA. Madam Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
GRIJALVA) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1021.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

NATURAL RESOURCE PROTECTION
COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT ACT

Mr. GRIJALVA. Madam Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 658) to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior to enter into co-
operative agreements to protect nat-
ural resources of units of the National
Park System through collaborative ef-
forts on land inside and outside of
units of the National Park System, and
for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 658

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 ‘‘Natural Re-
source Protection Cooperative Agreement
Act”.
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