
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8853 September 25, 2018 
These people are there, separated 

from their parents for the most part, 
because they are not allowed to prac-
tice their faith, speak their language, 
or enjoy their culture in Tibet because 
that is suppressed. 

Today, those aspirations remain in 
peril as China continues to silence the 
voices crying out for freedom in Tibet 
and across the region. Every day, Ti-
betans, Uighurs—again, the Uighurs 
are the Muslims in the western areas of 
China—and the people of Hong Kong 
and all throughout China are subjected 
to the threat of oppression and perse-
cution simply for wishing to practice 
their faith and pursue a more demo-
cratic future. 

b 2045 
Mr. Speaker, if we don’t speak out 

for human rights in China because of 
our commercial relationship with 
them, we lose all moral authority to 
speak out for human rights anyplace in 
the world. As Members of Congress, we 
have a responsibility to stand with the 
Tibetan people as they fight to be free 
to practice their faith traditions, speak 
their language, and celebrate their cul-
tures. This bill takes a strong step to-
ward that mission, and I urge my col-
leagues to join in a strong bipartisan 
‘‘yes’’ on this vote. 

Again, I want to commend my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
who have for a very long time been 
such leaders on the issues of human 
rights throughout the world, including 
in China, and for whom this particular 
bill has emerged as one manifestation 
of where we can make a reasonable, 
measured difference in our relation-
ship. 

So I thank Mr. HULTGREN and Mr. 
MCGOVERN for their leadership in 
bringing this forth. I thank the Judici-
ary Committee and my colleague who 
was so important on our trip. So it is 
really a joy to see the gentleman on 
the floor leading this debate. I thank 
the gentleman for bringing his elo-
quence, his compassion, his concern, 
and his leadership to this important 
issue. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote. 
Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Speaker, I am 

prepared to close. I have no further 
speakers. 

Mr. Speaker, I would just say that we 
are incredibly proud to be, hopefully, 
passing this legislation tonight with 
such bipartisan support and reminding 
the world that the United States 
stands for human rights. We stand for 
the human rights of Tibetans, and I 
thank my colleagues on the other side 
for their work on this. 

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

Mr. RUTHERFORD. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the minority leader for her com-
ments on this issue and strong bipar-
tisan support for human rights, not 
only in Tibet but all over the globe. 
Really, this is a great moment, I think, 
for this body. 

I will repeat again that it is time 
that Congress takes a stand with re-

gard to access by foreign nationals to 
the Tibetan regions. Again, I want to 
thank Congressman MCGOVERN for his 
work on this issue. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support H.R. 1872, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of H.R. 1872, the ‘‘Reciprocal Access 
to Tibet Act of 2017,’’ which promotes access 
for United States officials, journalists, and 
other citizens to Tibetan areas of the People’s 
Republic of China. 

As a co-sponsor of this bill, I am acutely 
aware of the importance of this legislation. 

The Reciprocal Access to Tibet Act of 
2017,’’ is the first step in opening access to 
Tibet because it would restrict access to China 
as long as the government of China restricts 
access to Tibet. 

The act requires the State Department to 
submit an annual, publicly available report to 
Congress that includes a list of individuals 
holding specified senior Chinese leadership 
positions and an assessment of the level of 
access Chinese authorities granted U.S. dip-
lomats, journalists, and tourists to Tibetan 
areas in China. 

In turn, the listed persons shall be ineligible 
to enter or to be present in the United States 
if specified restrictions on foreign travelers en-
tering Tibetan areas remain in effect. 

When we grant Chinese diplomats’ access 
to parts of the United States, we should take 
into account the extent to which China grants 
U.S. diplomats access to parts of China, in-
cluding the Tibetan areas. 

For far too long have we allowed Chinese 
officials to enjoy our freedoms of movement 
and expression while we condoned with our 
silence their draconian restrictions on those 
very freedoms. 

China considers any evidence of Chinese or 
Tibetans showing loyalty to or being in com-
munication with the Tibetan government in 
exile to be illegal and subject to harsh punish-
ment. 

Chinese authorities tightly restrict travel and 
news media in Tibet. 

Individuals who use the internet, social 
media, or other means to disseminate dis-
senting views or share politically sensitive con-
tent face arrest and harsh penalties. 

Tibetan cultural expression, which the au-
thorities associate with separatism, is subject 
to especially harsh restrictions; those incarcer-
ated in recent years have included scores of 
Tibetan writers, intellectuals, and musicians. 

As a nation that stands for basic freedoms 
of faith and expression, it is imperative that we 
do not remain bystanders in the perpetual 
struggle for justice and human rights. 

This bill is created for the benefit of not only 
U.S. officials and workers in human rights who 
have no access into Tibet, but also Tibetans 
living in oppression and in exile who des-
perately hope every day for a breath of free-
dom in the Chinese security apparatus. 

For these reasons, I urge my colleagues to 
stand with me in the support of H.R. 1872. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. RUTH-
ERFORD) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1872, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 

rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

The title of the bill was amended so 
as to read: ‘‘A bill to promote access 
for United States diplomats and other 
officials, journalists, and other citizens 
to Tibetan areas of the People’s Repub-
lic of China, and for other purposes.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

MIGRATORY BIRD FRAMEWORK 
AND HUNTING OPPORTUNITIES 
FOR VETERANS ACT 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 6013) to amend the Migratory 
Bird Treaty Act to establish January 
31 of each year as the Federal closing 
date for duck hunting season and to es-
tablish special duck hunting days for 
youths, veterans, and active military 
personnel, and for other purposes, as 
amended. 

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

H.R. 6013 

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 ‘‘Migratory 
Bird Framework and Hunting Opportunities 
for Veterans Act’’. 
SEC. 2. FEDERAL CLOSING DATE FOR HUNTING 

OF DUCKS, MERGANSERS, AND 
COOTS. 

Section 3 of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act 
(16 U.S.C. 704) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(c) FEDERAL FRAMEWORK CLOSING DATE 
FOR HUNTING OF DUCKS, MERGANSERS, AND 
COOTS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In promulgating regula-
tions under subsection (a) relating to the 
Federal framework for outside dates within 
which the States may select seasons for mi-
gratory bird hunting, except as provided in 
paragraph (2), the Secretary shall, with re-
spect to the hunting season for ducks, mer-
gansers, and coots— 

‘‘(A) adopt the recommendation of each re-
spective flyway council (as defined in section 
20.152 of title 50, Code of Federal Regula-
tions) for the Federal framework if consid-
ered by the Secretary to be consistent with 
science-based and sustainable adaptive har-
vest management, but the framework closing 
date shall be January 31 of each year; and 

‘‘(B) allow the States to establish the clos-
ing date for the hunting season in accord-
ance with the Federal framework. 

‘‘(2) SPECIAL DUCK HUNTING DAYS FOR 
YOUTHS, VETERANS, AND ACTIVE MILITARY PER-
SONNEL.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the 
closing date under paragraph (1) and subject 
to subparagraphs (B) and (C), the Secretary 
shall allow States to select 2 days for youths 
and 2 days for veterans (as defined in section 
101 of title 38, United States Code), and mem-
bers of the Armed Forces on active duty, in-
cluding members of the National Guard and 
Reserves on active duty (other than for 
training), to hunt ducks, mergansers, and 
coots. Such days shall be treated as an addi-
tion to the regular hunting season lengths 
selected by the States. 

‘‘(B) REQUIREMENTS.—In selecting days 
under subparagraph (A), a State shall ensure 
that— 

‘‘(i) the days selected— 
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‘‘(I) do not fall within the regular hunting 

season for ducks, mergansers, and coots; 
‘‘(II) with regard to youth days, are on a 

weekend, holiday or other day in which 
schools are not in session; and 

‘‘(III) are not more than 14 days before or 
after the hunting season for duck, mergan-
sers, and coots; and 

‘‘(ii) the total number of days in a hunting 
season for ducks, mergansers and coots, in-
cluding any days selected under subpara-
graph (A), is not more than 107 days. 

‘‘(C) LIMITATION.—A State may combine 
the 2 days allowed for youths with the 2 days 
allowed for veterans and members of the 
Armed Forces on active duty under subpara-
graph (A), but in no circumstance may a 
State have more than a total of 4 additional 
days added to its regular hunting season for 
any purpose. 

‘‘(3) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
promulgate regulations in accordance with 
this subsection for the Federal framework 
for migratory bird hunting for the 2019–2020 
hunting season and each hunting season 
thereafter.’’. 

Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill to 
amend the Migratory Bird Treaty Act to es-
tablish January 31 of each year as the Fed-
eral framework closing date for the duck 
hunting season and to establish special duck 
hunting days for youths, veterans, and active 
military personnel, and for other purposes.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. MCCLINTOCK) and the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
HUFFMAN) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California (Mr. MCCLINTOCK). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous materials on the bill 
under consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 6013, the Migratory 
Bird Framework and Hunting Opportu-
nities for Veterans Act, accomplishes 
two goals. First, it provides certainty 
to States by setting a specific Federal 
framework closing date for duck hunt-
ing. Second, it provides States the op-
tion to establish special duck hunting 
days for youth, veterans, and members 
of the Armed Forces. 

In addition to the Department of the 
Interior, I want to thank Ducks Unlim-
ited, Vista Outdoors, the Congressional 
Sportsmen’s Foundation, and Will 
Primos among others for their work on 
and support of this important bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge adoption of the 
measure, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

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

Mr. Speaker, as the gentleman men-
tioned, this bill amends the Migratory 
Bird Treaty Act to establish special 
duck hunting days for youth and vet-
erans. While I generally support ex-
panding hunting opportunities for 

youth and veterans, it is important 
that we do it in a way that does not de-
tract from management decisions 
based on sound science that produces 
the best outcomes for wildlife popu-
lations. 

This year marked the 100th anniver-
sary of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act, 
a law which codified our Nation’s com-
mitment to honor international trea-
ties that protect migratory bird popu-
lations. It is important to remember 
that prior to its passage, birds like the 
snowy egret and wood duck were plum-
meting towards extinction due to mar-
ket hunting and unregulated commer-
cial trade in bird feathers. 

Thanks to the protections afforded 
by the MBTA, these birds and many 
others have recovered from the brink 
of extinction, while maintaining oppor-
tunities for hunters to participate in 
waterfowl hunting through science- 
based management and population as-
sessments. 

Congress has an obligation to ensure 
that the Secretary of the Interior re-
tains the authority to determine when 
hunting of migratory game birds can 
take place in the United States. While 
the flyway councils play a critical role 
in developing regulations, establishing 
the framework for migratory bird man-
agement is a Federal responsibility 
that should be done in consultation 
with flyway councils. 

I do want to thank Chairman BISHOP 
for working with our staff to make 
modest changes to the bill to address 
some of our concerns. We hope to con-
tinue working with our colleagues in 
the Senate to make further refine-
ments and ensure that this bill does 
not move us forward in a way that de-
parts from sound, science-based man-
agement. 

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

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask for adoption of the measure, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
MCCLINTOCK) that the House suspend 
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 6013, as 
amended. 

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

The title of the bill was amended so 
as to read: ‘‘A bill to amend the Migra-
tory Bird Treaty Act to establish Janu-
ary 31 of each year as the Federal 
framework closing date for the duck 
hunting season and to establish special 
duck hunting days for youths, vet-
erans, and active military personnel, 
and for other purposes.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

NEVADA LANDS BILL TECHNICAL 
CORRECTIONS ACT OF 2018 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 

bill (H.R. 6299) to modify the process of 
the Secretary of the Interior for exam-
ining certain mining claims on Federal 
lands in Storey County, Nevada, to fa-
cilitate certain pinyon-juniper-related 
projects in Lincoln County, Nevada, to 
modify the boundaries of certain wil-
derness areas in the State of Nevada, 
to fully implement the White Pine 
County Conservation, Recreation, and 
Development Act, and for other pur-
poses, as amended. 

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

H.R. 6299 
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 ‘‘Nevada 
Lands Bill Technical Corrections Act of 
2018’’. 
SEC. 2. AMENDMENT TO CONVEYANCE OF FED-

ERAL LAND IN STOREY COUNTY, NE-
VADA. 

Section 3009(d) of the Carl Levin and How-
ard P. ‘‘Buck’’ McKeon National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (128 Stat. 
3751) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) by striking subparagraphs (B) through 

(D) and redesignating subparagraph (E) as 
subparagraph (D); and 

(B) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the 
following: 

‘‘(B) FEDERAL LAND.—The term ‘Federal 
land’ means the land generally depicted as 
‘Federal land’ on the map. 

‘‘(C) MAP.—The term ‘map’ means the map 
entitled ‘Storey County Land Conveyance’ 
and dated June 6, 2018.’’. 

(2) in paragraph (3)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A)(i), by striking 

‘‘after completing the mining claim validity 
review under paragraph (2)(B), if requested 
by the County,’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (B)— 
(i) in clause (i)— 
(I) in the matter preceding subclause (I), 

by striking ‘‘each parcel of land located in a 
mining townsite’’ and inserting ‘‘any Federal 
land’’; 

(II) in subclause (I), by striking ‘‘mining 
townsite’’ and inserting ‘‘Federal land’’; and 

(III) in subclause (II), by striking ‘‘mining 
townsite (including improvements to the 
mining townsite), as identified for convey-
ance on the map’’ and inserting ‘‘Federal 
land (including improvements)’’; 

(ii) by striking clause (ii); 
(iii) by striking the subparagraph designa-

tion and heading and all that follows 
through ‘‘With respect’’ in the matter pre-
ceding subclause (I) of clause (i) and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(B) VALID MINING CLAIMS.—With respect’’; 
and 

(iv) by redesignating subclauses (I) and (II) 
as clauses (i) and (ii), respectively, and in-
denting appropriately; 

(3) in paragraph (4)(A), by striking ‘‘a min-
ing townsite conveyed under paragraph 
(3)(B)(i)(II)’’ and inserting ‘‘Federal land con-
veyed under paragraph (2)(B)(ii)’’; 

(4) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘a mining 
townsite under paragraph (3)’’ and inserting 
‘‘Federal land under paragraph (2)’’; 

(5) in paragraph (6), in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘min-
ing townsite’’ and inserting ‘‘Federal land’’; 

(6) in paragraph (7), by striking ‘‘A mining 
townsite to be conveyed by the United 
States under paragraph (3)’’ and inserting 
‘‘The exterior boundary of the Federal land 
to be conveyed by the United States under 
paragraph (2)’’; 
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