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As the only Four Corners State to
not have a SWERI facility, it is only
right for Utah to have a dedicated hub
focused on the wildfire challenges fac-
ing Utah and the surrounding States.

It will allow our universities, fire-
fighters, land managers, and Federal
partners to work together. It will help
us understand fire behavior in high-ele-
vation deserts. It will support innova-
tions in fuel management, post-fire wa-
tershed recovery, and community resil-
ience. More importantly, the TUtah
wildfire institute will ensure that we
are not simply reacting to each crisis
as it comes but planning ahead.

This bill reflects what Utahns al-
ready know, that collaboration,
science-based planning, and proactive
management are the most effective
tools we have to protect our land and
our people. It is a vote for safer com-
munities, healthier forests and range-
lands, and responsible stewardship of
the places that we call home.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support the Utah Wildfire Research In-
stitute Act as this investment will pro-
tect Utah for generations to come.
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Mr. HERNANDEZ. Mr. Speaker, I
urge my colleagues to support this leg-
islation, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. STAUBER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, this legislation is
straightforward. It builds on the prov-
en success of the Southwest Ecological
Restoration Institutes in Arizona, Col-
orado, and New Mexico by finally ex-
tending this important program to
Utah.

HEstablishing a SWERI in Utah will
expand wildlife research, strengthen
collaboration with land managers, and
provide new tools to improve forest
health and reduce catastrophic
wildfires. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port Representative KENNEDY’s bill.

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 Minnesota (Mr.
STAUBER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1045.

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.

———

GREAT LAKES FISHERY RE-
SEARCH REAUTHORIZATION ACT

Mr. STAUBER. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(S. 2878) to reauthorize funding to mon-
itor, assess, and research the Great
Lakes Basin, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

S. 2878

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

This Act may be cited as the ““Great Lakes
Fishery Research Reauthorization Act’.

SEC. 2. REAUTHORIZATION OF FUNDING TO MON-
ITOR, ASSESS, AND RESEARCH
GREAT LAKES BASIN.

Section 201(d) of title II of division P of the
Further Consolidated Appropriations Act,
2020 (16 U.S.C. 941h(d)), is amended by strik-
ing 2025’ and inserting ‘“2030°".

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Minnesota (Mr. STAUBER) and the gen-
tleman from Puerto Rico (Mr.
HERNANDEZ) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Minnesota.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. STAUBER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on S. 2878, the bill
now under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of S.
2878, the Great Lakes Fishery Research
Reauthorization Act.

The Great Lakes Fishery Research
Program is administered by the U.S.
Geological Survey, which works in con-
cert with the Great Lakes Fishery
Commission to conduct research and
collect data to support the binational
fisheries within the Great Lakes Basin.

This bill would continue the many
tools that help manage and protect
these fisheries, which are integral to
the region’s economic and ecological
health. I urge my colleagues to support
this bill.

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

Mr. HERNANDEZ. Mr. Speaker, I
yvield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, S. 2878 will reauthorize
the U.S. Geological Survey Great
Lakes Fishery Research Program to
continue essential research that in-
forms fishery management decisions
across the Great Lakes Basin.

Effective fishery management starts
and ends with accurate data, which is
why the information provided by this
program is the foundation for the deci-
sions taken by State and Tribal fishery
managers.

The Great Lakes region supports
nearly a $5 billion sport and commer-
cial fishing industry that relies on
sound scientific research to protect and
manage its aquatic ecosystems.

This program supports research to
identify and combat invasive species
like the sea lamprey and the Asian
carp, conduct surveys for sport fish
management, and monitor impacts of
harmful algal blooms on fisheries. The
Great Lakes Science Center also brings
in more than 300,000 visitors annually
and supports thousands of jobs.

Healthy fish populations benefit both
the environment and the businesses
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that depend on them. The bill would
provide $15 million annually through
fiscal year 2030 to continue research
that protects native species, monitors
invasive species, and assesses the im-
pacts of habitat degradation and cli-
mate change on the Great Lakes.

I commend Representative QUIGLEY,
Senator PETERS, and the bipartisan
Great Lakes delegation for their work
on this important legislation. I urge
my colleagues to join me in supporting
this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. QUIGLEY), the sponsor of this
bill in the House.

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleagues for considering this bill,
the Great Lakes Fishery Research Re-
authorization Act.

This bill would reauthorize critical
Great Lakes research programs at $15
million per year for 5 years. I thank
my colleague, Representative
HUIZENGA, for his partnership on this
bill in the House.

Protecting and restoring our Great
Lakes has long been a bipartisan pri-
ority. I am proud of our work together
on this topic. Lake Michigan is the
pride and joy of Chicago, but the native
ecosystems are at risk.

My colleagues might have noticed
the poster behind me. This is a sea
lamprey. They are not native to the
Great Lakes, but they have found their
way in. When left unchecked, they
wreak havoc on our ecosystems. If this
graphic doesn’t convince my colleagues
that we don’t want these suckers in the
Great Lakes, I am not sure what will.

Kind of like a giant leech, their suc-
tion-cup mouth clamps onto native fish
species to feed on them. One sea lam-
prey can kill up to 40 pounds of Great
Lakes fish over a 12- to 18-month feed-
ing period, and that is just one of the
threats we are currently up against.

Alongside the sea lamprey, there are
over 60 invasive species in the Great
Lakes. Those include zebra mussels,
rusty crayfish, and round goby. They
compete for the same resources and
prey on native species. Many don’t
have natural predators in the Great
Lakes. Without intervention, these
invasive species will be ‘‘eely’ bad for
our native fish and plant populations.

Mr. Speaker, 61 native fish species
are currently threatened or endan-
gered. In the 1950s, the United States
and Canada established the Great
Lakes Fishery Commission to shore up
our shared fisheries. Decades of over-
fishing, invasive species, and human
impact on lakes threatened the native
fish species and led to 20 species going
extinct.

For all those in the region who de-
pend on fisheries for food, livelihood,
and sport, it is critical we continue to
monitor the Great Lakes and our na-
tive fish species. The total value of
commercial, recreational, and Tribal
fishing in the Great Lakes is at least $5
billion. The industry supports an esti-
mated 75,000 jobs across the region.
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Research into the Great Lakes fish-
ery provides us with the data and infor-
mation necessary to manage fish popu-
lations, conduct habitat maintenance,
roll out educational programs, and
more.

For the last 5 years, this program has
provided funds for the U.S. Geological
Survey and, more specifically, the
Great Lakes Science Center to conduct
scientific research and invest in new
technology.

With the help of this funding, the
Great Lakes Science Center has field
operations in five of the eight Great
Lakes States, where it owns and oper-
ates a fleet of large research vessels to
monitor the lakes and the fishery. This
information is used to ensure that
these crucial ecosystems stay healthy
and productive.

Other researchers across the region
rely on data collected over decades to
analyze trends in the Great Lakes and
help keep them healthy. Reauthorizing
this program now will allow the Great
Lakes Science Center to continue its
research and provide datasets that are
stable and reliable into the future.

The Senate has already passed this
reauthorization. I encourage my col-
leagues to help get this bill over the
finish line.

Lastly, I thank my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle and in the Sen-
ate, including Senator PETERS who in-
troduced the version of the bill we will
vote on today, and Senator HUSTED
representing the great State of Ohio.

Mr. Speaker, I thank them for their
consideration, and I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘yes.”

Mr. STAUBER. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. HERNANDEZ. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Michigan (Mrs. DINGELL).

Mrs. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in strong support of S. 2878.

The Great Lakes aren’t just a part of
Michigan and the heartland’s land-
scape. They are part of our economy,
our identity, and our heritage. They
are more than 20 percent of the world’s
freshwater and must be protected.

They provide drinking water to mil-
lions. They are home to a thriving eco-
system for a wide breadth of species.
They support countless jobs. Our Great
Lakes’ fishing economy alone is worth
more than $5 billion.

Unfortunately, there are many
threats jeopardizing the future of the
Great Lakes and the region’s way of
life, including, as my colleagues just
heard described, the highly invasive
sea lamprey, one of the most dis-
gusting things I have ever witnessed in
my life.
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The USGS Great Lakes Science Cen-
ter is located in my district. It meets
the Nation’s need for scientific infor-
mation used to restore, enhance, man-
age, and protect the freshwater fish-
eries and habitats of the Great Lakes.
The GLSC helps to protect the fresh-
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water fisheries and habitats that are
invaluable economic and ecological as-
sets for the entire Great Lakes region.

We know the devastating effects that
invasive species, pollution, and ex-
treme weather have had on the Great
Lakes, and the research conducted at
this lab is essential to mitigating these
threats and addressing these issues.

The work of the GLSC and the Great
Lakes Fishery Commission has reduced
the invasive sea lamprey populations
in the Great Lakes by more than 90
percent. Thanks to this program, popu-
lations of native fish, including lake
trout, whitefish, and walleye, have
started to recover and, with them, the
economy of the region.

In November 2024, the Great Lakes
Fishery Commission announced that
lake trout, a popular fish nearly
exterminated by sea lampreys and
overfishing in the mid-1900s, has fully
rebounded in Lake Superior. We must
continue to support the GLSC’s work
with the Fishery Commission because
the fight against invasive species is an
ongoing battle.

The Great Lakes Fishery Research
Reauthorization Act would reauthorize
funding for the Great Lakes Science
Center for another 5 years, helping to
ensure that they are able to continue
conducting the critical research that
ensures future generations can enjoy
the same beauty, biodiversity, and eco-
nomic opportunities for our Great
Lakes for many years.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘‘yes’ on this legislation.

Mr. STAUBER. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.
Mr. HERNANDEZ. Mr. Speaker, I

urge my colleagues to support the leg-
islation, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. STAUBER. Mr. Speaker, this bill
supports effective fishery management,
which starts with accurate data. I
thank Representatives QUIGLEY and
HUIZENGA for their work on this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this legislation, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr.
STAUBER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, S. 2878.

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.

———

CAPE FOX LAND ENTITLEMENT
FINALIZATION ACT OF 2025

Mr. STAUBER. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2815) to provide equitable treat-
ment for the people of the Village Cor-
poration established for the Native Vil-
lage of Saxman, Alaska, and for other
purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:
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H.R. 2815

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 “‘Cape Fox Land
Entitlement Finalization Act of 2025
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) CAPE FOoX.—The term ‘“Cape Fox’’ means

the Cape Fox Village Corporation, a Village
Corporation for the Native Village of Saxman,
Alaska, organized pursuant to the Alaska Na-
tive Claims Settlement Act (43 U.S.C. 1601 et
seq.).
(2) FEDERAL LAND.—The term ‘‘Federal land”
means the approximately 180 acres of surface
land within the Tongass National Forest in the
State of Alaska, as generally depicted on the
Map.

(3) MAp.—The term “Map’’ means the map
entitled ‘“‘Cape Fox Village Corporation Final
Selection’’ and dated December 18, 2023.

(4) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’ means
the Secretary of the Interior.

SEC. 3. WAIVER OF CORE TOWNSHIP REQUIRE-
MENT FOR CERTAIN LAND.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section
16(b) of the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act
(43 U.S.C. 1615(b)), Cape Fox shall not be re-
quired to select or receive conveyance of the ap-
proximately 185 acres of unconveyed land de-
scribed in subsection (b) located within the
township in which the Native Village of
Saxman, Alaska, is located.

(b) LAND DESCRIBED.—The land referred to in
subsection (a) is as follows:

(1) Approximately 40 acres in T. 74 S., R.90 E.,
sec. 10, SWNE, Copper River Meridian.

(2) Approximately 144.57 acres in T. 75 S., R.91
E., sec. 1, lots 1, 3, and 4, Copper River Merid-
ian.

SEC. 4. SELECTION OUTSIDE EXTERIOR SELEC-
TION BOUNDARY.

(a) SELECTION AND CONVEYANCE OF SURFACE
ESTATE.—Not later than 90 days after the date
of enactment of this Act, if Cape Foxr submits to
the Secretary a written notice of selection of the
Federal land, the Secretary shall, on receiving
that written notice, convey the Federal land to
Cape Fox.

(b) CONVEYANCE OF SUBSURFACE ESTATE.—On
conveyance to Cape Fox of the surface estate to
the Federal land under subsection (a), the Sec-
retary shall convey to Sealaska Corporation the
subsurface estate to that Federal land.

(c) TIMING.—It is the intent of Congress that
the Secretary complete the conveyances to Cape
Fox and Sealaska Corporation under Sub-
sections (a) and (b), respectively, as soon as
practicable after the date on which the Sec-
retary receives a written notice of the selection
of Cape Fox under subsection (a), but not later
than 180 days after the date on which the Sec-
retary receives that written notice.

(d) ENTITLEMENT FULFILLED.—The convey-
ance of Federal land to Cape Fox and the sub-
surface interest in the Federal land to Sealaska
Corporation under subsections (a) and (b), re-
spectively, shall be considered to fulfill the enti-
tlement of—

(1) Cape Fox under section 16 of the Alaska
Native Claims Settlement Act (43 U.S.C. 1615);
and

(2) Sealaska Corporation to any subsurface
interest in the Federal land under section 14(f)
of that Act (43 U.S.C. 1613(f)).

SEC. 5. PUBLIC ACCESS EASEMENT.

The conveyance of the Federal land under
section 4 shall be subject to the reservation of a
public easement under section 17(b) of the Alas-
ka Native Claims Settlement Act (43 U.S.C.
1616(b)) to allow for access to National Forest
System land further inland on Revillagigedo Is-
land from the George Inlet.

SEC. 6. VALID EXISTING RIGHTS.

Unless otherwise agreed to by the Secretary,

the Secretary of Agriculture, and Cape Fox, the
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