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this new requirement. So that is the
one area of disagreement we have.

I compliment the staff, the ranking
member’s, Ms. JOHNSON—I don’t see her
here today—Mr. OBERSTAR, and the
gentleman from Arkansas (Mr.
B00ZMAN) for their leadership on this
issue, and I hope we can proceed. And I
hope that even if this does pass today
with that provision, that we can work
with the other body and make the
basic provisions of this legislation the
law of the land and improve our infra-
structure.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 3 minutes to the distinguished
gentleman from Oregon (Mr.
BLUMENAUER), a former member of the
Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure, an adjunct member of the
committee.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I prefer, Mr.
Chairman, to think of myself as an as-
sociate member of the committee. It is
a source of great pride and interest for
me to have served under your leader-
ship for 12 years on that committee
and with EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON on
this subcommittee.

I rise in support of this bill today. I
take modest exception to my good
friend from Florida talking about the
problems of prevailing wage. We have
only to look at Louisiana and New Or-
leans, and the post-Katrina debacle
where we suspended Davis-Bacon, What
happened? The work was done for peo-
ple literally who were working in many
cases for barely minimum wage, there
was all sorts of money involved went to
subcontracts and we had a lot of shod-
dy workmanship.

In my State, the voters took this on
directly, voting 60/40 to have a State
prevailing wage. This protects working
men and women and helps provide bet-
ter quality of workmanship on these
critical projects. We need the best
workmanship, and we need this bill.

Our Nation’s water infrastructure
has grown while funding has declined.
The American Society of Civil Engi-
neers came out with their 5-year report
card, and guess what—water infra-
structure: D-minus. And some would
say they were grading on a curve.

We have massive needs in the fore-
seeable future, and the Water Quality
Investment Act is an important step
towards meeting those needs. It recog-
nizes the challenges we face and will
provide communities with new tools to
cope with them.

I particularly appreciate the support
for green infrastructure and the gen-
eral movement towards a more sustain-
able system, both fiscally and environ-
mentally. Green infrastructure often
involves nonstructural approaches that
can have added environmental and
quality-of-life benefits that save com-
munities money.

I worked for 10 years in Portland as
Commissioner of Public Works on
cleaning up the Willamette River that
flows through the heart of our city. We
had to spend $1 billion on a big pipe,
because it rains all the time in Port-
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land, and any time it rained more than
two-tenths of an inch in 2 hours, we
were having overflow into that river.
But we also worked on nonstructural
approaches. We found that green infra-
structure reduced peak flows by 80 to
85 percent. We disconnected almost
50,000 downspouts at $63 per downspout.
It cost less than $3 million but reduced
over 1.2 billion gallons of runoff. If we
had tried to do that only with big
pipes, it would have cost far, far more,
literally hundreds of millions of dol-
lars.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has again expired.

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield the gen-
tleman another 1 minute.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I appreciate the
gentleman’s courtesy, because there is
one area that I hope to work on with
him and the committee, and that is
how we make sure we are focusing on
clean water infrastructure that makes
repairs and enhancement as a priority.
In some places we have to go to new
construction, but most of the threats
to our communities, from Detroit to
Cincinnati to Portland, is the existing
infrastructure that is in sad need of re-
pair. I hope, as this works its way
through the legislative process, that
we might be able to fine-tune that a
little bit to give priority to fixing it
first where there is the greatest impact
and the greatest hope.

I deeply appreciate the leadership of
the committee once again, and look
forward to working with people on both
sides of the aisle to get this important
legislation passed and to realize these
benefits in a way to make all our com-
munities more livable and our families
safer, healthier, and more economi-
cally secure.

The CHAIR. The Committee will rise
informally.

The Speaker pro tempore
DRIEHAUS) assumed the chair.

—————

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed without
amendment a bill of the House of the
following title:

H.R. 1127. An act to extend certain immi-
gration programs.

The message also announced that
pursuant to the provisions of S. Res.
105 (adopted April 13, 1989), as amended
by S. Res. 149 (adopted October 5, 1993),
as amended by Public Law 105-275
(adopted October 21, 1998), further
amended by S. Res. 75 (adopted March
25, 1999), amended by S. Res. 383 (adopt-
ed October 27, 2000), and amended by S.
Res. 356 (adopted November 13, 2002),
and further amended by S. Res. 480
(adopted November 21, 2004), the Chair,
on behalf of the Republican leader, an-
nounces the appointment of the fol-
lowing Senator as member of the Sen-
ate National Security Working Group
for the One Hundred Eleventh Con-
gress:

The Senator from South Carolina
(Mr. GRAHAM).

(Mr.
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The message also announced that
pursuant to Public Law 101-509, the
Chair, on behalf of the Republican
Leader, announces the appointment of
Terry Birdwhistell, of Kentucky, to the
Advisory Committee on the Records of
Congress.

The message also announced that
pursuant to Public Law 100-696, the
Chair, on behalf of the President pro
tempore, appoints the Senator from
Alaska (Ms. MURKOWSKI) as a member
of the United States Preservation Com-
mission.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
Committee will resume its sitting.

———————

WATER QUALITY INVESTMENT
ACT OF 2009

The Committee resumed its sitting.

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
California (Mr. BILBRAY).

Mr. BILBRAY. Mr. Chairman, I ap-
preciate the bill here today, and I
would just like to highlight the issue
that, as we commit taxpayers’ funds to
addressing the environmental issues
that face this country, that we recog-
nize that outcome is what really mat-
ters when we talk about spending
money to clean up the environment.

Chairman OBERSTAR has worked with
me for years on a problem that we have
got to address, and I am not saying we
as my district, I am saying nationally;
that we have sent funds all over the
country and looked at process, rather
than how a city or a community may
impact the environment.
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A good example is the fact that you
may have a city of Chicago that was
outrageous in saying they were worried
about polluting Lake Michigan, be-
cause they were polluting their own
water. But they built a canal so they
can dump the water into the Illinois
River and pollute all the waters of the
Mississippi.

I think one of the things that we
have got to recognize is being smart
with our money and addressing the fact
that these funds should go to where is
the best environmental benefit. And a
good example would be the fact that
there are certain areas where the treat-
ment of the sewage at its existing level
has no net negative impact, but there
are other areas which have highly sen-
sitive environments that are being pol-
luted, even though the Federal law
technically is being protected, things
like the secondary mandate, where we
should be putting our resources into
tertiary and reclamation, where you
end up having areas like deep-water
discharge places, where right now sci-
entists will tell you there is no net deg-
radation.

So I would just ask the majority to
take a look at when we focus these
funds, that we focus it where the most
benefit to the environment can be
given, much like we have done in Cali-
fornia. We have gone beyond the proc-
ess issue and gone to the outcome-

The
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