Hospitals & Asylums     
Ruling Regarding the Threatened Endangered Species Act HA-7-10-05

By Anthony J. Sanders

As the House author of the Endangered Species Act, I am saddened to report that this cornerstone environmental law is in greater peril now than it has been in its 30 year history. Defending this common sense law will require a diligence the likes of which we have not witnessed before."
- Congressman John Dingell (D-MI)

We have no choice but to meet this challenge. We must leave a better world for our children and their children.
- Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger (R-CA) at the UN World Environment Day Conference in San Francisco June 1-5 2005

Eminent domain is the inherent power of a governmental entity to take privately owned property, especially land, and convert it to public use, subject to reasonable compensation for the taking.

- Black’s Law Dictionary 7th Ed. 2000

Art. 1 The Threatened and Endangered Species Recovery Act of 2005

(A) At 5:15 ET on Thursday, September 29, the Threatened and Endangered Species Recovery Act (TESRA) H.R. 3824 passed with a vote of 229 to 193. 158 Democrats, 34 Republicans, and 1 Independent opposed the bill. The Senate has chosen to hear the bill and we hope they will repeal the majority of it under Art. 1(7) of the US Constitution.

(1) For over thirty years, the Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973 has served as a safety net for plants and animals that are on the brink of extinction. By any reasonable measure, the Act has been a remarkable success. Of the 1800 plants and animals under the Act's protection, only nine have been declared extinct, and more than two-thirds of protected species with known scientific trends are moving towards recovery with stable and improving populations.  

(B) In passing this Bill Congress ignored the best available scientific data of hundreds of scientists and environmental organizations, rejecting the scientific method it endorses and therefore under highest scrutiny.  Congress is unlawfully intruding on habitat reserved for the protection of endangered species and is violating the rules and regulations through hasty amendments at the same time they are trying to promote a risky investment.  It is recommended to for the Senate for repeal the majority of TESRA of 2005 as many technical amendments are too flawed to support any changes at this time.  

(1) Congress must learn to respect the scientific community by,

(a) By supporting political activism and scholarly research such as demonstrated by the Save the Endangered Species Act website and,                                                                                                                                             (b) Reporting to (i) the United Nations Environment Program (UNEP) and (ii) Organization of American States Office for Sustainable Development and Environment (OSDE) and (iii) most importantly the US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)
(C) The Concerned Parties in the Federal Government are 
(1) Secretary of the Interior who maintains the list of endangered species.                                                                                                                                                                                                                            (2) Secretary of Commerce who introduces changes to the list.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                               (3) Secretary of Agriculture who is specifically mentioned as a concerned party.                                                                                                                                                                                                                 (4) Director of the Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) who is responsible for doing all the work.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                         (5) Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) who provides oversight.

(a) To lend more authenticity to the ESA, the following sentence should be inserted at the end of paragraph 16USC(35)§1532 (15) Definitions, “The term Secretary, as used in this Chapter, is equally applicable to the Director of US Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS)”.  

(D) It is likely that Environmentalists are conservative people, who do not appreciate sudden technical changes to the law.  They are however completely justified in their dislike of the Threatened and Endangered Species Recovery Act whose financial policy falls squarely under the Inter-American Convention against Corruption Adopted at the third plenary session, held on March 29, 1996 in a rare federal act whose corruption and misspending doesn’t actually meet the threshold of treason under Art. 2(4) and 3(3) of the US Constitution.  

(E) Aristotle and Arrested Development comfort us that whereas the Threatened and Endangered Species Act of 2005 is only a misdemeanor the justice of the Senate should satisfy if they would only repeal the vast majority of the Threatened and Endangered Species Recovery Act, on the grounds that costs outweigh the benefits.

(F) The Senate must be prepared to repeal a significant portion of H.R. 3824 after little debate and should hold a Public Meeting with representatives of the Organization of American States Office for Sustainable Development and Environment and the US Fish and Wildlife Service, for a line item veto of amendments and the opportunity to introduce draft amendments to the Endangered Species Act of 1973 that everyone agrees to.

Art. 2 US Fish and Wildlife Service

(A) The Mission of the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS) is working with others to conserve, protect and enhance fish, wildlife, and plants and their habitats for the continuing benefit of the American people. 

(1) Before a plant or animal species can receive protection under the Endangered Species Act, it must first be placed on the Federal list of endangered and threatened wildlife and plants.  A strict legal process is used to determine whether to list a species, depending on the degree of threat it faces. An “endangered” species is one that is in danger of extinction throughout all or a significant portion of its range. A “threatened” species is one that is likely to become endangered in the foreseeable future. The Threatened and Endangered Species System (TESS) maintains a list of plants and animals native to the United States that are candidates or proposed for possible addition to the Federal list. All of the Service’s actions, from proposals to listings to removals (“delisting”), are announced through the Federal Register.

(B) The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is a bureau within the Department of the Interior that declares, “Our mission is working with others to conserve, protect and enhance fish, wildlife and plants and their habitats for the continuing benefit of the American people”. 

(1) Although a relative newcomer to the Department of the Interior, the Fish and Wildlife Service's programs are among the oldest in the world dedicated to natural resource conservation. The Service traces its origins to the U.S. Commission on Fish and Fisheries in the Department of Commerce that was created by Congress in 1871 and the Division of Economic Orinthology and Mammology in the Department of Agriculture. 

(C) The Service manages the 93 million-acre National Wildlife Refuge System of more than 520 National Wildlife Refuges and thousands of small wetlands and other special management areas. Under the Fisheries program it also operates 66 National Fish Hatcheries, 64 fishery resource offices and 78 ecological services field stations.

(D) Among its key functions, the Service, enforces Federal wildlife laws , protects endangered species , manages migratory birds, restores nationally significant fisheries, conserves and restores wildlife habitat such as wetlands, and helps foreign governments with their international conservation efforts. It also oversees the Federal Aid program that distributes hundreds of millions of dollars in excise taxes on fishing and hunting equipment to State fish and wildlife agencies.

(E) The vast majority of fish and wildlife habitat is on non-Federal lands. The Partners for Fish and Wildlife, Partners in Flight and other partnership activities are the primary mechanisms for assisting voluntary habitat development on private lands and fostering aquatic conservation. The Service employs approximately 7,500 people across the U.S. The Service is a decentralized organization with a headquarters office in Washington, D.C., seven regional offices, and nearly 700 field units. 

Art. 3 The Endangered Species Act of 1973
(A) In the Endangered Species Act of 1973 Congress finds and declares in 16USC(35)§1531 that -

(1) Various species of fish, wildlife, and plants in the United States have been rendered extinct as a consequence of economic growth and development un-tempered by adequate concern and conservation;

(2) Other species of fish, wildlife, and plants have been so depleted in numbers that they are in danger of or threatened with extinction;

(3) These species of fish, wildlife, and plants are of esthetic, ecological, educational, historical, recreational, and scientific value to the Nation and its people;

(4) The United States has pledged itself as a sovereign state in the international community to conserve to the extent practicable the various species of fish or wildlife and plants facing extinction, pursuant to  

(a) Migratory bird treaties with Canada and Mexico;

(b) The Migratory and Endangered Bird Treaty with Japan;

(c) The Convention on Nature Protection and Wildlife Preservation in the Western Hemisphere;

(d) The International Convention for the Northwest Atlantic Fisheries;

(e) The International Convention for the High Seas Fisheries of the North Pacific Ocean;

(f) The Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora; and

(g) Other international agreements; and

(5) encouraging the States and other interested parties, through Federal financial assistance and a system of incentives, to develop and maintain conservation programs which meet national and international standards is a key to meeting the Nation's international commitments and to better safeguarding, for the benefit of all citizens, the Nation's heritage in fish, wildlife, and plants.

(B) PURPOSES.-The purposes of this Act are to provide a means whereby the ecosystems upon which endangered species and threatened species depend may be conserved, to provide a program for the conservation of such endangered species and threatened species, and to take such steps as may be appropriate to achieve the purposes of the treaties and conventions set forth in subsection (a) of this section.

(C) POLICY.- (1) It Is further declared to be the policy of Congress that all Federal departments and agencies shall seek to conserve endangered species and threatened species and shall utilize their authorities in furtherance of the purposes of this Act.

(2) It is further declared to be the policy of Congress that Federal agencies shall cooperate with State and local agencies to resolve water resource issues in concert with conservation of endangered species.

(D) The Endangered Species Act is a remarkably successful law, especially considering the extremely limited resources that agencies have been provided for its implementation.

(1) Over 98% of species ever protected by the Act remain on the planet today.

(2) Of the listed species whose condition is known, 68% are stable or improving and 32% are declining.

(3) The longer a species enjoys the ESA’s protection, the more likely its condition will stabilize or improve.

Art. 4 Recent Legislative Activities

(A) There have been several recent Attempts to adapt the Endangered Species Act in Congress

(1) H.R. 3300, Endangered Species Improvements Act of 2005, from Rep. Sam Graves (R-MO) To amend the Endangered Species Act of 1973 to authorize species recovery agreements under which the Federal Government is obligated to make annual payments or provide other compensation for activities that improve the recovery of one or more species listed under that Act, and for other purposes. This bill was referred to the Resources Committee in July, and a hearing was held on September 15, 2005, before the Subcommittee on Rural Enterprise, Agriculture and Technology of the House Committee on Small Business where John Kostyack's testimony before the subcommittee was heard.
(2) HR 1837 from Rep. Jeff Flake (R-AK) To amend the Endangered Species Act of 1973 to establish limitations on the designation of critical habitat, and for other purposes. HR 1837 was referred to the House Resources committee, and Executive Comment was requested from the Dept. of Interior in May, to date the bill is still in Committee. Click here to read more about this legislation.
(3) HR 1299, The Critical Habitat Enhancement Act of 2005, from Rep. Dennis Cardoza (D-CA). To amend the Endangered Species Act of 1973 to reform the process for designating critical habitat under that Act. HR 1299, like HR 1837, is still in committee. Click here to read more about this legislation.
(B) Threatened and Endangered Species Recovery Act H.R. 3824 that is the cases at hand, proposes to make many amendments to the Endangered Species Act of 1973.  This summary of Amendments is not an accurate account of all the proposed amendments to the law.  In review of the law, some amendments are practical; however the financial scheme, beginning in Sec. 13 that consumes much of the Bill, totally fails to satisfy the burden of proof required for federal grants and aid and the Senate should uphold only small portion of the Amendments.    

(1) The term `best available scientific data' means scientific data, regardless of source, that are available to the Secretary at the time of a decision or action for which such data are required by this Act and that the Secretary determines are the most accurate, reliable, and relevant for use in that decision or action.

(2) Conforming Amendment- Section 3 demands that 16USC(35)§1532 be further amended in paragraph (18), as redesignated by subsection (a) of this section, by striking `Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands' and inserting `Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands'.

(3) Sec. 5 (b) (1) seeks to delete the definition of endangered species.  The term ''endangered species'' means any species which is in danger of extinction throughout all or a significant portion of its range other than a species of the Class Insecta determined by the Secretary to constitute a pest whose protection under the provisions of this chapter would present an overwhelming and overriding risk to man. 16USC(35)§1532 paragraph 6 

(4) Sec. 8 seeks to strike recovery plans and notice in the federal register 16USC(35)§1533 f and g and elaborates upon them extravagantly but without mention of eminent domain in Land Acquisitions of 16USC(35)§1534 that is tastefully renamed to Recovery Programs. (5) Recovery plans are for the conservation and survival of endangered species and threatened species listed pursuant to this section.

(C) H.R. 3824 needs to be dramatically shortened.  Some technical change is however due the ESA of 1973, if Congress is to publish an up to date law regarding the protection of the habitat of endangered species however HR3824 is too corrupt to pass as is. 

Art. 5 Political Threats to the ESA 

(A) Congress and the Bush administration are reported by Save the Endangered Species Act to have undermined the ESA in many ways. For example:
 
(1) Congress passed legislation exempting the military from its duty to designate and protect critical habitat on 25 million acres of federally-owned land. This same legislation exempts the military from key obligations under the Marine Mammal Protection Act, placing dolphins, whales, otters, and other marine species at risk.

(2) Congress also enacted legislation that relieves the federal government of the responsibility to restore water to parts of the Middle Rio Grande in order to protect the endangered silvery minnow from extinction.

(3) The administration issued regulations removing wildlife biologists at the Fish and Wildlife Service and National Marine Fisheries Service from key decisions on whether and how to regulate pesticides that harm endangered species and key decisions on logging in and around endangered species habitats.

(B) Future and emerging threats to the environment are:

 
(1) Proposed regulations on National Forest Planning that would essentially eliminate a longstanding requirement to maintain viable populations of native wildlife species on national forests.

(2) Proposed regulations to include hatchery salmon when counting wild salmon to determine whether salmon and steelhead warrant Endangered Species Act protection.

(3) Clean Water Act policies that would remove endangered species concerns as criteria for asserting federal jurisdiction.

(4) Attempts to eliminate Endangered Species Act protection for gray wolves throughout much of their current range even though they still face significant threats from poaching, habitat depletion, and state animal eradication programs.

(5) Proposed policy changes that would allow increased imports of endangered animals and animal body parts from abroad, with little or no oversight.
Continued attempts to limit and exempt areas from critical habitat designations for various species. One of the most effective ways to protect species is to protect the places where they live.

(C) In Unsound Economics Bush Administration’s New Strategy for Undermining the Endangered Species Act of June 2004, Peter Uimonen and John Kostyack of the National Wildlife Foundation review the complete set of critical habitat designations prepared by the Bush administration shows that only half of the total amount of lands proposed for protection as critical habitat by federal agency biologists were given protection in final critical habitat rules.  The principal findings of the report are:

(1) The Bush administration has reduced by approximately 50 percent the size of critical habitat areas designated for protection relative to the amounts proposed by federal agency biologists. A growing proportion of these cuts are based on the erroneous conclusion that critical habitat protection is too costly: from less than 1 percent of the acres reduced in 2001 to 69 percent in 2003.

(2) In justifying its reduction of critical habitat areas protected, the administration has aggressively suppressed valuable information regarding the benefits to local economies of habitat conservation, even going so far as deleting portions of economic analyses discussing such benefits. This approach is contrary to written Office of Management and Budget policy and generally accepted economic methodology, which calls for the benefits of habitat conservation to be taken into the account along with costs.

(3) The administration has exaggerated the costs of critical habitat protection to justify reductions in the size of protected areas. Self-contradictory methods and other flaws in reasoning have consistently led to overstatement of costs.

(4) At a time when the administration is cutting funding for Endangered Species Act recovery programs, it is spending substantial funds on economic analyses. Rather than informing policy, these analyses are used selectively to justify a predetermined result — reductions in habitat protection.

Art. 6 World Environment Day Conferences and the Kyoto Protocol

(A) At the opening of the UN World Environmental Day Conference in San Francisco June 1-5 2005,  California Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger signed an executive order that appeared to put the Republican governor on an opposite course from the Bush administration, which has rebuffed international efforts to address climate change by ratifying the Kyoto Protocol that entered into force without the signature of the USA on 16 February, 2005.  Schwarzenegger's executive order calls for reducing the state's emissions of such gases to 2000 levels by 2010, 1990 levels by 2020 and 80 percent below 1990 levels by 2050. The secretary of California's Environmental Protection Agency will be charged with overseeing efforts to meet those goals, and will report on the state's progress in January and every six months after that. The governor said he would work with state lawmakers to enact legislation to meet his ambitious targets. The California Assembly overwhelmingly passed a bill to meet international greenhouse gas reduction standards by 2010, which is more aggressive than the governor's 2010 target. 

(B) Many scientists believe that greenhouse gases — which include carbon dioxide, methane and nitrous oxide — are trapping heat in the Earth's atmosphere, altering weather patterns, shrinking wildlife habitats and raising sea levels around the globe.  California became the first U.S. state to adopt regulations to curb greenhouse gas emissions from automobiles in September. The Bush administration has joined automakers in challenging those tailpipe emissions standards in court.  The worldwide Kyoto Protocol, adopted in the Japanese city in 1997, requires industrialized nations to cut greenhouse gas emissions by an average of 5 percent below 1990 levels. The treaty was ratified by more than 140 countries and went into effect in February. But the United States, the world's largest emitter of greenhouse gases, did not sign because Bush administration officials, believed the treaty would result in the loss of 5 million U.S. jobs and raise energy prices, said Michele St. Martin, a spokeswoman for the White House Council on Environmental Quality.  The Bush Administration is only making their economic nightmare come true by breaking the law.   The Bush Administration needs to come to grips with the Kyoto Protocol that has been a centerpiece of international environmental and economic cooperation since before the Millennium Declaration, where it was cited with encouragement for all nations to sign.

Art. 7 Ruling

(A) Every species needs a home and critical habitat protection for the special places that endangered plants and animals need to survive and recover.  It makes good sense for the US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) to protect declining wildlife before they become endangered. The Threatened and Endangered Species Recovery Act H.R. 3824 is a hasty law that violates the rules and regulations of the Endangered Species Act of 1973 16USC(35)§1531 that protects against unlawful intrusion upon the biological reserves of endangered wildlife. In passing this Bill Congress ignored the best available scientific data of hundreds of scientists and environmental organizations, rejecting the scientific method it endorses.  Congress is unlawfully intruding on habitat reserved for the protection of endangered species and is violating the rules and regulations of the ESA.  The Senate must exercise the authority to overturn the unlawful portions of Bill under Art. 1(7) of the US Constitution.  Hospitals & Asylums, Battle Mountain Sanitarium Reserve statute, 24USC(3)V§154, can be interpreted to counsel the Senate, in situations such as these, to afford expert witnesses $1,000 to attend a,

 “Public Meeting Regarding the Unlawful Intrusion into the Habitat for Endangered Species by the Violation of Rules and Regulations of the ESA Presented by the Threatened and Endangered Species Recovery Act H.R. 3824 of 2005 with consideration given to Amending the Bill”.

(B) The impartiality and applicable specialization of the Organization of American States Office of Sustainable Development and Environment (OSDE) and proximity to the Senate, in Washington DC, and the US Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) in Arlington, VA make them a highly respected counsel for the occasion.  The OAS OSDE, US FWS and US Senate should set a date and collectively invite representatives from the affected scientific and business community with the authors of the Bill to a Public Hearing in order to vote on line item veto of amendments and draft amendments to the Endangered Species Act of 1973 that everyone can agree too.

(C) The technical amendments under the Threatened and Endangered Species Recovery Act of 2005 are too lacking in debate to support any long term investment strategies of the legislature, at this time, and many sections of the Bill need to be repealed.
Art. 8 Recommended Amendments

(A)  Except as otherwise expressly provided, whenever in this Ruling an amendment or repeal is expressed in terms of an amendment to, or repeal of, a section or other provision of the Threatened and Endangered Species Recovery Act of 2005 HR3824, the reference shall be considered to be to that Bill as it applies to the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16USC(35)§1531 et seq.).

(B) To lend more authority to ESA the following sentence should be inserted at the end of what is redesignated paragraph 16 of 16USC§1532 Definitions, “The term Secretary, as used in this Chapter without specific indication of the specific Department, is equally applicable to the Director of the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS)”.  

Sec. 3. Definitions. 

(a) The best available scientific data clause is an acceptable amendment to the definitions at 16USC§1532 and should be numbered paragraphs 2(A)&(B) causing all subsequent paragraphs to be renumbered . 

(b) The amendment regarding permit or license applicants to the definition at 16USC§1532 and should be numbered, as redesignated, paragraph 13, and should combine the qualities of both HR3824 and the ESA of 1973 to read, “The term ''permit or license applicant'' means, when used with respect to an action of a Federal agency for which exemption is sought under section 1536 of this title, (insert) ‘any person that has applied to such agency for a permit or license or for formal legal approval to perform an act' or any person who has applied to such agency for a permit or license and has been denied primarily because of the application of section 16USC§1536(a) of this title to such agency action”.

(c) Conforming Amendment- Section 7(n) (16USC§1536(n)) is amended by striking `section 3(13)' and inserting `section 3(14)' is acceptable

(d) Conforming Amendment- Section 3 (16USC§1532) is further amended in paragraph (18), as redesignated, by striking `Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands' and inserting `Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands'.

Sec. 4. Determinations of endangered species and threatened species.

(a) The first amendment is redundant and makes no changes.

(b) Recognizing the Federal government protection efforts and new terminology are acceptable amendments to 16USC§1533(b)(1)(A) 

(c) Amendments recognizing the use of biennial reports in the review of the list every 5 years is an acceptable amendment to 16USC§1533(c)(2)
(d) This amendment writes over the designation of critical habitat and takes authority from the determination of endangered species and replaces it with unprofessional reporting dogma regarding impact and benefits whose analysis is more professionally known as costs and benefits.  This amendment to 16USC§1533(a)(3) is illegal and must not pass. 

Sec. 5. Repeal of critical habitat requirements (This entire section can be repealed because it seeks to eliminate scientific dialogue regarding critical habitat)

(a) The Repeal is hereunder vetoed.

(b) (1) seeks to delete the definition of endangered species and must be repealed.  The term ''endangered species'' means any species which is in danger of extinction throughout all or a significant portion of its range other than a species of the Class Insecta determined by the Secretary to constitute a pest whose protection under the provisions of this chapter would present an overwhelming and overriding risk to man. 16USC(35)§1532 

(2) Seeks to repeal critical habitat designation and substitute an empty reporting regime and must not pass.

(3) Seeks to repeal dialogue regarding critical habitat decisions and must not pass.

(4) Is unnecessary and must be repealed.

(5) Seeks to eliminate legislation regarding critical habitat debates and must be repealed.

(6) Seeks to eliminate discussion regarding the range of endangered species and must be repealed.

(7) Is meaningless as the amendment has been overturned and must be repealed.

(8) Is meaningless as the amendment has been overturned and must be repealed.

(9) Is more elimination of cognizance regarding habitat and must be repealed.

(10) Seeks to amend unacceptable amendments, is therefore confusing, and must be repealed.

Sec. 6. Petitions and procedures for determinations and revisions.

(a) Seeks to do away with the recognition of which scientific works are warranted and must be repealed.

(b) The only acceptable amendment of this unredesignated section is to append (1)(A)(iii) that supports the authentic modernization of Internet publication, the rest should be repealed, after 16USC§1533(5)(A)(ii).

Sec. 7. Reviews of listings and determinations (acceptable)

Sec. 8. Secretarial guidelines; State comments.(acceptable)

Sec. 9. Recovery plans and land acquisitions (acceptable)

The name of section 16USC§1534 should be changed from “Land Acquisition” to “Recovery Plans and Land Acquisition”

In paragraph (b) of the amendments strike “without regard to taxonomic classification”

Sec. 10. Cooperation with States and Indian tribes.(acceptable) 16USC§1535
Sec. 11. Interagency cooperation and consultation (amendments are unacceptable because they eliminate interagency co-operation) 16USC§1536
Sec. 12. Exceptions to prohibitions (acceptable) 16USC§1539
Sec. 13. Private property conservation (acceptable) Sec. 13 Conforming Amendments is well amended with a section named, “Private Property Conservation of FWS Endangered Species Act
Sec. 14. Public accessibility and accountability (acceptable) Sec. 14 Repealer is well amended with a section named, “Public Accessibility and Accountability” of FWS Endangered Species Act
Sec. 15. Annual cost analyses (acceptable) 16USC§1544
Sec. 16. Reimbursement for depredation of livestock by reintroduced species 
The initial repeals must be overturned.  The Senate should negotiate with the Departments of Interior, Commerce and Agriculture, in regards to the estimated annual cost for 2005-2010 of endangered species related conservation projects to be inserted the appropriate sentences of Sec. 15 Authorization of Appropriations.  

The section named, “Reimbursement for depredation of livestock” should be instead numbered Sec. 19 at the end of the FWS Endangered Species Act
Sec. 17. Authorization of appropriations (unacceptable as it fails to do Sec. 15 of the FWS Endangered Species Act justice by continuing the annual cost estimates).

Sec. 18. Miscellaneous technical corrections (acceptable) 
Sec. 19. Clerical amendment to table of contents  of the FWS Endangered Species Act .

(1) It is acceptable to change the title of “Land Acquisitions” to “Recovery Report and Land Acquisition”

(2) The rest of the changes to the Table of Contents are not acceptable however it must be changed to read,
Sec. 13 Conforming Amendments may be amended to read, “Private Property Conservation”

Sec. 14 Repealer is amended to read, “Public Accessibility and Accountability”

Sec. 19 Reimbursement for depradation of livestock (new)

Sec. 20 for the Contents of the Sec. 13 Conforming Amendments and a summary of amendments of the Threatened and Endangered Species Recovery Act of 2005.

Sec. 21 for the  Repealer 

Sec. 20. Certain actions deemed in compliance (is not an amendment requiring scrutiny)
Sec. 21. Consolidation of programs (acceptable) it is a good idea to consolidate programs and delete Department of Commerce from the definition of Secretary 16USC(35)§1532 (15)
Sec. 22. Review of protective regulations:  This is an acceptable process for the Secretary of the Interior to exercise the line item veto of this Ruling before the Committee on Resources of the House of Representatives and the Committee on Environment and Public Works of the Senate, but might not be sufficient due to the conflict of interest between FWS scientists and the author’s of this Bill.

Sec. 23. Provision of information regarding compliance costs of Federal power administrations (not relevant to the veto).

Sec. 24. Survey of BLM lands and Forest Service lands for management for recovery of listed species (not relevant to the veto)
Sec. 25. Relationship between section 7 consultation and incident take authorization under Marine Mammal Protection Act of 1972 (not relevant to the veto)
Art. 9 About Hospitals & Asylums

Everyone is welcome to peruse the Hospitals & Asylums (HA) website at www.title24uscode.org.  To subscribe or unsubscribe to Hospitals & Asylums monthly e-journal, consult with the author, or pay - make a request in writing to title24uscode@aol.com.  People who have already been served are registered to receive the unsolicited quarterly and may unsubscribe or be unsubscribed, at any time.  This ruling is justified in the HA Battle Mountain Sanitarium Reserve policy regarding Unlawful Intrusion of Reserves and Violations of Rules and Regulations at 24USC(3)V§154,. 
Tony Sanders was elected President of the University of Cincinnati Earth Company in 1998 and Vice President in 1999 before he was deposed for disorderly conduct hosting a Higher Education Act Rally shortly before graduating with a degree in International Relations in 2000 when he began researching Hospitals & Asylums (HA) full time.  Sharon Sanders graduated with highest honors from the same college in 1999 with a degree in biology, she has worked with the Fish and Wildlife Service, on and off, since 2001 and earned a Masters in Ethno Botany at Kent University in the United Kingdom.  This treatise was drafted by Tony at Sharon’s request.

Done this 7th Day of October 2005
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