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STE. GENEVIEVE COUNTY NA-

TIONAL HISTORIC SITE STUDY 
ACT OF 2005 

The bill (H.R. 1728) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to study the 
suitability and feasibility of desig-
nating the French Colonial Heritage 
Area in the State of Missouri as a unit 
of the National Park System, and for 
other purposes, was considered, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

f 

NATIONAL LAW ENFORCEMENT 
OFFICERS MEMORIAL MAINTE-
NANCE FUND ACT OF 2005 

The bill (H.R. 2107) to amend Public 
Law 104–329 to modify authorities for 
the use of the National Law Enforce-
ment Officers Memorial Maintenance 
Fund, and for other purposes, was con-
sidered, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

f 

NORTHERN COLORADO WATER DIS-
TRIBUTION FACILITIES CONVEY-
ANCE ACT 

The bill (H.R. 3443) to direct the Sec-
retary of the Interior to convey certain 
water distribution facilities to the 
Northern Colorado Water Conservancy 
District, was considered, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

f 

SALT CEDAR AND RUSSIAN OLIVE 
CONTROL DEMONSTRATION ACT 

The bill (H.R. 2720) to further the 
purposes of the Reclamation Projects 
Authorization and Adjustment Act of 
1992 by directing the Secretary of the 
Interior, acting through the Commis-
sioner of Reclamation, to carry out an 
assessment and demonstration pro-
gram to control salt cedar and Russian 
olive, and for other purposes, was con-
sidered, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

f 

NORTHERN CALIFORNIA COASTAL 
WILD HERITAGE WILDERNESS ACT 

The bill (H.R. 233) to designate cer-
tain National Forest System lands in 
the Mendocino and Six Rivers National 
Forests and certain Bureau of Land 
Management lands in Humboldt, Lake, 
Mendocino, and Napa Counties in the 
State of California as wilderness, to 
designate the Elkhorn Ridge Potential 
Wilderness Area, to designate certain 
segments of the Black Butte River in 
Mendocino County, California as a wild 
or scenic river, and for other purposes 
was considered, read the third time, 
and passed. 

SECTION 10 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I 
would like to enter into a colloquy 
with Senators DOMENICI, BOXER, and 
FEINSTEIN concerning a provision in 

H.R. 233, the Northern California Wild 
Heritage Wilderness Act. Although I 
strongly supported the Senate com-
panion measure, S. 128, which passed 
the Senate last year, I am concerned 
with some of the changes made by bill 
as passed by the House of Representa-
tives. Of particular concern is section 
10, dealing with commercial fishing 
permits in Redwood National and State 
Parks in California. The section directs 
the Secretary of the Interior to issue 
permits for authorized vehicle access 
for commercial surf fishing at des-
ignated beaches within both the Na-
tional and State Parks. The section 
provides that the number of permits 
shall be limited to the number of valid 
permits that are held on the date of en-
actment of this Act, and that the per-
mits ‘‘so issued shall be perpetual and 
subject to the same conditions as the 
permits held on the date of enactment 
of this Act.’’ 

I understand from the National Park 
Service and the bill sponsors that pres-
ently 15 permits are issued for commer-
cial surf fishing within the park. I was 
concerned that the language stating 
that the permits shall be perpetual 
might be construed as creating a right 
vesting in the permit holder, which 
would be contrary to the way permits 
are issued throughout the National 
Park System. However, I understand 
that the intent of this language is sim-
ply to ensure that the National Park 
Service not reduce the number of per-
mits issued below the current level of 
valid permits, assuming there is suffi-
cient demand for the remaining per-
mits. Furthermore, I understand that 
there is no intent for the requirements 
of section 10 to be construed as an im-
plied waiver of applicable laws, includ-
ing the National Park Service Organic 
Act and the Endangered Species Act, 
but rather a directive to the Park 
Service to discontinue its plan to com-
pletely phase out these permits. I 
would like to ask Senator DOMENICI, 
the chairman of the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources, and Sen-
ators BOXER and FEINSTEIN, the Senate 
sponsors, whether they agree with me 
that it is their intent that the lan-
guage in section 10 does not create a 
property right and whether they also 
agree that the sole purpose of the lan-
guage is to limit the number of permits 
to the number of valid permits in exist-
ence as of the date of enactment of 
H.R. 233. 

Mrs. BOXER. I agree with Senator 
BINGAMAN’s understanding. It is not 
our intent to create any new right with 
respect to these permits. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. I agree with the 
Senator from New Mexico. 

Mr. DOMENICl. I agree. 
Mr. BINGAMAN. The language in 

section 10 requires the Secretary of the 
Interior to issue permits allowing for 
authorized vehicle access to designated 
beaches, including Gold Bluff Beach, 

within Prairie Creek Redwoods State 
Park, which is located within the 
broader national park boundary. This 
provision is unusual in that, on its 
face, it appears to require the Sec-
retary to authorize access to a beach 
that is within a State Park and man-
aged by the California Department of 
Parks and Recreation. However, I un-
derstand that nothing in this section is 
intended to override the responsibil-
ities of the State of California and its 
management of state park. Is that the 
understanding of the chairman and bill 
sponsors as well? 

Mrs. BOXER. I agree. The language 
in this bill does not impose require-
ments on the State of California. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. I agree. 
Mr. DOMENICI. I agree. 
Mr. BINGAMAN. I thank my col-

leagues for helping to clarify this issue. 
I ask unanimous consent that a letter 
from Congressman THOMPSON, the 
sponsor of H.R. 233, be printed in the 
RECORD. His letter indicates his agree-
ment with our colloquy. Based on the 
common understanding of the purpose 
and intent of section 10, I will support 
passage of the bill. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, July 27, 2006. 

Hon. JEFF BINGAMAN, 
Ranking Member, Senate Energy and Natural 

Resources Committee, 
Dirksen Senate Offlce Building, Washington, 

DC. 
Hon. DIANNE FEINSTEIN, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. BARBARA BOXER, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR RANKING MEMBER BINGAMAN, SEN-
ATOR FEINSTEIN AND SENATOR BOXER: I would 
like to take this opportunity to clarify my 
intent on a provision in H.R. 233, the North-
ern California Wild Heritage Act. 

Section 10, which deals with commercial 
fishing permits in Redwood National and 
State Parks in California, directs the Sec-
retary of the Interior to issue permits for au-
thorized vehicle access for commercial surf 
fishing at designated beaches within both 
the National and State Parks. The section 
provides that the number of permits shall be 
limited to the number of valid permits that 
are held on the date of enactment of this 
Act, and that the permits ‘‘so issued shall be 
perpetual and subject to the same conditions 
as the permits held on the date of enactment 
of this Act.’’ 

I want to clarify that this language should 
not be construed as creating a right vesting 
in the permit holder, which would be con-
trary to the way permits are issued through-
out the National Park System. The intent of 
this language is simply to ensure that the 
National Park Service not reduce the num-
ber of permits issued below the current level 
of valid permits, assuming there is sufficient 
demand for the remaining permits. Further-
more, there is no intent for the requirements 
of Section 10 to be construed as an implied 
waiver of applicable laws, including the Na-
tional Park Service Organic Act and the En-
dangered Species Act, but rather a directive 
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