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appropriate public access on Rattle-
snake Mountain that gives due consid-
eration to all stakeholders, including 
the Yakima Tribe. 

I commend Chairman HASTINGS for 
introducing the bill, and I support it. 

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, let me explain a little 
bit about Rattlesnake Mountain and 
where it’s located. I mentioned it is on 
the Hanford Nuclear Site. The Hanford 
Nuclear Site was part of the Manhat-
tan Project, in which we built and as-
sembled weapons that won the Second 
World War. And then for 40 years after 
the Second World War, this was in a de-
fense production where we were pro-
ducing fuel for our atomic weapons. 

Now, Rattlesnake Mountain, as I 
mentioned in my opening remarks, is 
3,600 feet. For obvious reasons, it was 
closed off to access because you had a 
secret site there producing weapons of 
war and you didn’t want people to have 
access to look down at Hanford Site. 
That’s totally understandable, and for 
that reason nobody really objected to 
having the top of Rattlesnake open. 
However, now that Hanford is no longer 
in defense production—and it hasn’t 
been for nearly 25 years; it’s now in a 
cleanup mode—things have really 
changed. 

When I typically have townhall meet-
ings or meetings with people in the 
Tri-Cities area, I ask how many people 
have been on top of Rattlesnake, and 
it’s surprising how few have been up 
there. But when you’re on top of Rat-
tlesnake—it’s 3,600 feet, like I men-
tioned—there are no trees, so you can 
see 360 degrees around you. On a clear 
day, which we generally have in cen-
tral Washington, you really can see the 
Columbia River coming in from the 
north. You can see where the Snake 
River—and, by the way, that’s where 
Lewis and Clark encamped before they 
made their trip down to the ocean—you 
can see where the Snake River comes 
into the Columbia River. And you can 
see where the Yakima River comes also 
into the Columbia River. So it is a 
really wonderful site, and I think it de-
serves to have access to the people. 

More and more people have had the 
opportunity in the past to go up there. 
This simply ensures that the Depart-
ment of Energy will come up with a 
plan in which that area will really be 
accessed. 

So I urge adoption of the bill, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
HASTINGS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1157. 

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. HASTINGS of Washington. 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 motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

NORTH CASCADES NATIONAL 
PARK SERVICE COMPLEX FISH 
STOCKING ACT 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 1158) to direct 
the Secretary of the Interior to con-
tinue stocking fish in certain lakes in 
the North Cascades National Park, 
Ross Lake National Recreation Area, 
and Lake Chelan National Recreation 
Area. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 1158 
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 ‘‘North Cas-
cades National Park Service Complex Fish 
Stocking Act’’. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) NORTH CASCADES NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

COMPLEX.—The term ‘‘North Cascades Na-
tional Park Service Complex’’ means collec-
tively the North Cascades National Park, 
Ross Lake National Recreation Area, and 
Lake Chelan National Recreation Area. 

(2) PLAN.—The term ‘‘plan’’ means the doc-
ument entitled ‘‘North Cascades National 
Park Service Complex Mountain Lakes Fish-
ery Management Plan and Environmental 
Impact Statement’’ and dated June 2008. 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 
SEC. 3. STOCKING OF CERTAIN LAKES IN THE 

NORTH CASCADES NATIONAL PARK 
SERVICE COMPLEX. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b), 
the Secretary shall authorize the stocking of 
fish in lakes in the North Cascades National 
Park Service Complex. 

(b) CONDITIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author-

ized to allow stocking of fish in not more 
than 42 of the 91 lakes in the North Cascades 
National Park Service Complex that have 
historically been stocked with fish. 

(2) NATIVE NONREPRODUCING FISH.—The Sec-
retary shall only stock fish that are— 

(A) native to the slope of the Cascade 
Range on which the lake to be stocked is lo-
cated; and 

(B) nonreproducing, as identified in man-
agement alternative B of the plan. 

(3) CONSIDERATIONS.—In making fish stock-
ing decisions under this Act, the Secretary 
shall consider relevant scientific informa-
tion, including the plan and information 
gathered under subsection (c). 

(4) REQUIRED COORDINATION.—The Sec-
retary shall coordinate the stocking of fish 
under this Act with the State of Washington. 

(c) RESEARCH AND MONITORING.—The Sec-
retary shall— 

(1) continue a program of research and 
monitoring of the impacts of fish stocking 
on the resources of the applicable unit of the 
North Cascades National Park Service Com-
plex; and 

(2) beginning on the date that is 5 years 
after the date of enactment of this Act and 
every 5 years thereafter, submit to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources of 
the Senate and the Committee on Natural 

Resources of the House of Representatives a 
report that describes the results of the re-
search and monitoring under paragraph (1). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) and the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. GRI-
JALVA) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Washington. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rials on the bill under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1158, the North 
Cascades National Park Service Com-
plex Fish Stocking Act, has enjoyed 
broad bipartisan support, passing the 
last Congress by a voice vote. It was 
also reported out of the Senate Energy 
and Natural Resources Committee dur-
ing a previous Congress on a voice 
vote, with a recommendation that it 
pass. 

H.R. 1158 is necessary to ensure that 
the National Park Service, in coordina-
tion with the State of Washington, has 
the authority to continue stocking fish 
in certain alpine lakes in the North 
Cascades National Park Complex, in-
cluding the North Cascades National 
Park, Ross Lake National Recreational 
Area, and the Lake Chelan National 
Recreational Area. 

In 2008, the National Park Service 
prepared an environmental impact 
statement regarding the management 
of the fisheries in these mountain 
lakes. That document identified the 
preferred alternatives as the one to 
allow continued fish stocking in 42 
lakes in that area where the Agency 
concluded there would be no adverse 
impact on the native ecosystems. The 
Park Service also requested explicit 
authority to allow fish stocking to con-
tinue within the park complex. That, 
of course, is exactly what H.R. 1158 
does. 

Many tourists visit the park complex 
for its scenic beauty as well as for its 
fishing opportunities, making fish 
stocking an important component of 
the central Washington economy. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let me deviate a 
bit here. While we are discussing public 
lands legislation, I would also like to 
inform the House that the Committee 
on Natural Resources will soon begin 
consideration of several proposals to 
designate new wilderness areas. 

As Public Lands and Environmental 
Regulations Subcommittee Chairman 
BISHOP of Utah stated last week, in 
July the subcommittee plans to hold a 
legislative hearing on wilderness pro-
posals. Congressman DAN BENISHEK’s 
Sleeping Bear Dunes legislation and 
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Congressman DAVID REICHERT’s Alpine 
Lakes legislation will be considered at 
this hearing. These and other proposals 
will be judged on a case-by-case basis. 

Mr. Speaker, Congress has the sole 
authority to decide which of our lands 
should be included in the wilderness 
system. Establishing wilderness is the 
most restrictive land-use designation 
that Congress can apply to our Na-
tion’s lands. It greatly limits the 
American public’s access. The com-
mittee will, therefore, carefully and 
thoughtfully examine wilderness pro-
posals to determine if the designation 
is appropriate and listen to local citi-
zens and community leaders whose 
livelihoods and recreational opportuni-
ties could be affected. 

The committee will also consider 
proposals to ensure multiple uses of 
our public lands so that they provide a 
full range of recreational, economic, 
conservation, and resource benefits. 

Any land-use decisions by Congress 
should be made carefully. It should re-
flect our country’s current economic 
situation, it should keep our lands 
healthy, and it should exemplify the 
importance of ensuring public access to 
public lands. That’s why we are going 
to have a very thoughtful process on 
wilderness designation now, back to 
H.R. 1158, since this borders a wilder-
ness area. 

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

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, as a general matter, the 

introduction of non-native species into 
wilderness designated areas within a 
national park should be prohibited. In 
this instance, however, the National 
Park Service has found that fish stock-
ing can continue within the Mather 
Wilderness without harm to other na-
tional park resources. Importantly, the 
legislation contains significant protec-
tions for those resources. 

We worked closely with Chairman 
HASTINGS for the past two Congresses 
to secure House passage of this legisla-
tion and are pleased to do so again 
today. 

b 1730 

The chairman is to be commended for 
his efforts on behalf of the North Cas-
cades National Park Complex. We sup-
port the legislation and reserve the 
balance of our time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I have no requests for time, 
and I am prepared to yield back if the 
gentleman from Arizona will yield 
back. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. Just for the edification of 
Chairman HASTINGS, I have 11 wilder-
ness legislation points that I have sub-
mitted. Hopefully, on a case-by-case 
basis, you’ll get a look at some of 
them. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

I will just respond to my friend, I 
know he has 11. He knows my general 
feeling on that. 

But I do believe that wilderness des-
ignation should be taken on a case-by- 
case basis, and we’ll go through that 
process. With any luck you may be on 
that list. 

With that, I yield back my time and 
urge adoption of H.R. 1158. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
HASTINGS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1158. 

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. 

f 

WOOD-PAWCATUCK WATERSHED 
PROTECTION ACT 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 723) to amend 
the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act to des-
ignate a segment of the Beaver, 
Chipuxet, Queen, Wood, and Pawcatuck 
Rivers in the States of Connecticut and 
Rhode Island for study for potential ad-
dition to the National Wild and Scenic 
Rivers System, and for other purposes, 
as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 723 
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 ‘‘Wood- 
Pawcatuck Watershed Protection Act’’. 
SEC. 2. BEAVER, CHIPUXET, QUEEN, WOOD, AND 

PAWCATUCK RIVERS STUDY. 
(a) DESIGNATION FOR STUDY.—Section 5(a) of 

the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (16 U.S.C. 
1276(a)) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(ll) BEAVER, CHIPUXET, QUEEN, WOOD, AND 
PAWCATUCK RIVERS, RHODE ISLAND AND CON-
NECTICUT.—The approximately 10-mile segment 
of the Beaver River from its headwaters in Exe-
ter, Rhode Island, to its confluence with the 
Pawcatuck River; the approximately 5-mile seg-
ment of the Chipuxet River from Hundred Acre 
Pond to its outlet into Worden Pond; the ap-
proximately 10-mile segment of the upper Queen 
River from its headwaters to the Usquepaugh 
Dam in South Kingstown, Rhode Island, and in-
cluding all its tributaries; the approximately 5- 
mile segment of the lower Queen (Usquepaugh) 
River from the Usquepaugh Dam to its con-
fluence with the Pawcatuck River; the approxi-
mately 11-mile segment of the upper Wood River 
from its headwaters to Skunk Hill Road in Rich-
mond and Hopkinton, Rhode Island, and in-
cluding all its tributaries; the approximately 10- 
mile segment of the lower Wood River from 
Skunk Hill Road to its confluence with the 
Pawcatuck River; the approximately 28-mile seg-
ment of the Pawcatuck River from Worden Pond 
to Nooseneck Hill Road (RI Rte 3) in Hopkinton 
and Westerly, Rhode Island; and the approxi-
mately 7-mile segment of the lower Pawcatuck 
River from Nooseneck Hill Road to Pawcatuck 
Rock, Stonington, Connecticut, and Westerly, 
Rhode Island.’’. 

(b) STUDY AND REPORT.—Section 5(b) of the 
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (16 U.S.C. 1276(b)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(ll) BEAVER, CHIPUXET, QUEEN, WOOD, AND 
PAWCATUCK RIVERS, RHODE ISLAND AND CON-
NECTICUT.—Not later than 3 years after the date 
on which funds are made available to carry out 
this paragraph, the Secretary of the Interior 
shall— 

‘‘(A) complete the study of the Beaver, 
Chipuxet, Queen, Wood, and Pawcatuck Rivers, 
Rhode Island and Connecticut, described in sub-
section (a)(ll); 

‘‘(B) submit a report describing the results of 
that study to the appropriate committees of 
Congress; 

‘‘(C) include in the report under subpara-
graph (B) the effect of the designation under 
this Act on— 

‘‘(i) existing commercial and recreational ac-
tivities, such as hunting, fishing, trapping, rec-
reational shooting, motor boat use, or bridge 
construction; 

‘‘(ii) the authorization, construction, oper-
ation, maintenance, or improvement of energy 
production and transmission infrastructure; and 

‘‘(iii) the authority of State and local govern-
ments to manage those activities encompassed in 
clauses (i) and (ii); and 

‘‘(D) identify— 
‘‘(i) all authorities that will authorize or re-

quire the Secretary to influence local land use 
decisions (such as zoning) or place restrictions 
on non-Federal land if the area studied is des-
ignated under this paragraph; 

‘‘(ii) all authorities that the Secretary may 
use to condemn property if the area studied is 
designated under this paragraph; and 

‘‘(iii) all private property located in the area 
studied under this provision.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) and the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. GRI-
JALVA) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Washington. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on the bill under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

H.R. 723 would authorize the study of 
86 miles of rivers in the States of Con-
necticut and Rhode Island for potential 
addition to the National Wild and Sce-
nic Rivers System. 

The Natural Resources Committee 
amended the legislation to specifically 
require that the study consider any po-
tential limitations on existing uses and 
any impacts to private property that 
could occur in an eventual designation. 
These are important protections and 
are necessary for this study bill to 
move forward. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

We support the legislation, and I 
would like to yield as much time as he 
may consume to the author and spon-
sor of the legislation, the gentleman 
from Rhode Island (Mr. LANGEVIN). 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, let me 
thank Congressman GRIJALVA, the 
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