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Fort Ontario stood on the shores of
Lake Ontario for over 260 years and
now stands as a testament to the great
history of central New York and the
important role the region has played in
our Nation’s history. The Fort has been
involved in nearly every major Amer-
ican war, from the French and Indian
Wars to World War II.

From 1944 to 1946, Fort Ontario
served as our Nation’s only emergency
refugee camp, providing shelter to over
980 refugees during World War II. In
recognition of the Fort’s use as a ref-
ugee shelter, primarily for Jewish peo-
ple fleeing Hitler’s Europe, the site
also hosts the Safe Haven Holocaust
Refugee Shelter Museum. It is a truly
unique fort in our country.

Following World War II, the fort was
transferred to the State of New York
to house war veterans and their fami-
lies until 1953. This unparalleled his-
tory would make Fort Ontario a unique
asset to our National Park System.

I am honored to have introduced this
legislation, which takes the first steps
toward ensuring Fort Ontario receives
the national recognition it richly de-
serves. The Fort Ontario Study Act
would commission a special resource
study of Fort Ontario to evaluate the
site’s national significance and deter-
mine the suitability of its designation
as a part of the National Park System.

Fort Ontario, now a national historic
site in New York and listed on the Na-
tional Register of Historic Places,
draws residents of New York, visitors
across the Nation, and, indeed, across
the globe to experience the rich history
of the fort and the Safe Haven Holo-
caust Refugee Shelter Museum. Desig-
nating the fort as a national park will
not only preserve the unique history of
the site, but also have the potential to
grow tourism and strengthen our econ-
omy.

I am proud to be a champion of this
effort, and I credit this success to the
countless individuals and organizations
in Oswego, New York, and throughout
the 24th District who have spent years
working to preserve the history of Fort
Ontario. These groups and individuals
include the Friends of Fort Ontario,
Paul Lear with New York State Parks,
the Board of the Safe Haven Holocaust
Refugee Shelter Museum, and the
many volunteers that give so much of
their time to this cause.

Reflecting the importance of the fort
to the entire region, I introduced this
bill with Congresswoman TENNEY and
Congresswoman SLAUGHTER. I would
like to thank them both for their sup-
port, as well as Chairman BISHOP for
working toward moving this legislation
forward.

I ask all of my colleagues to support
H.R. 46, and I urge my colleagues in the
Senate to take quick action on this im-
portant legislation.

Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Speaker, I urge
adoption and support of the bill.

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

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, this
is an important part of American his-
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tory. It belongs in the National Park
System. I urge adoption of the 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 California (Mr.
McCLINTOCK) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 46.

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.

——————

DUNGENESS CRAB FISHERY MAN-

AGEMENT SUNSET PROVISION
REMOVAL
Mr. McCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I

move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 374) to remove the sunset pro-
vision of section 203 of Public Law 105—
384, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 374

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. DUNGENESS CRAB FISHERY MANAGE-
MENT.

Section 203 of the Act entitled ‘““‘An Act to
approve a governing international fishery
agreement between the United States and
the Republic of Poland, and for other pur-
poses”’, approved November 13, 1998 (Public
Law 105-384; 16 U.S.C. 1856 note), is amend-
ed—

(1) by striking subsection (i); and

(2) by redesignating subsection (j) as sub-
section (i).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. MCcCCLINTOCK) and the
gentleman from the Northern Mariana
Islands (Mr. SABLAN) each will control
20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

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

Mr. Speaker, the House has before it
H.R. 374, sponsored by our colleague,
Congresswoman JAIME HERRERA
BEUTLER of Washington.

This bipartisan, consensus-based leg-
islation would permanently reauthor-
ize the successful management of the
Dungeness crab fisheries of Wash-
ington, Oregon, and California by these
respective States. They have been
doing so since 1980, and doing it well.

This permanent reauthorization is
broadly supported by commercial and
recreational fishing organizations. It is
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an example of the maxim: “If it ain’t
broke, don’t try and fix it.”

I might add that these three States
manage these fisheries in both Federal
and State waters, and the management
is funded by the participating States—
a relief to the Federal Treasury.

In the last Congress, the Congres-
sional Budget Office estimated that an
identical bill would save up to $1 mil-
lion in discretionary Federal spending
since State management would con-
tinue under this act. This bill is a win
for the American taxpayer, a win for
the seafood consumer, and a win for
the three States involved.

I urge my colleagues to support this
bipartisan legislation.

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

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

H.R. 374 would reward the States of
California, Oregon, and Washington for
their long legacy of successful coopera-
tive management of the West Coast
Dungeness crab fishery in Federal
waters. These States have, with over-
sight from the National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration, or
NOAA, managed this fishery
sustainably, and this bill would make
that management arrangement perma-
nent.

The specifics of the Dungeness crab
fishery, including robust stock assess-
ments, accurate catch reporting, and
little conflict between commercial and
recreational crabbers, make regional
management a good choice. This is ba-
sically the opposite of a fishery like
Gulf of Mexico red snapper, where
there is a lack of cooperation among
States and fishing sectors.

I agree with the goals of this legisla-
tion, and I ask my colleagues to stand
with me in support.

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

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I
yield such time as she may consume to
the gentlewoman from Washington
(Ms. BEUTLER), the author of this legis-
lation.

Ms. BEUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of the West Coast Dungeness
crab fishery agreement.

This successful, two-decades-old tri-
state Dungeness crab management
agreement expired on September 30,
2016. This bill simply extends the work-
ing management authority between
Washington, Oregon, and California
and makes this arrangement perma-
nent. A similar measure passed the
House last year with flying colors.

For approximately two decades,
these States have successfully overseen
one of the most valuable fisheries in
the Pacific Northwest. In 2014, fisher-
men delivered 53 million pounds of crab
to market, totaling $170 million. This
economic activity helps support more
than 60,000 jobs related to the seafood
industry in Washington alone.

How has it maintained its success?
The fishery has been managed in a sus-
tainable, science-based way, and, im-
portantly, it doesn’t cost taxpayers a
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dime. If we do not renew this agree-
ment, the National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration, or NOAA, says
its management of this fishery will
cost taxpayers $1.15 million per year.

Simply put, this bill maintains local
control of a crucial resource and en-
sures sustainability of the Dungeness
crab fishery, all while saving taxpayer
dollars. This bill is the kind of com-
monsense policy that those folks I rep-
resent at home in southwest Wash-
ington expect to see out of Washington,
D.C.

I want to thank Chairman BISHOP
and the House Natural Resources staff
for bringing this bill to the floor. Pas-
sage of this bipartisan bill gives fisher-
men and coastal communities on the
West Coast peace of mind.

I urge the House to vote ‘‘yes’” on
this bill and to ensure a bright, sus-
tainable economic future for coastal
crab-dependent communities like
Ilwaco, Washington, and many others
on the West Coast.

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

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I
yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr.
GRAVES).

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I want to commend the spon-
sor and the cosponsors of this bill, Con-
gressman DEFAZzIO, Congressman KIL-
MER, Congressman HUFFMAN, and many
others that are supporting this legisla-
tion.

This is important in that it promotes
regional management. Today, this per-
tains to the Dungeness crab, a species
that is largely native to the West
Coast. In this case, what this legisla-
tion does is provide for regional man-
agement. It provides for an oppor-
tunity for the States of Washington,
Oregon, and California to manage this
species.

The States are closer to the ground.
They have closer, more intimate rela-
tionships with their fishers, and they
can ensure that what is being done is
in the best interests of those folks, the
best interests of the public that they
are closer to, and the best interests of
the recreational and commercial fish-
ers that fish this species.

I think it is fantastic. As a matter of
fact, Mr. Speaker, I think this exact
model should be expanded. I think this
exact model should be replicated not
just in Washington, Oregon, and Cali-
fornia; it should be replicated else-
where, similar to how it is replicated
for the Atlantic striped bass on the
East Coast and the salmon in Alaska.
This should be replicated to allow for
States to be able to work together for
regional management strategies to
manage the species and to allow for
more intimate, better public input to
make sure that you have the appro-
priate balance between recreational
and commercial fishers.

I, again, want to commend the spon-
sor of this bill, Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER,
and all the cosponsors. This is exactly
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what we need to be doing. We need to
be expanding upon this model around
the coastal States of this country.

I urge adoption of this bill, I urge ag-
gressive passage of this bill, and I urge
the Senate to pass it as well.

Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Speaker, I urge
adoption of H.R. 374, and I have no fur-
ther speakers.

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

Mr. McCLINTOCK. 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 California (Mr.
McCLINTOCK) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 374.

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. McCLINTOCK. 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.

———
0 1700

OCMULGEE MOUNDS NATIONAL
HISTORICAL PARK BOUNDARY
REVISION ACT OF 2017

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 538) to redesignate Ocmulgee
National Monument in the State of
Georgia and revise its boundary, and
for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 538

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 ‘“‘Ocmulgee
Mounds National Historical Park Boundary
Revision Act of 2017"".

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) MAP.—The term ‘‘map’’ means the map
entitled ‘“‘Ocmulgee National Monument Pro-
posed Boundary Adjustment, numbered 363/
125996”’, and dated January 2016.

(2) HISTORICAL PARK.—The term ‘‘Histor-
ical Park” means the Ocmulgee Mounds Na-
tional Historical Park in the State of Geor-
gia, as redesignated in section 3.

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

SEC. 3. OCMULGEE MOUNDS NATIONAL HISTOR-
ICAL PARK.

(a) REDESIGNATION.—Ocmulgee National
Monument, established pursuant to the Act
of June 14, 1934 (48 Stat. 958), shall be known
and designated as ‘‘Ocmulgee Mounds Na-
tional Historical Park’.

(b) REFERENCES.—AnNy reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to ‘‘Ocmulgee
National Monument’’, other than in this Act,
shall be deemed to be a reference to
‘““Ocmulgee  Mounds National Historical
Park”.

SEC. 4. BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The boundary of the His-

torical Park is revised to include approxi-
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mately 2,100 acres, as generally depicted on
the map.

(b) AVAILABILITY OF MAP.—The map shall
be on file and available for public inspection
in the appropriate offices of the National
Park Service, the Department of the Inte-
rior.

SEC. 5. LAND ACQUISITION; NO BUFFER ZONES.

(a) LAND ACQUISITION.—The Secretary is
authorized to acquire land and interests in
land within the boundaries of the Historical
Park by donation or exchange only (and in
the case of an exchange, no payment may be
made by the Secretary to any landowner).
The Secretary may not acquire by con-
demnation any land or interest in land with-
in the boundaries of the Historical Park. No
private property or non-Federal public prop-
erty shall be included within the boundaries
of the newly expanded portion of the Histor-
ical Park under section 4(a) without the
written consent of the owner of such prop-
erty.

(b) NO BUFFER ZONES.—Nothing in this
Act, the establishment of the Historical
Park, or the management of the Historical
Park shall be construed to create buffer
zones outside of the Historical Park. That an
activity or use can be seen or heard from
within the Historical Park shall not preclude
the conduct of that activity or use outside
the Historical Park.

SEC. 6. ADMINISTRATION.

The Secretary shall administer any land
acquired under section 5 as part of the His-
torical Park in accordance with applicable
laws and regulations.

SEC. 7. OCMULGEE RIVER CORRIDOR SPECIAL
RESOURCE STUDY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-
duct a special resource study of the
Ocmulgee River corridor between the cities
of Macon, Georgia, and Hawkinsville, Geor-
gia, to determine—

(1) the national significance of the study
area;

(2) the suitability and feasibility of adding
lands in the study area to the National Park
System; and

(3) the methods and means for the protec-
tion and interpretation of the study area by
the National Park Service, other Federal,
State, local government entities, affiliated
federally recognized Indian tribes, or private
or nonprofit organizations.

(b) CRITERIA.—The Secretary shall conduct
the study authorized by this Act in accord-
ance with section 100507 of title 54, United
States Code.

(c) RESULTS OF STUDY.—Not later than 3
years after the date on which funds are made
available to carry out this section, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on
Natural Resources of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Energy
and Natural Resources of the Senate—

(1) the results of the study; and

(2) any findings, conclusions,
ommendations of the Secretary.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. MCcCLINTOCK) and the
gentleman from the Northern Mariana
Islands (Mr. SABLAN) each will control
20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, 1
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.

and rec-
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