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In order to achieve this kind of revolutionary 

improvement in technology, we need 
foundational knowledge in the advanced com-
puting and materials science required to con-
struct quantum systems. 

The Department of Energy (DOE) Office of 
Science is the leading federal sponsor of basic 
research in the physical sciences and funds 
robust quantum technology research. At Law-
rence Berkeley National Lab, the National En-
ergy Research Scientific Computing Center 
(NERSC) allows scientists to run simulations 
of quantum architectures. At Argonne National 
Lab’s Center for Nanoscale Materials, re-
searchers study atomic-scale materials in 
order to engineer the characteristics of quan-
tum information systems. And at Fermi Na-
tional Accelerator Laboratory, scientists are 
applying their experience in high energy phys-
ics to the study of quantum materials. Earlier 
this year, I invited several of my colleagues to 
join me on a visit to Argonne and Fermi labs, 
and we had the privilege of speaking with the 
scientists conducting this groundbreaking re-
search. 

Support for basic research in computer 
science and for computational partnerships 
between industry, academia, and the national 
labs is necessary to develop the technology 
needed for future commercial quantum sys-
tems. 

For these reasons, I encourage my col-
leagues to join me in supporting H.R. 6227. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. SMITH) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
concur in the Senate amendment to 
the bill, H.R. 6227. 

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. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
object to the vote on the ground that a 
quorum is not present and make the 
point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

The point of no quorum is considered 
withdrawn. 

f 

REAUTHORIZE THE NEW JERSEY 
COASTAL HERITAGE TRAIL ROUTE 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 6602) to reauthorize the New 
Jersey Coastal Heritage Trail Route, 
and for other purposes. 

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

H.R. 6602 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. NEW JERSEY COASTAL HERITAGE 

TRAIL ROUTE. 
(a) REAUTHORIZATION.—Section 6 of Public 

Law 100–515 (16 U.S.C. 1244 note) is amended— 
(1) by striking subsection (a); 
(2) by redesignating subsections (b) and (c) 

as subsections (a) and (b), respectively; 
(3) in subsection (a) (as so redesignated by 

paragraph (2)), by striking ‘‘under subsection 
(a)’’ each place that it appears and inserting 
‘‘to carry out this Act’’; and 

(4) in subsection (b) (as so redesignated by 
paragraph (2)), by striking ‘‘2011’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘2025’’. 

(b) STRATEGIC PLAN.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.— 
(A) PLAN REQUIRED.—Not later than 3 years 

after the date on which funds are first made 
available after the date of enactment of this 
Act to carry out Public Law 100–515 (16 
U.S.C. 1244 note), the Secretary of the Inte-
rior shall prepare a strategic plan for the 
New Jersey Coastal Heritage Trail Route. 

(B) CONTENTS.—The strategic plan shall de-
scribe— 

(i) opportunities to increase participation 
by national and local private and public in-
terests in the planning, development, and ad-
ministration of the New Jersey Coastal Her-
itage Trail Route; and 

(ii) organizational options for sustaining 
the New Jersey Coastal Heritage Trail 
Route. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
703(b) of the National Heritage Areas Act of 
2006 (Public Law 109–338; 120 Stat. 1859) is re-
pealed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. MCCLINTOCK) and the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. GRI-
JALVA) 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 material 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. 

The New Jersey Coastal Heritage 
Trail Route was authorized by Con-
gress in 1988, and it runs along the en-
tire eastern coast of New Jersey. 

The National Park Service, the State 
of New Jersey, the Pinelands Commis-
sion, and other local organizations 
have partnered to promote recreation 
and appreciation of New Jersey’s coast-
al areas along that route. The route 
links wildlife refuges, historic sites, 
and natural areas to tell the story of 
New Jersey’s role in shaping U.S. his-
tory and in providing important habi-
tat for birds and other wildlife. The 
coalition’s efforts to enhance public 
enjoyment and access bring more visi-
tors to these special places from New 
Jersey and beyond. 

H.R. 6602 will reauthorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior’s authority to co- 
manage the New Jersey Coastal Herit-
age Trail Route through 2025 and to 
provide technical assistance. This au-
thority expired in 2011. 

Congressman FRANK LOBIONDO should 
be commended for his support for his 
constituents and for the Coastal Herit-
age Trail, and I am pleased to move 
this legislation before his retirement 
from the House. 

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

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

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 6602 would reau-
thorize the New Jersey Coastal Herit-
age Trail Route through 2025. 

H.R. 6602 would also instruct the Sec-
retary of the Interior to draft a stra-
tegic plan to enhance the trail route 
for the future, providing opportunities 
to sustain this very worthwhile pro-
gram. 

I congratulate Representative LOBI-
ONDO for his hard work on this legisla-
tion. I urge my colleagues to support 
the legislation. 

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

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, Con-
gressman LOBIONDO is going to be re-
tiring from this House after many, 
many years of distinguished service at 
the close of this session, and it has 
been my distinct honor and pleasure to 
serve with him. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my distinct honor 
and pleasure to yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
New Jersey (Mr. LOBIONDO). 

Mr. LOBIONDO. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my colleague from California for the 
kind words and for his service to our 
country, and I say ditto about an honor 
to serve with him and everyone else in 
this body. 

I rise today to urge passage of H.R. 
6602, to reauthorize the New Jersey 
Coastal Heritage Trail. This was some-
thing that I worked on with the late 
Senator Frank Lautenberg a number of 
years ago. 

Since its inception in 1988, the Coast-
al Heritage Trail has been a major suc-
cess throughout my district, as well as 
the entire State. 

Now, although there are 12 Members 
of Congress from the State of New Jer-
sey, the Second Congressional District, 
which I have had the honor of rep-
resenting, is about 40 percent of the 
State geographically, so this trail 
spans nearly 300 miles, covering much 
of New Jersey’s coastline. It was de-
signed to provide an educational and 
enjoyable understanding of the nat-
ural, maritime, and cultural sites of 
our coast, which, I must admit, are 
many. 

The Coastal Heritage Trail is divided 
into five regions linked by the common 
heritage of life on the Jersey shore, as 
well as the Raritan and Delaware Bays. 

Finally, this trail has been a great 
example of the work that can be done 
through collaboration with public and 
private partnerships, and I think the 
success of the trail is really because of 
these collaborations and the different, 
various groups that have come to-
gether to understand how working to-
gether can really make a difference. 

Through partnership with the Na-
tional Park Service, Congress, and 
local organizations, the Coastal Herit-
age Trail has received support and has 
been beautifully maintained until au-
thorization recently lapsed. With this 
lapse of authorization, the public sec-
tor groups and the private sector 
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groups were not able to maintain the 
trail, which they had most of the re-
source to take care of this. So it has 
been a big problem with the lapse. 

Mr. Speaker, it is time to redesignate 
this trail so it can be enjoyed by count-
less residents and visitors to New Jer-
sey for many years to come. I urge pas-
sage of H.R. 6602. I thank my col-
leagues for considering this, and I very 
much appreciate the opportunity to 
move this bill. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I have 
no further speakers. I urge a ‘‘yes’’ 
vote for this legislation. 

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

join Mr. GRIJALVA in asking for the 
support of this Chamber of this meas-
ure. 

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. 6602. 

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, I ob-
ject to the vote on the ground that a 
quorum is not present and make the 
point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

The point of no quorum is considered 
withdrawn. 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I request 
the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That re-
quest is not in order at this time. 

f 

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, point of 
order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. MASSIE. When a quorum is not 
present, under the rule, the yeas and 
nays are automatic. Will there be a 
vote of the yeas and nays? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. When 
business resumes, pursuant to clause 8 
of rule XX, a demand for the yeas and 
nays will be in order. 

f 

STIGLER ACT AMENDMENTS OF 
2018 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and concur 
in the Senate amendments to the bill 
(H.R. 2606) to amend the Act of August 
4, 1947 (commonly known as the Stigler 
Act), with respect to restrictions appli-
cable to Indians of the Five Civilized 
Tribes of Oklahoma, and for other pur-
poses. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the Senate amendments 

is as follows: 
Senate amendments: 

Ω1æOn page 3, line 12, strike ø, as of said 
date,¿ and insert: , as of the date of enactment 
of the Stigler Act Amendments of 2018, 
Ω2æAt the end of the bill, add the following: 
SEC. 5. RULE OF CONSTRUCTION PROVIDING FOR 

NO RETROACTIVITY. 
Nothing in this Act, or the amendments made 

by this Act, shall be construed to revise or ex-
tend the restricted status of any lands under the 
Act of August 4, 1947 (61 Stat. 731, chapter 458) 
that lost restricted status under such Act before 
the date of enactment of this Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. MCCLINTOCK) and the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. GRI-
JALVA) 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 material 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. 

I rise today in support of the Senate 
amendments to H.R. 2606. This bill 
would amend the 1947 Stigler Act to re-
move the Indian blood quantum re-
quirement for certain land to be main-
tained in restricted fee status for any 
member of the Five Civilized Tribes of 
Oklahoma. 

Under H.R. 2606, restricted fee land 
currently owned by members of the 
Five Tribes would remain in restricted 
status regardless of the blood quantum 
of the owners. 

H.R. 2606 passed the House on Sep-
tember 12, 2018, by voice vote. A clari-
fying amendment was adopted before 
being passed by the Senate on Decem-
ber 13, 2018. 

I thank the sponsor of the legisla-
tion, the gentleman from Oklahoma 
(Mr. COLE), for his work on this bill. 

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

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

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2606 seeks to 
amend the 1947 Stigler Act by remov-
ing the arbitrary blood quantum levels 
it established for Indian land owner-
ship. This will ensure that lands cur-
rently owned by the citizens of the 
Five Tribes of Oklahoma will remain in 
restricted fee status, regardless of their 
blood quantum levels or that of their 
heirs. 

The House has already passed this 
measure once, and I am happy to agree 
to the changes that the Senate made to 
Mr. COLE’s bill. 

Upholding the sanctity of a Tribe’s 
land base should be of utmost impor-
tance to Congress and the Federal Gov-
ernment as a whole. A tribal land base 
is not just about tax-exempt status or 
economic development, both of which 
are vitally important to tribal commu-

nities. It is also about construction of 
housing, schools, clinics, and eldercare 
facilities, things that are extremely 
vital to the health and the well-being 
of tribal members. 

It is also about recognizing a tribe’s 
historical, cultural, and spiritual con-
nection to the land, land that they 
called their own until it was forcibly or 
wrongly taken from them. 

We need to ensure that tribal sov-
ereignty and self-governance are more 
than just talking points. There are 
real-world decisions that we make that 
have very real consequences, so it is 
shameful that a dark chapter in his-
tory is now repeating itself. I am refer-
ring to the dire situation that is facing 
the Mashpee Tribe of Massachusetts. 

The Mashpee have inhabited present- 
day Massachusetts and eastern Rhode 
Island for more than 12,000 years. Their 
ancestors are the ones who welcomed 
the Pilgrims who landed at Plymouth 
Rock, as well as the people who aided 
these Pilgrims through the hard times 
of 1621 that we now refer to as our First 
Thanksgiving. 

Like many tribes, the Mashpee were 
intentionally and systematically ren-
dered landless through various actions 
by the States and the Federal Govern-
ment. 

b 1700 
They have fought long and hard since 

that time to reestablish that which 
was taken from them: their homeland. 
They fought first for Federal recogni-
tion, which they finally received in 2009 
after a 30-year struggle. They then 
fought to establish a homeland for 
their people, which they finally did in 
2015, when Interior approved their ap-
plication to take 320 acres into trust 
for the Tribe. 

Things were looking optimistic for 
the Mashpee people. They constructed 
a government center, which includes a 
school, courtrooms, and multipurpose 
rooms, and they established a medical 
clinic facility. They were planning to 
embark on economic development op-
portunities that would help sustain the 
Tribal people and ensure their pros-
perity for future generations. Then the 
rug was cruelly pulled out from be-
neath them. 

In 2017, the Department of Justice, 
under the Trump administration, 
inexplicably refused to continue to de-
fend the status of the Tribe’s reserva-
tion in court. 

Then on September 7, 2018, the De-
partment of the Interior issued its first 
Carciary decision, in which it refused 
to reaffirm its own authority to con-
firm the status of the Tribe’s reserva-
tion. Interior rejected clear evidence 
that the Mashpee were indeed under 
Federal jurisdiction, evidence that was 
accepted as sufficient in prior agency 
decisions. 

This decision is devastating and un-
precedented. It would mark the first 
time since the dark days of the termi-
nation era that the United States acts 
to de-establish an Indian reservation 
and make a Tribe landless. 
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