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Mr. Chairman, thank you for the opportunity to appear before you to present the views of the Department of the Interior on S. 2220, to amend the Outdoor Recreation Act of 1963 to authorize certain appropriations.  The bill would authorize funding for the National Tropical Botanical Garden for Fiscal Year 2009 and beyond.
The Department opposes S. 2220.  We recognize the important contributions to scientific research, education, and conservation are being made by the National Tropical Botanical Garden, a non-profit organization dedicated to discovering, saving, and studying the world’s tropical plants. However, as critical as the Garden’s work is, we believe that the use of limited National Park Service appropriations to fund the operation and maintenance costs of a private organization is inappropriate. 

Since the mid-1990’s, legislation has been passed and signed into law that authorized several hundreds of millions of dollars in grants to be passed through the NPS budget for non-Park System projects.  Many of these bills provided support for very well-regarded organizations, similar to what is proposed in S. 2220.  Each time this is done, it reduces the availability of NPS’s limited amount of discretionary funds to address the needs of our national parks and other important national priorities.  We believe funds are more appropriately directed at this time to reducing the long list of projects and needs that have been identified in our national parks.

Furthermore, the authorization of funding provided under S. 2220 is permanent, as it would authorize a grant to the Garden each year indefinitely, which is designed to increase with inflation.  Over time, this authorization could draw considerable funding from the National Park Service’s budget.   
S. 2220 would amend the Outdoor Recreation Act of 1963 to authorize appropriations of $1 million for fiscal year 2009 and $500,000 for each subsequent fiscal year, adjusted for inflation, for the National Tropical Botanical Garden.  The funding would be used to match public and private donations made for operating and maintaining the organization’s five gardens.
The National Tropical Botanical Garden was chartered by Congress in 1964 [Public Law 88-449] as the Pacific Tropical Botanical Garden.  Its name was changed in 1988 after the Garden expanded to include a donated site in Florida. The organization is based on the island of Kauai, and currently operates five distinct gardens—four in Hawaii and one in Florida—and several preserves, which together consist of about 1,800 acres.  This network of gardens and preserves encompasses different ecosystems and environmental conditions, enabling the organization to grow and preserve a broad range of tropical plants.  These gardens are havens for imperiled plants and serve as living laboratories for staff scientists and visiting researchers from all over the world.   
The National Tropical Botanical Garden is currently involved in the work that the National Park Service has undertaken to catalogue and provide long-term storage of seeds of threatened and endangered plant species in national park units, in case they are needed in the future for plant augmentation and restoration.  The National Park Service has entered into a cooperative agreement with the Center for Plant Conservation (CPC), which is associated with the Missouri Botanic Garden, to coordinate the collection of seeds, other propagules, or plant parts of threatened and endangered plants in national park units.  The National Tropical Botanical Garden is one of several entities the CPC is working with to obtain over 80 species from five national park units in Hawaii. 
The bill as introduced would amend the Outdoor Recreation Act of 1963 and it is titled accordingly.  There is no direct relationship between that Act and the National Tropical Botanical Garden.  A free-standing authorization would be more appropriate legislatively and would make the purpose of the bill clearer.  
Mr. Chairman, that concludes my prepared remarks.  I would be happy to respond to questions from you or other members of the committee.
PAGE  
3

