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meaningful and substantive changes in the
treatment of sharks, this resolution should ad-
dress a ban on importation.

Moreover, the authority of the Western Pa-
cific Regional Fishery Management Council—
which is the federally recognized regional
council responsible for developing manage-
ment plans for fisheries for the exclusive eco-
nomic zones of the State of Hawaii and the
U.S. Pacific territories—will be usurped with
the passage of this resolution. These regional
councils are in place to develop sound and re-
sponsible fishery management plans while
being mindful of the unique circumstances of
the presiding region. | am concerned that
passing this resolution sets a precedent which
can call in to question the integrity and author-
ity of all federally mandated regional fishery
management councils in the U.S.

Mr. Speaker, the practice of shark finning is
unfortunate. We should not, however, avert
the authorities of regional councils in lieu of
our unwillingness to address this issue in a
comprehensive manner.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
support of House Concurrent Resolution 189,
relating to the practice of shark finning.

There is no question that the practice is
wasteful of a resource and should be discon-
tinued. This issue has been on the agenda of
the Western Pacific Regional Fishery Manage-
ment Council (WESPAC), which is responsible
for managing our Western Pacific fisheries re-
sources. WESPAC has been studying this
issue, and | encourage them to continue to do
so in order to compile the necessary data to
take definitive action. In that regard, | would
note that the Council has requested additional
funds from NMFS during the past three years
to do so, and as evidenced by our endorse-
ment of this resolution today, there is a critical
need for NMFS to comply with the request. |
want to work closely with Representatives ENI
FALEOMAVAEGA, JiM SAXTON, WAYNE
GILCHREST, GEORGE MILLER, DON YOUNG and
the Appropriations Committee to make sure
there is adequate federal support for the broad
and extensive responsibilities for which
WESPAC is charged. The fisheries of the
Western Pacific economic zones for which
WESPAC is responsible comprises approxi-
mately forty-eight percent of the entire area
NMFS regulates, but WESPAC receives only
twelve percent of the total funding all the com-
missions receive. We must make certain that
we give the Commission the tools, resources
and support they need in order to credibly dis-
charge their formidable responsibilities.

Secondly, | would like to point out that even
with enactment of this resolution or additional
legislation amending the Magnuson-Stevens
Act to ban shark finning, this is an inter-
national problem, and follow-up action must be
initiated and undertaken in order to effectively
end the practice internationally. Far more fins
are unloaded in California ports, Hong Kong
and other sites than in Hawaii, and the issue
of transshipping of fins must also be ad-
dressed. If we are serious about ending fin-
ning, we need to act on several fronts.

By citing the waste inherent in finning, the
resolution raises the issue of full utilization of
the products harvested from sharks. Fins
should not be the only part of animal used and
we need to develop refined products and mar-
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kets in order to more fully make good use of
shark parts. The resolution cites the waste in-
herent in finning, and yet there is an implicit
level of utilization in other marine products.
For example, to what extent is taking solely
roe from fish or sea urchins wasteful? NMFS
should address these utilization issues as it
undertakes regulatory actions impacting shark
catches.

The last matter | would like to raise is that
of compensation for lost income which will be
sustained by Hawaii fishermen and industry.
Shark fins generate significant revenue, and
traditionally most of its goes directly to the
crews of the fishing fleet. The resolution does
not address lost compensation for crews, but
| am pointing out the issue to indicate the
complexity of the issue, and equity in address-
ing the economic consequences of fisheries
regulatory decisions, based on precedents set
by previous NMFS actions and decisions.

Again, Mr. Speaker, | urge adoption of the
resolution, as well as addressing the under-
lying and associated issues it raises.

Mr. VENTO. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PETRI). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. SAXTON) that the House
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution, H. Con. Res. 189, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the con-
current resolution, as amended, was
agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

CLEAR CREEK DISTRIBUTION
SYSTEM CONVEYANCE ACT

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 862) to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior to implement the
provisions of the Agreement conveying
title to a Distribution System from the
United States to the Clear Creek Com-
munity Services District, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 862

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Clear Creek
Distribution System Conveyance Act’’.

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

For purposes of this Act:

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

(2) DISTRICT.—The term ‘‘District’” means
the Clear Creek Community Services Dis-
trict, a California community services dis-
trict located in Shasta County, California.

(3) AGREEMENT.—The term ‘‘Agreement’”’
means Agreement No. 8-07-20-L6975 entitled
‘“‘Agreement Between the United States and
the Clear Creek Community Services Dis-
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trict to Transfer Title to the Clear Creek
Distribution System to the Clear Creek Com-
munity Services District’.

(4) DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM.—The term ¢Dis-
tribution System’ means all the right, title,
and interest in and to the Clear Creek dis-
tribution system as defined in the Agree-
ment.

SEC. 3. CONVEYANCE OF DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM.

In consideration of the District accepting
the obligations of the Federal Government
for the Distribution System, the Secretary
shall convey the Distribution System to the
District pursuant to the terms and condi-
tions set forth in the Agreement.

SEC. 4. RELATIONSHIP TO EXISTING OPER-
ATIONS.

Nothing in this Act shall be construed to
authorize the District to construct any new
facilities or to expand or otherwise change
the use or operation of the Distribution Sys-
tem from its authorized purposes based upon
historic and current use and operation. Ef-
fective upon transfer, if the District proposes
to alter the use or operation of the Distribu-
tion System, then the District shall comply
with all applicable laws and regulations gov-
erning such changes at that time.

SEC. 5. RELATIONSHIP TO CERTAIN CONTRACT
OBLIGATIONS.

Conveyance of the Distribution System
under this Act—

(1) shall not affect any of the provisions of
the District’s existing water service contract
with the United States (contract number 14—
06-200-489-IR3), as it may be amended or sup-
plemented; and

(2) shall not deprive the District of any ex-
isting contractual or statutory entitlement
to subsequent interim renewals of such con-
tract or to renewal by entering into a long-
term water service contract.

SEC. 6. LIABILITY.

Effective on the date of conveyance of the
Distribution System under this Act, the
United States shall not be liable under any
law for damages of any kind arising out of
any act, omission, or occurrence based on its
prior ownership or operation of the conveyed
property.

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

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

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, the subject of Bureau of
Reclamation facility transfers has been
of particular interest to the Congress,
local irrigation districts, and the ad-
ministration in recent years. Facility
transfers represented an effort to
shrink the Federal government and
shift the responsibilities for ownership
into the hands of those who can more
efficiently operate and maintain them.

Much of the momentum for these
transfers comes from local irrigation
districts that are seeking title to these
projects. The Federal government
holds title to more than 600 Bureau of
Reclamation water projects through-
out the West. A growing number of
these projects are now paid out and op-
erated and maintained by local irriga-
tion districts. The districts seek to
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have the facilities transferred to them,
since many of the districts now have
the expertise needed to manage the
systems and can do so more efficiently
than the Federal government.

H.R. 862 transfers title of the Clear
Creek distribution system in California
to the Clear Creek Services District
without affecting the underlying water
services contract, and it relieves the
Federal government of all liability for
its role in owning and constructing the
water distribution system.

This transfer should be supported for
two reasons. In the case of the Clear
Creek distribution system, the govern-
ment will reduce its risk of future li-
abilities associated with the project
due to faulty project design. The dis-
trict has indicated that it is prepared
to accept responsibility for the system.

Second, the district believes that it
has the expertise and financial capa-
bility to manage this project more effi-
ciently than the Federal government.

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

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, this legislation directs
the transfer of the Bureau of Reclama-
tion water distribution system to the
Clear Creek Community Services Dis-
trict in California. The transfer will be
carried out pursuant to a cooperative
agreement that has already been nego-
tiated.

The Bureau of Reclamation has
worked closely with local interests on
this transfer proposal, and it is my un-
derstanding that the manager’s amend-
ment is acceptable to the administra-
tion. This legislation is noncontrover-
sial. Mr. Speaker, I urge support of the
legislation of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HERGER), H.R. 862.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 6 minutes to my friend and col-
league, the gentleman from California
(Mr. HERGER), in whose district this
project is located .

Mr. HERGER. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to thank the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Chairman DOOLITTLE) and the
members and staff of the Sub-
committee on Water and Power of the
Committee on Resources for their hard
work on this important piece of legisla-
tion.

I would also like to command and
thank the Clear Creek Community
Services District for their persever-
ance, cooperation, and patience in
working with the Bureau of Reclama-
tion and the subcommittee.

H.R. 862, the Clear Creek Distribu-
tion System Conveyance Act is a mod-
est and noncontroversial measure that
authorizes the Secretary of the Inte-
rior to convey title to the Clear Creek
distribution system out of the hands of
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the United States and into the hands of
the Clear Creek Community Service
District.

The Clear Creek Community Services
District is a local agency that provides
water services for domestic and agri-
cultural use to a large area of western
Shasta County in the Northern Cali-
fornia district I represent.

Clear Creek entered into a contrac-
tual relationship with the United
States in 1963 for construction of the
distribution system, as well as a long-
term water services contract and a
commitment to long-term repayment
of the construction cost of the system.

The district commenced making pay-
ments on its repayment obligation
starting in 1967. Thereafter, the dis-
trict took full and complete responsi-
bility for the administration, oper-
ation, maintenance, and repair of the
system. Legal title to the system, how-
ever, remained in the name of the
United States.

Now that the district’s repayment
obligation has been satisfied by the
terms of its agreement with the Bu-
reau, both the district and Bureau seek
to have title to the federally-owned fa-
cilities transferred back to the district.

The district took advantage of the
administration’s title transfer program
and negotiated the terms and condi-
tions of an agreement whereby title to
the distribution facilities would be
transferred in a manner satisfactory to
all concerned parties. This legislation
will effectuate that agreement, and
will bring title and authority over
these facilities back to the 8,000 or so
people who are served by them.

Although the district already carries
out all aspects of the operation and
maintenance of the system, transfer of
title will allow the customers and
water users in the district to be better
served by more cost-effective and re-
sponsive administration of the facility.

Mr. Speaker, the Clear Creek title
transfer is uncluttered by any adverse
or controversial issues related to envi-
ronmental impact, water allocation,
hazardous waste, Federal power, or en-
dangered species. It has the full sup-
port of the Clear Creek Community
Services District, the citizens, commu-
nities, and businesses served by the dis-
trict, and the Bureau of Reclamation.

Further, it advances the objective of
creating a government that works bet-
ter and costs less by transferring these
facilities to State and local units of
government where they can be more ef-
ficiently managed.

I urge the Members to vote in favor
of this noncontroversial proposal,
which provides a definite win-win situ-
ation for all parties involved. I appre-
ciate the opportunity to speak on its
behalf.

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my friend and
colleague, the gentleman from Guam
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(Mr. UNDERWOOD), for his help in this
matter, and I urge an aye vote.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, 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.
DoOOLITTLE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 862, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof),
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

The title was amended so as to read:

““A Dbill to direct the Secretary of the Inte-
rior to implement the provisions of an agree-
ment conveying title to a distribution sys-
tem from the United States to the Clear
Creek Community Services District.”.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
SLY PARK UNIT CONVEYANCE ACT

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 992) to convey the Sly Park
Dam and Reservoir to the El Dorado Ir-
rigation District, and for other pur-
poses, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 992

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

SECTION 1. DEFINITIONS.

For the purpose of this Act, the term—

(1) “‘Secretary’ means the Secretary of the
Interior;

(2) “Sly Park Unit” means the Sly Park
Dam and Reservoir, Camp Creek Diversion
Dam and Tunnel, and conduits and canals as
authorized under the American River Act of
October 14, 1949 (63 Stat. 853), including those
used to convey, treat, and store water deliv-
ered from Sly Park, as well as all recreation
facilities thereto; and

(3) “‘District”” means the El Dorado Irriga-
tion District.—

SEC. 2. TRANSFER OF SLY PARK UNIT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, as
soon as practicable after date of enactment
of this Act and in accordance with all appli-
cable law, transfer all right, title, and inter-
est in and to the Sly Park Unit to the Dis-
trict.

(b) SALE PRICE.—The Secretary is author-
ized to receive from the District $2,000,000 to
relieve payment obligations and extinguish
the debt under contract number 14-06-200—
949IR2, and $9,500,000 to relieve payment obli-
gations and extinguish all debts associated
with contracts numbered 14-06-200-7734, as
amended by contracts numbered 14-06-200-
4282A and 14-06-200-8536A. Notwithstanding
the preceding sentence, the District shall
continue to make payments required by sec-
tion 3407(c) of Public Law 102-575 through
year 2029.

(c) CREDIT REVENUE TO PROJECT REPAY-
MENT.—Upon payment authorized under sub-
section (b), the amount paid shall be credited
toward repayment of capital costs of the
Central Valley Project in an amount equal
to the associated undiscounted obligation.
SEC. 3. FUTURE BENEFITS.

Upon payment, the Sly Park Unit shall no
longer be a Federal reclamation project or a
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