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Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
know that what we do here on the floor
is often riveting drama for those who
are watching on television. Let me, in
some respects, not try to add to that
drama and go back to facts, something
we don’t necessarily like around here.

We’ve already talked about this so-
called uranium issue showing facts.
The chart that we just saw from the
gentleman from Massachusetts was an
interesting chart. The area of the
United States that was colored on that
chart is the area that there are those
in this administration, indeed, on this
floor, want to be owned by the Federal
Government here.

Let me talk to you just a moment—
and I'll even grant some time to the
gentlelady from New York if she could
actually answer this one—and talk
about what some of these issues do to
those of us who live under what Nelson
Rockefeller called the ‘‘deadening hand
of bureaucracy’’ because, once again, in
the East you don’t have to deal with
these situations; in the West we do.

Let me talk about simply the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency and
some of the brilliant things they do in
the name of trying to clean up our
water and our air and make life more
livable for us. One of the suburbs of my
community—and I call it a suburb sim-
ply because my community only has,
what, 18,000 people in it; so I like call-
ing it a suburb—has no rivers, no
creeks, no streams, no anything. It
does have irrigation ditches. Starting
at the top of the mountain, the irriga-
tion water flows down so it covers all
the fields, as normally you would want
to do.

We passed legislation for the Clean
Water Act allowing the Federal Gov-
ernment, especially the EPA, to come
in and monitor water that is navigable
water systems on interstate commerce.
The Great Salt Lake in Utah is all con-
fined in the State of Utah. There are no
outlets. That’s why it’s salty. There is
nothing more intra-navigable than the
Great Salt Lake.

But because in the 1880s some of the
pioneers used to ship sheep over there
for summer grazing on the islands in
the Great Salt Lake, it is now part of
the interstate commerce system and
part of the navigable water system of
the United States, therefore control-
lable by the Environmental Protection
Agency.

Now, let’s see what they did in my
particular community. In this commu-
nity where there were irrigation
ditches, the overflow from the irriga-
tion ditches ran down, and the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency said the
runoff from those irrigation ditches
would eventually go into the Great
Salt Lake; therefore, that runoff from
a ditch was part of the navigable water
systems of the United States and con-
trollable as wetlands by the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, even
though that irrigation runoff to get to
the Great Salt Lake would actually
have to run down the mountain,
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through a culvert for the city road,
through one for the train tracks,
through one that was the side road of
the freeway, through the northbound
freeway, through the barrel pit,
through the southbound freeway,
through another one of the adjacent
roads to the southbound freeway, up a
3 percent grade to an area that had
been previously determined to be not
wetlands area, and eventually into the
Bear River system which was stopped
from going to the Great Salt Lake by
the Bear River Bird Refuge.
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They claim that could happen. And
because of that, the water from the ir-
rigation system was navigable waters
of the United States and the Environ-
mental Protection Agency claimed ju-
risdiction over it, which meant that
the citizens of that community could
not expand their sewer system. In-
stead, they had to take money out of
their pockets to ship their sewage ei-
ther to Brigham City or Willard be-
cause the Environmental Protection
Agency now controlled the navigable
waters because we gave them the power
to do that under the Clean Water Act.

One of the things I am talking about
here and one of the frustrations we
have illustrated by this bill is, unfortu-
nately, time after time these agencies
funded in this bill do not consider what
they do to real people. Real people in
my community are being harmed time
after time by decisions made from bu-
reaucrats sitting here in Washington,
and then we wonder why we rail
against these environmental groups,
why we rail against these agencies, and
why we don’t want to have some Kkind
of control over this process. And the
only vehicle we seem to have is the ap-
propriation bill.

The Land and Water Conservation
Fund is used to buy more land to get
more control; if it were not, we would
not complain about it. The EPA is used
to get more control over people’s lives,
and they hurt people in the process. If
it were not so, we would not complain
about it. The withdrawing of uranium
mining on the Arizona strip was done,
despite all the scientific testimony, for
political reasons. Were it not done so,
we would not complain about it.

This is a decent bill, which moves us
a step forward to try to control our
spending habit, dealing with what is
really the core issue and core responsi-
bility of our agencies and trying not to
harm people.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I
have no further requests for time. May
I inquire of my colleague if he has fur-
ther speakers.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. May I inquire
how much time actually remains.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Utah has 11 minutes re-
maining, and the gentlewoman from
New York has 9 minutes remaining.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. To the gentle-
lady from New York, I have a brilliant
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11-minute speech welling within my
bosom; but if you are willing to close,
I will be willing to close as well.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. I thank you for
that, and I am willing to close.

Mr. Speaker, let me just close with
this: I think we have demonstrated
that this bill contains an astonishing
array of devastating cuts and special
interest riders that jeopardize the
water we drink, the air we breathe, and
our country’s national heritage.

I urge a ‘‘no” vote on the rule and
the underlying legislation.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I
think we’ve also proven in this bill
that we are moving in the right direc-
tion to try to control the excesses that
continuously take place here and still
maintain the core responsibilities that
have to be there, and we have done it
in a rule that is adamantly fair. It is
an open rule that will allow anyone to
bring anything down here to the floor
until we do a UC agreement that stops
it. It is a good rule, and I urge adoption
of that particular rule.

In closing, I will once again reiterate
the fairness of this open rule. I urge its
adoption, and I urge the adoption of
the underlying legislation.

I yield back the balance of my time,
and I move the previous question on
the resolution.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the resolution.

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

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. 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, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

———

REQUESTING RETURN OF
OFFICIAL PAPERS ON H.R. 1309

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, I offer a
privileged resolution and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 368

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of
Representatives request the Senate to return
to the House the bill (H.R. 1309) entitled ‘‘An
Act to extend the authorization of the na-
tional flood insurance program, to achieve
reforms to improve the financial integrity
and stability of the program, and to increase
the role of private markets in the manage-
ment of flood insurance risk, and for other
purposes’’.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will remind the House that on
July 24, 1998, at 3:40 p.m., Officer Jacob
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