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GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous materials on the bill under 
consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
As author of H.R. 5069, I am pleased 

that we are considering this bipartisan 
bill that has been cosponsored by the 
dean of the House of Representatives, 
the leadership of the Congressional 
Sportsmen’s Caucus, and the entire 
Louisiana House congressional delega-
tion. 

The Federal Duck Stamp Act will 
modestly increase the price of the Fed-
eral duck stamp for the first time in 23 
years and, by so doing, restore the buy-
ing power of this conservation tool 
which has been used to acquire, con-
serve, lease, and restore thousands of 
acres of wetlands. 

Wetlands are critical to the survival 
of not only migratory waterfowl but to 
the millions of Americans who live 
along our coastlines. The U.S. Geologi-
cal Survey has calculated that for 
every 2.5 miles a hurricane travels 
across wetlands, the storm surge is re-
duced by 1 foot. It is therefore likely 
that wetlands were directly responsible 
for saving lives and property in the 
gulf coast that were devastated by Hur-
ricanes Katrina and Rita. 

This legislation has been endorsed by 
Ducks Unlimited and more than 30 na-
tional conservation organizations, in-
cluding the National Rifle Association, 
Boone and Crockett Club, the National 
Wild Turkey Federation, and the Con-
gressional Sportsmen’s Foundation. 

In their support letter, these groups 
noted that, ‘‘In order for us to pass 
down our hunting heritage from gen-
eration to generation, sustain a vital 
and viable resource for wildlife and 
people, we must increase the price of 
the duck stamp this year.’’ 

I urge adoption of H.R. 5069, and I 
want to thank all of the Members who 
join with me in this effort. 

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

myself as much time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 5069 would author-
ize an increase in the price of the Fed-
eral duck stamp from $15 to $25. Duck 
stamp revenue funds the purchase and 
conservation of wetland habitats crit-
ical to maintaining waterfowl popu-
lations and other wildlife prized by 
hunters. This increase will restore the 
purchasing power of the duck stamp 
dollars to nearly 1991 levels, the last 
time Congress increased the price of 
the duck stamp. 

The current price of the stamp is $15, 
which equates to less than $9 in 1991. 
The increase is expected to generate $5 
million in revenue for securing con-

servation easements on land in the 
United States. 

While I take issue with some of the 
requirements and restrictions this bill 
would place on the Fish and Wildlife 
Service, the opportunity to generate 
these additional funds for wetland con-
servation with the support of hunters 
and other nature lovers is one that we 
must take advantage of. 

I support the passage of the bill and 
congratulate the author of the legisla-
tion. 

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

want to say in closing that not only do 
we have huge bipartisan support for 
this bill, but I just want to point out, 
as an example, in 2012, we spent, essen-
tially, an equal amount of money on 
both the fee simple land purchase and 
the easement. Around $16- to $17 mil-
lion each. But look at the bang for the 
buck we got. We purchased 14,747 acres 
fee simple, but on easements we got 
48,144. 

So it is obvious that not only is this 
a huge savings to the taxpayer, this is 
a much better deal, but also think 
about the maintenance costs that are 
now going to be unnecessary because 
landowners with the easements will 
continue to maintain the land rather 
than taxpayers. 

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

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, 
today, my colleagues and I will vote on the 
Federal Duck Stamp Act of 2014. This bill 
would raise the price of Federal Migratory Bird 
Hunting and Conservation Stamps (more com-
monly known as ‘‘Duck Stamps’’), for the first 
time in 23 years, from $15 to $25. I am a 
proud supporter of this legislation and ask my 
colleagues to vote in favor. 

Ever since Congress created the Duck 
Stamp program in 1934, hunters have bought 
duck stamps to help pay for the protection of 
wildlife habitats. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service uses the money generated from these 
sales to acquire new land or preserve existing 
wildlife refuges for water fowl. Duck Stamps 
also serve as an entrance pass for any na-
tional wildlife refuge that charges admission, 
so they are in effect a user fee for hunters and 
bird watchers. 

Today, because of rising land prices and in-
flation in general, the value of the Duck Stamp 
has fallen by 40 percent, depriving conserva-
tion efforts of crucial funds. As an avid hunter, 
I understand the importance of investing in our 
wildlife habitats. We need to pass these tradi-
tions on to the next generation, so they can 
learn the importance of being good stewards 
of the land. 

Since the federal government already owns 
nearly one third of our country’s land, this bill 
prohibits new land acquisition and requires the 
funds generated from the fee increase to be 
used solely for acquiring easements for migra-
tory birds. But since the funds collected from 
Duck Stamp sales are technically classified as 
revenues, increasing the fees to allow for 
higher spending on protecting migratory-bird 
habitats does not comply with the House’s 
‘‘Cut as You Go’’ rule (Rule XXI, Clause 10). 

In the past, we’ve made exceptions for 
spending increases that are offset with rev-

enue increases for selected programs when 
there is a close connection between the reve-
nues and the spending. For example, budget 
resolutions often include reserve funds that ef-
fectively waive the ‘‘Cut as You Go’’ rule for 
deficit-neutral legislation designed to achieve a 
specific purpose. 

Because the funds generated from this leg-
islation will be user fees, not taxes, and this 
bill reduces the deficit, I support granting a 
waiver of the ‘‘Cut as You Go’’ rule for consid-
eration of this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. 
FLEMING) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5069, 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. 

f 

REMOVING A USE RESTRICTION 
TO CERTAIN LAND IN ROCKING-
HAM COUNTY, VIRGINIA 

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 5162) to amend the Act entitled 
‘‘An Act to allow a certain parcel of 
land in Rockingham County, Virginia, 
to be used for a child care center’’ to 
remove the use restriction, and for 
other purposes. 

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

H.R. 5162 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. REMOVAL OF USE RESTRICTION. 

The Act entitled ‘‘An Act to allow a cer-
tain parcel of land in Rockingham County, 
Virginia, to be used for a child care center’’, 
approved October 31, 1990 (Public Law 101– 
479), is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘SECTION 1. REMOVAL OF USE RESTRICTION. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any re-
strictions in the deed, on and after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, the parcel com-
prised of approximately 3.03 acres of land 
transferred by the United States on April 11, 
1989, to the county of Rockingham, Virginia, 
in deed book number 953 at page 600, to-
gether with improvements thereon may be 
used by the county as if the land had been 
transferred in fee simple with no use or other 
restrictions. 

‘‘(b) DOCUMENTATION.—As soon as practical 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of the Interior shall take such 
actions as are necessary to issue a fee simple 
deed with no restrictions to the land de-
scribed in subsection (a) to the county of 
Rockingham, Virginia.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. FLEMING) and the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GRIJALVA) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Louisiana. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
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extraneous materials on the bill under 
consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
In 1989, the Department of the Inte-

rior deeded a small parcel of land to 
Rockingham County, Virginia, for pub-
lic purpose. This land includes a garage 
that had previously been used by the 
National Park Service. 

The County determined a nonprofit 
childcare center in Broadway, Virginia, 
would benefit from the use of the ga-
rage, and Public Law 101–479 allowed 
the deed to be changed for the par-
ticular use of the childcare center. 
However, under the terms and restric-
tions of the transfer, the nonprofit is 
unable to obtain financing to make im-
provements and renovations to the 
property. H.R. 5162 would remove the 
restrictions on the land so the nec-
essary upgrades may be made to the 
childcare center. 

Congressman GOODLATTE has offered 
a commonsense bill that will assist the 
constituents and the community. I 
urge support for the bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

b 1415 
Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
H.R. 5162 removes the use restriction 

on a 3-acre parcel of Federal land 
granted in 1990 to Rockingham County, 
Virginia. The county no longer needs 
the parcel for child care and seeks to 
develop it for other purposes. 

The 3-acre parcel was given to Rock-
ingham County through the National 
Park Service’s Federal Lands to Parks 
Program. The Federal Lands to Parks 
Program provides Federal land to 
counties and to other State and local 
entities to develop community parks 
and public spaces. If land granted 
through this program is no longer 
needed for its original purpose, the Na-
tional Park Service has the adminis-
trative authority to sell the land at 
fair market value. 

This involves what could be a very 
lengthy valuation process, but it is im-
portant to remember that these assets 
are owned by the American taxpayers, 
held in trust by the Federal Govern-
ment, and they deserve a fair return. In 
this case, to the best of my knowledge, 
Rockingham County did not approach 
the National Park Service to discuss 
purchasing the land at fair market 
value. Instead, the county went 
straight to Congress for this legislative 
fix. 

Revisionary clauses and land use re-
strictions exist to ensure the fair use of 
Federal land and a fair return to the 
American taxpayer. Of course, it is im-
portant to look at these on a case-by- 
case basis, recognizing when Congress 
should chime in and when it is more 
appropriate for administrative action. 
Congress should only get involved 
when all other options are exhausted. 

While there may have been an alter-
native method to achieving the objec-
tive of this legislation, we support the 
adoption of H.R. 5162. 

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

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. GOODLATTE). 

(Mr. GOODLATTE asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I thank the gen-
tleman from Louisiana for yielding the 
time and the chairman of the Natural 
Resources Committee, Mr. HASTINGS, 
for moving this legislation forward. I 
want to thank the gentleman from Ari-
zona as well for his support and indi-
cate to him that the intention is to 
continue to use this land for a child 
care center, but in order to improve 
the child care center, they need to be 
able to get financing that is not avail-
able with the encumbrance that exists 
right now. 

Mr. Speaker, for over 25 years, a lit-
tle over 3 acres of land and its associ-
ated buildings, previously wholly held 
by the Federal Government, have been 
maintained by Rockingham County 
and the Plains Area Daycare Center in 
my congressional district. 

In 1989, the Federal Government 
deeded these 3 acres of land to Rock-
ingham County, but prior to this offi-
cial declaration, Rockingham County 
had already been maintaining the lands 
around the facility. The land and build-
ing had been used as a garage and 
maintenance facility for the National 
Forest Service. However, it was no 
longer being utilized, and the county 
was doing upkeep on the land. 

The land transfer in 1989 allowed this 
land to be used for public purposes. The 
county decided that the nonprofit 
Plains Area Daycare Center in Broad-
way, Virginia, which provides child 
care on a sliding scale and helps many 
families who otherwise could not afford 
child care, would benefit from the use 
of the old garage. Public Law 101–479 
allowed the deed to be changed from 
public use for the particular use of the 
child care center. 

Donations by the community, total-
ing $75,000, turned the garage building 
into a nursery, daycare, and after-
school care facility. Additionally, the 
creation of the daycare center provided 
for the creation of a playground that 
the center supports and is open for pub-
lic use. To be clear, the center and the 
playground are the sole reason that 
this previously abandoned government 
land is being used by the community. 

Unfortunately, because of the narrow 
way Public Law 101–479 was drafted, 
any extension or maintenance of the 
physical structures has required ap-
proval by the Department of the Inte-
rior. In 1998, the county had to obtain 
permission from the Department to add 
an addition that was funded through 
pledges and a county loan, resulting in 
another $125,000 worth of improvements 
by the community. 

The building is, once again, in need 
of repairs, forcing the county to seek 
approval from the Department of the 
Interior for repairs. Further, because of 
the terms of the deed, the daycare cen-
ter has been unable to get a loan to 
complete the needed renovations. 

I have been pleased to visit the 
Plains Area Daycare Center on many 
occasions. The center is committed to 
providing high-quality child care on a 
sliding scale. The center is also com-
mitted to making sure children have 
the skills necessary to enter and thrive 
in school through early childhood edu-
cation programs. The investments this 
center is making in the community are 
immeasurable. Since opening in 1991, 
the center has always been at capacity, 
and it is the only facility of its kind in 
the community. By passing this legis-
lation and allowing Rockingham Coun-
ty and, in return, the Plains Area 
Daycare Center more authority over 
the land, it will ensure that more chil-
dren and more of the community will 
be served by this land. 

Mr. Speaker, my legislation today is 
a simple formality. For 25 years, the 
land has been deeded to Rockingham 
County but with restriction. It is clear 
the Federal Government no longer has 
a vested interest in the land. This prop-
erty is being used by the county and 
the community to help those in need. 
My legislation removes the restrictions 
on the land to ensure this community 
investment can continue to thrive. 

I urge my colleagues to pass H.R. 5162 
so that the necessary upgrades may be 
made to the child care center and so 
that the community can be better 
served. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, if I 
may inquire of the gentleman from 
Louisiana if he has any more speakers. 

Mr. FLEMING. We have no further 
speakers. 

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

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. 
FLEMING) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5162. 

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. FLEMING. 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 

CAMP PENDLETON MEDAL OF 
HONOR POST OFFICE 

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 5468) to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 1103 USPS Building 1103 in 
Camp Pendleton, California, as the 
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