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(c) APPLICABLE LAW.—The study required
under subsection (a) shall be conducted in ac-
cordance with section 8 of Public Law 91-383 (16
U.S.C. 1a-5).

(d) REPORT.—Not later than 3 years after the
date on which funds are first made available for
the study under subsection (a), the Secretary
shall submit to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources of the House of Representatives and the
Committee on Energy and Natural Resources of
the Senate a report containing—

(1) the results of the study; and

(2) any conclusions and recommendations of
the Secretary.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Alaska (Mr. YOUNG) and the gentleman
from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Alaska.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
which 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 Alaska?

There was no objection.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker,
at this time I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. SCHOCK) who authored this
bill.

Mr. SCHOCK. I want to thank the
gentleman from Alaska for yielding me
this time, and for his leadership on the
committee to make these bills law.

Mr. Speaker, New Philadelphia, Illi-
nois, was the first town founded and
built by a freed slave, and it happened
before the Civil War.

Today, this historic town in my dis-
trict deserves designation as a national
park, and H.R. 930 will pave the way for
official recognition.

The man who founded New Philadel-
phia was Frank McWorter, a Kentucky
slave who worked to buy his own free-
dom and that of his wife and 15 family
members. At a time of immense cul-
tural and political hostilities over the
issue of slavery, the McWorter family
and other citizens of New Philadelphia
built a town where free African Ameri-
cans and European settlers lived and
worked side by side.

Due to their hard work and strong
faith, the scourge of racial violence
never gained a foothold in the town,
despite the upheaval around them.
Think of the significance of that. The
people of New Philadelphia built the
dream of Martin Luther King a full 127
years before his immortal words were
spoken on the steps of the Lincoln Me-
morial. Long before the Supreme Court
ordered the desegregation of American
schools, these Illinoisans were teaching
their children in the same classrooms,
letting them play in the same parks,
and drawing water from the same
wells. The story of New Philadelphia is
a proud heritage for central Illinois,
and it deserves to be shared with all
Americans.
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Today, we are honored to have a di-
rect descendant of Frank McWorter
here in the gallery, Sheena Franklin.
This family, this town, are examples of
the best of America, and they accom-
plished it during the worst of our
times.

I also want to especially thank mem-
bers of the New Philadelphia Associa-
tion, especially Charlotte King, who
have worked for more than a decade to
document, preserve, and restore the ex-
traordinary history of the town. It is
through their efforts that this unique
chapter in our history can be preserved
for generations as a national park, and
I look forward to continuing to work
with them toward that goal.

This legislation is another step in the
direction of racial justice. It is another
sure stitch in the healing process for a
Nation once divided so bitterly and
tragically over the issue of slavery. I
urge passage of H.R. 930.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from refer-
ring to occupants in the gallery.

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

This bill by the gentleman from Illi-
nois, he has already eloquently de-
scribed the history and the purpose. It
is an extraordinary history in New
Philadelphia, and it certainly deserves
more national recognition. In this case,
the gentleman’s legislation, H.R. 930,
would direct the Secretary of the Inte-
rior to conduct a special resource study
of the New Philadelphia archaeological
site and the surrounding land. It would
require the Secretary to evaluate the
national significance of the study area
and determine the feasibility of desig-
nating the study area as a unit of the
national park system. Therefore, we
support this legislation.

I thank the majority and the gen-
tleman from Illinois for bringing this
up, and urge all of my colleagues to
support this important legislation.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, I
have no further speakers, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Alaska (Mr.
YouNG) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 930, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

HUNA TLINGIT TRADITIONAL
GULL EGG USE ACT

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 3110) to allow for the harvest
of gull eggs by the Huna Tlingit people
within Glacier Bay National Park in
the State of Alaska, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:
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H.R. 3110

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of America
in Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the “Huna Tlingit
Traditional Gull Egg Use Act’’.
SEC. 2. LIMITED AUTHORIZATION FOR COLLEC-

TION OF GULL EGGS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Inte-
rior (referred to in this Act as the ‘‘Secretary’’)
may allow the collection by members of the
Hoonah Indian Association of the eggs of glau-
cous-winged gulls (Laurus glaucescens) within
Glacier Bay National Park (referred to in this
Act as the “Park’) not more frequently than
twice each calendar year at up to 5 locations
within the Park, subject to any terms and con-
ditions that the Secretary determines to be nec-
essary.

(b) APPLICABLE LAW.—For the purposes of
sections 203 and 816 of the Alaska National In-
terest Lands Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 410hh—
2, 3126), the collection of eggs of glaucous-
winged gulls within the Park in accordance
with subsection (a) shall be considered to be a
use specifically permitted by that Act.

(c) HARVEST PLAN.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish schedules, locations, and any additional
terms and conditions that the Secretary deter-
mines to be necessary for the harvesting of eggs
of glaucous-winged gulls in the Park, based on
an annual harvest plan to be prepared by the
Secretary and the Hoonah Indian Association.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Alaska (Mr. YOUNG) and the gentleman
from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Alaska.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
which 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 Alaska?

There was no objection.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

H.R. 3110 authorizes the Secretary of
the Interior to permit members of
Hoonah Indian Association to harvest
sea gull eggs in portions of Glacier Bay
National Park, subject to terms and
conditions the Secretary deems nec-
essary.

This traditional Native subsistence
harvest had been conducted long before
the establishment by Congress of the
national park, where the practice was
subsequently forbidden by law.

In 1980, Congress passed the Alaska
Lands Act, which, among other things,
provided for the subsistence use of nat-
ural resources on public lands in Alas-
ka by rural residents. The traditional
harvest of sea gull eggs in Glacier Bay
National Park, however, remained off
limits.

A study conducted by the National
Park Service determined the local Na-
tive people should be able to resume
their harvest of sea gull eggs at spe-
cific locations in the park. Accord-
ingly, I introduced H.R. 3110 to author-
ize the Hoonah Indian Association and
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the Secretary of the Interior to develop
a plan for the traditional Native collec-
tion of certain gull eggs.

Under H.R. 3110, the Hoonah Indians
may harvest the eggs not more fre-
quently than twice each calendar year
at up to five locations within the park,
subject to any terms and conditions
that the Secretary determines to be
necessary.

On February b5, 2014, the Sub-
committee on Indian and Alaska Na-
tive Affairs of the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources held a hearing on H.R.
3110 where the National Park Service
testified in support of this bill. On Feb-
ruary 27, the Natural Resources Com-
mittee ordered the bill reported by
unanimous consent.

This bill allows a group of Natives in
Alaska to resume an important cul-
tural tradition and to pass it on to fu-
ture generations. I urge the House to
pass the bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

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

The collection and the consumption
of gull eggs is an integral part of the
culture of the Tlingit people of south-
east Alaska. Eggs were gathered at
rookeries long before Glacier Bay Na-
tional Park and Preserve were ever es-
tablished.

The provisions of this bill are in ac-
cord with the recommendations of a
study mandated by Congress on the
issue, and the bill is widely supported
throughout the environmental and con-
servation communities, as well as the
Alaska Native community. The har-
vesting of gull eggs would only have a
minor impact on the gulls, but the cul-
tural benefits that would be realized by
the Native community would be great.

I applaud the gentleman from Alaska
(Mr. YOUNG) for his leadership on this
issue, and I ask my colleagues to stand
with him in support of this bill.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, I
have no other requests for time, and so
I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Alaska (Mr.
YouNnGg) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3110, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

NORTH TEXAS INVASIVE SPECIES
BARRIER ACT OF 2014

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 4032) to exempt from Lacey
Act Amendments of 1981 certain water
transfers by the North Texas Municipal
Water District and the Greater Texoma
Utility Authority, and for other pur-
poses, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
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The text of the bill is as follows:
H.R. 4032

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of America
in Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“North Texas
Invasive Species Barrier Act of 2014”.

SEC. 2. COMPLIANCE WITH LACEY ACT AMEND-
MENTS OF 1981.

Section 5 of Public Law 112-237 (126 Stat.
1629) is amended by inserting after ‘‘zebra
mussels” the following: ‘‘and other fish,
wildlife, and plants present in Lake Texoma
that are prohibited under section 3 of such
Act (16 U.S.C. 3372) or under section 42 of
title 18, United States Code”’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Alaska (Mr. YOUNG) and the gentleman
from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Alaska.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
which 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 Alaska?

There was no objection.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, I
yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. HALL),
the author of the bill.

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I rise in sup-
port of H.R. 4032, the North Texas
Invasive Species Barrier Act of 2014.
This bill is a prime example of how
both sides of the aisle can work to-
gether for the good of our citizens.

As we know, water is our most vital
resource and one of our primary needs,
and I am grateful for Congressmen SAM
JOHNSON and PETE SESSIONS for their
sponsorship of this bill to enhance
water resources for the people of north
Texas. I also would like to thank
Chairman HASTINGS of the Natural Re-
sources Committee and committee
staff for their work on this measure
and for bringing this bill to the floor
today, and I thank the gentleman from
Alaska.

Many lakes across America have
been infested with various invasive spe-
cies. In the State of Texas, our lakes
have been infested with zebra mussels.
I am sure many of you have seen these
in your States. They started in New
York and have worked their way down
to Texas lakes.

In December 2012, the House and Sen-
ate were successful in passing the
North Texas Zebra Mussel Barrier Act,
which became public law. This law per-
mits the North Texas Municipal Water
District and the Greater Texoma Util-
ity Authority to pump water from
Lake Texoma into the Wylie, Texas,
water treatment plant, where the
water will be cleaned of zebra mussels
without being in violation of the Lacey
Act.

It is safe to say that wherever zebra
mussels are found, their partner in
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crime—quagga mussels—are more than
likely to be found as well. Today’s bill,
H.R. 4032, expands the exemption from
zebra mussels to all aquatic invasive
species and plants, and will enable the
North Texas Municipal Water District
to do its job. It does not encourage
extra pumping that would harm Lake
Texoma’s current low water levels.
Such action will better serve more
than 1.5 million north Texans in a
manner that provides safe water and
much-needed jobs.

I urge my colleagues to support this
commonsense legislation that provides
safe and clean water to north Texans.

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

H.R. 4032, the North Texas Invasive
Species Barrier Act, provides a very
specific and necessary exemption to
the Lacey Act Amendments of 1981.

The bill would allow the North Texas
Municipal Water District and the
Greater Texoma Utility Authority to
transport water that contains poten-
tially invasive species from the Okla-
homa side of Lake Texoma into Texas.
However, all water would be kept in
closed conveyance systems and would
be fully treated, with all zebra mussels,
quagga mussels, and other potentially
harmful aquatic life being fully re-
moved before being released into any
water body.
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Two years ago, we passed legislation
that allowed the water district to
pump water containing zebra mussel
larvae from Lake Texoma, but now,
quagga mussels have emerged as a
threat there as well.

These species are the bane of many a
power plant and municipal water plant
operator. Hundreds of millions will be
spent in the near future to deal with
these problems in intake and outflow
pipes and other infrastructure.

They also harm our fisheries by
crowding out native species and taking
their food. They are driving out our na-
tive mussels toward extinction. The
Lacey Act is vital to our Nation’s in-
terests because it prevents—or hope-
fully prevents the spread of undesir-
able, injurious species like zebra and
quagga mussels. A strong Lacey Act is
vital to our economy and our environ-
ment.

That said, Texas needs access to this
water. The aforementioned entities
have a comprehensive plan for ensuring
that these water transfers do not cause
invasive species to spread.

For those reasons, we will support
H.R. 4032; but we need to remember
that this bill, which was put forward as
a remedy to a very difficult and a very
unique situation, is not a precedent for
broad-spread exemptions to the Lacey
Act.

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

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker,
at this time, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS).

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Alaska, the former
chairman of the committee.
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