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agreed that its Federal grant of crimi-
nal jurisdiction can be repealed.

Accordingly, under H.R. 1074, the
Federal Government will have criminal
jurisdiction over crimes, especially
major crimes, by or against Indians on
the Tribe’s lands. The Tribe would have
jurisdiction over Indian offenders for
crimes over which it exercises jurisdic-
tion, and the State of Iowa would re-
tain exclusive jurisdiction over crimes
where both offender and victim are
non-Indians.

I thank the sponsor of H.R. 1074, the
gentleman from Iowa (Mr. BLUM), for
his work on this bill, and I urge adop-
tion of the measure.

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

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

There are laws on the books that
stand in the way of true tribal self-de-
termination and self-governance. One
of those laws is Public Law 80-846,
known commonly as the 1948 Act. The
1948 Act targeted only one tribe, the
Sac and Fox Tribe of the Mississippi in
Iowa, also known as the Meskwaki Na-
tion, and gave the State of Iowa crimi-
nal jurisdiction over their tribal lands.

In 1948, the Nation did not have a for-
mal mechanism for law enforcement
and was not in a financial position to
create one. This was used as the ration-
ale for the stripping of these jurisdic-
tional rights. But this has not been the
case for many years. The Tribe has a
full-time police department as well as
a fully functioning court system.

The continued existence of the 1948
Act has resulted in an unfair system of
crimes committed on Meskwaki land,
whereby a Native-American defendant
must face the possibility of two pros-
ecutions, State and Tribal, but a non-
Native defendant faces only State pros-
ecution.

That is why I join my colleagues in
supporting H.R. 1074. By passing this
bill and repealing the 1948 Act, we will
remove the inequity it has created, and
bring the Meskwaki Nation in line with
how criminal jurisdiction issues are ad-
dressed on other Native lands.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support the adoption of H.R. 1074, and I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Iowa
(Mr. BLUM).

Mr. BLUM. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from California for yielding
and for his time managing today’s floor
debate.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 1074, a bill I first introduced in
the 114th Congress, which would repeal
a 1948 law that granted the State of
Iowa criminal jurisdiction over of-
fenses committed by or against mem-
bers of the Sac and Fox Tribe of the
Mississippi in Iowa.

Prior to this 1948 law, the Tribe had
largely policed itself, and there was lit-
tle, if any, Federal law enforcement on
the Tribe’s land.

Historically, determining who may
exercise jurisdiction over crime in trib-
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al communities is complex. Generally,
crimes committed by or against Indi-
ans in Indian Country are under the ju-
risdiction of the United States, pursu-
ant to various Federal statutes. The
1948 Act was passed at a time when the
Federal Government was attempting to
shift its responsibility and obligations
from tribes to the respective States.

In 1953, Congress passed a law, com-
monly called Public Law 280, transfer-
ring criminal jurisdiction over all
crimes, regardless of the Indian status
of the offender or victim, in Indian
Country of six States from the Federal
Government to those States. Even
though Iowa was not one of those
States, for years it has been treated as
if it were a Public Law 280 State.

With respect to the law enforcement
on the settlement today, a lot has
changed since 1948. Today, the Tribe
has a fully-functional criminal justice
system, which includes a full-time po-
lice department whose officers are cer-
tified by the State of Iowa. The Tribe
maintains and employs law-trained
judges and a prosecutor who, together
with a probation department, handle
all criminal cases which arise on tribal
lands.

H.R. 1074, and its Senate companion
bill, have bipartisan support from the
entire Iowa delegation, as well as the
support of the Iowa State Legislature,
which passed legislation signed by
then-Governor Terry Branstad in April
2016, that began this process of confer-
ring jurisdiction to the Tribe and the
Department of Justice.

As my friend from California pre-
viously mentioned, the entirety of the
Meskwaki Settlement is located in
Tama County, Iowa, in my district.
Since I have come to Washington, I
have gotten to know the Sac and Fox
Tribal Council and their representa-
tives, and I was happy to first intro-
duce this bill in 2016 after its approval
by then-Governor Branstad.

Mr. Speaker, I urge the adoption of
this bill, and I hope it continues to
move through the legislative process so
that the Tribe may once again have ju-
risdiction over many of the crimes
committed against their members on
their land, and restore another portion
of the Tribe’s sovereignty, which has
been removed since 1948.

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

Mr. COOK. 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.
CooOK) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 1074.

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.

November 1, 2017

PROVIDING FOR CONVEYANCE TO
IOWA OF REVERSIONARY INTER-
EST HELD BY UNITED STATES
IN CERTAIN LAND IN
POTTAWATTAMIE COUNTY, IOWA

Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2600) to provide for the convey-
ance to the State of Iowa of the rever-
sionary interest held by the United
States in certain land in
Pottawattamie County, Iowa, and for
other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2600

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

SECTION 1. CONVEYANCE OF REVERSIONARY IN-
TEREST REQUIRED.

(a) CONVEYANCE.—Not later than 90 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of the Interior shall convey,
without consideration, to the State of Iowa
the reversionary interest held by the United
States and described in the quit claim deed
dated April 13, 1998, instrument number
19170, as recorded in book 98, page 55015, in
Pottawattamie County, Iowa.

(b) CosTs.—As a condition of the convey-
ance under subsection (a), all costs associ-
ated with such conveyance shall be paid by
the State of Iowa.

(c) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that the State of Iowa should con-
tinue to provide information regarding the
Lewis and Clark National Historic Trail, the
California National Historic Trail, and the
Mormon Pioneer National Historic Trail.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. CoOK) and the gentle-
woman from California (Mrs. TORRES)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have b legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material on the bill under con-
sideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

I rise today in support of H.R. 2600,
sponsored by my colleague, Represent-
ative DAVID YOUNG of Iowa.

H.R. 2600 directs the Department of
the Interior to convey to the State of
Iowa the reversionary interest held by
the United States in certain land in
Pottawattamie County.

By the way, there is going to be a
test afterwards on this pronunciation.

In 1989, Congress authorized the Sec-
retary of the Interior to provide for the
development of a trails interpretive
center in Council Bluffs, Iowa. Six
years later, in 1995, the National West-
ern Trails Center donated property to
the Federal Government, and the Na-
tional Park Service later constructed a
trails center on the property to inter-
pret the history of the Lewis and Clark
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National Historic Trail, the Mormon
Pioneer National Historic Trail, and
the Oregon National Historic Trail.

In 1998, the Federal Government do-
nated the trails center and surrounding
property to the State Historical Soci-
ety of Iowa. Federal ownership was
transferred to the State subject to a
condition that if the trails center is
not being used for the purposes speci-
fied in the 1989 Act, the land and the
center would revert to the United
States.

Since 1998, the State has owned and
operated the trails center. Presently,
visitation at the center is very low, the
hours of operation are limited, and
maintenance is falling behind. The
State of Iowa would like to remove the
trails center from its responsibility
and possibly transfer the property to
the city of Council Bluffs.

The National Park Service currently
does not own or directly manage any of
the land associated with the 1989 Act.
Moreover, it is the Committee’s under-
standing that the National Park Serv-
ice does not have any interest in tak-
ing over operation of the trails center
or ownership of the property.

I commend Representative YOUNG for
his outstanding work on behalf of his
constituents. I would also like to
thank the minority for their help and
cooperation moving this legislation
forward.

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

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

H.R. 2600 authorizes the conveyance
to the State of Iowa the reversionary
interest on the Western Historic Trails
Center in Council Bluffs, Iowa.

In 1989, Congress authorized the De-
partment of the Interior to partner
with the State of Iowa to create a
trails interpretative center to support
three National Historic Trails that
cross through the region.

In 1988, the Secretary of the Interior
transferred approximately 400 acres to
the State of Iowa for use as a visitor
center. Ownership was then transferred
to the State with a reversionary clause
that limits the use of the property to a
visitor center.

The National Park Service does not
operate or maintain the current visitor
center. However, under current law, if
the State stops using the site for its in-
tended purpose, ownership will revert
back to the Federal Government.

Since its establishment, the trails in-
terpretative center has not lived up to
its expectations. Visitation is low and
the facility is in need of significant
maintenance.

The National Park Service and the
State of Iowa have determined that
termination of the reversionary inter-
est makes both fiscal and operational
sense. This will allow the State to sell
the property to the city of Council
Bluffs, allowing the city to maintain
the facility.

As long as the State continues to
provide National Historic Trail inter-
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pretive services following the terms of
the original agreement, Congress
should be allowed to release the rever-
sionary interest to this particular
property.

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

[ 1500

Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Iowa
(Mr. YOUNG).

Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, 1
want to thank both of my colleagues
from California. I want to thank the
chairman and ranking member of the
committee for their leadership and
working together with me, the Na-
tional Park Service, the State of Iowa,
Pottawattamie County, and the city of
Council Bluffs on this bill.

The National Park Service holds re-
versionary rights to a small parcel of
land in Council Bluffs in
Pottawattamie County which high-
lights Lewis and Clark’s travels with
an interpretation center, as well as
highlighting the California National
Historic Trail and the Mormon Pioneer
National Historic Trail. However, the
National Park Service has limited re-
sources and a limited desire to effec-
tively operate this property with the
hundreds of properties it already main-
tains across the country.

So by listening to the Park Service,
the State of Iowa, Pottawattamie
County, the city of Council Bluffs, and
local leaders and residents, a consensus
and commonsense solution evolved to
allow the city of Council Bluffs to ac-
cept responsibility for the property in
determining its best use while still rec-
ognizing and highlighting the spirit
and history of these historic trails.

I thank my colleagues from Cali-
fornia, the ranking member, and the
chairman of the committee.

Mrs. TORRES. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. COOK. 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.
Coo0K) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 2600, as amend-
ed.

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.

———

INDIANA DUNES NATIONAL PARK
ACT

Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1488) to retitle Indiana Dunes Na-
tional Lakeshore as Indiana Dunes Na-
tional Park, and for other purposes, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1488

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
Dunes National Park Act”.

SEC. 2. INDIANA DUNES NATIONAL LAKESHORE
RETITLED AS INDIANA DUNES NA-
TIONAL PARK.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Public Law 89-761 (16
U.S.C. 460u et seq.) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘National Lakeshore’ and
“national lakeshore’’ each place it appears
and inserting ‘‘National Park’’; and

(2) by striking ‘‘lakeshore’ each place it
appears and inserting ‘“‘Park’.

(b) NONAPPLICATION.—The amendment
made by subsection (a)(1) shall not apply to
the title of the map referred to in the first
section of Public Law 89-761 (16 U.S.C. 460u),
or to the title of the maps referred to in sec-
tion 4 of Public Law 89-761 (16 U.S.C. 460u-3).
SEC. 3. PAUL H. DOUGLAS TRAIL.

The 1.6 mile trail within the Indiana Dunes
National Park designated the ‘‘Miller-Woods
Trail”’ is hereby redesignated as the ‘‘Paul H.
Douglas Trail”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. CooK) and the gentle-
woman from California (Mrs. TORRES)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members have 5
legislative days to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on the bill under consider-
ation.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1488 would redesig-
nate Indiana Dunes National Lake-
shore as Indiana Dunes National Park.

Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore
was established by Congress in 1966.
The designation of the national lake-
shore as a unit of the National Park
Service was the culmination of decades
of work by conservationists, area resi-
dents, and elected officials.

The original law included 8,330 acres
of land and water. The National Park
Service conservation advocates contin-
ued to seek expansion of the bound-
aries, and five subsequent laws in-
creased the size of the national lake-
shore to more than 15,000 acres.

In October 1916, shortly after the Na-
tional Park Service was established,
NPS Director Stephen Mather held
hearings in Chicago to gauge public
sentiment on a Sand Dunes National
Park. In a Department of the Interior
report published after the hearings, Di-
rector Mather stated: ‘‘No national
park or other Federal reservation of-
fers this phenomenon for the pleasure
and edification of the people, and no
national park is as accessible. Further-
more, the dunes offer to the visitor ex-
traordinary scenery, a large variety of
plant life, magnificent bathing beach-
es, and splendid opportunities to camp
and live in the wild close to nature.”

Despite Director Mather’s support,
the national park proposal was aban-
doned at the onset of World War I, and

“Indiana
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