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people to memorialize and honor their 
relatives and ancestors killed in the 
Wounded Knee Massacre. It gives title 
of the land to both the Oglala Sioux 
Tribe and the Cheyenne River Sioux 
Tribe while ensuring that the land has 
the protections that restrictions 
against alienation and taxation pro-
vide. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge the adoption of 
this bill and yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KUSTOFF). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. COLLINS) that the House 
suspend the rules and pass the bill, 
H.R. 3371. 

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. COLLINS. 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withdrawn.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 

AUTHORIZING FULLY ELECTRONIC 
STAMPS 

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 2872) to amend the Permanent 
Electronic Duck Stamp Act of 2013 to 
allow States to issue electronic stamps 
under such Act, and for other purposes, 
as amended. 

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

H.R. 2872 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SEC. 1. AUTHORIZING FULLY ELECTRONIC 

STAMPS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5 of the Permanent 

Electronic Duck Stamp Act of 2013 (16 U.S.C. 
718r) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘ACTUAL 

STAMP’’ and inserting ‘‘ELECTRONIC STAMP’’; 
(B) by striking ‘‘actual stamp’’ and inserting 

‘‘electronic stamp’’; and 
(C) by amending paragraph (1) to read as fol-

lows: 
‘‘(1) upon the date of purchase; and’’; 
(2) in subsection (c), by inserting ‘‘under sub-

section (e)’’ before the period at the end; and 
(3) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub-

section (f) and inserting after subsection (d) the 
following new subsection: 

‘‘(e) DELIVERY OF ACTUAL STAMPS.—The Sec-
retary shall issue an actual stamp after March 
10 of each year to each individual that pur-
chased an electronic stamp for the preceding 
waterfowl seasons.’’. 

(b) STAMP VALID THROUGH CLOSE OF HUNTING 
SEASON.—Section 6 of the Permanent Electronic 
Duck Stamp Act of 2013 (16 U.S.C. 718s(c)) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘shall, dur-
ing the effective period of the electronic stamp— 
’’ and inserting ‘‘shall—’’; and 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘for a period 
agreed to by the State and the Secretary, which 

shall not exceed 45 days’’ and inserting ‘‘until 
the first June 30 that occurs after the date of 
issuance of such stamp’’. 

(c) ELECTRONIC STAMPS AS PERMIT.—Section 
1(a)(1) of the Migratory Bird Hunting and Con-
servation Stamp Act (16 U.S.C. 718a(a)(1)) is 
amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘as an electronic stamp or’’ 
after ‘‘Conservation Stamp,’’; and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘actual’’ after ‘‘face of the’’. 
(d) CONTENTS OF ELECTRONIC STAMP.—Section 

2(3) of the Permanent Electronic Duck Stamp 
Act of 2013 (16 U.S.C. 718o(3)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘and’’; 
(2) in subparagraph (E), by striking the period 

at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(F) may contain an image of the actual 

stamp.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. COLLINS) and the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GALLEGO) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the mat-
ter under consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 

2872, sponsored by the gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. GRAVES), my friend and 
colleague. 

This bill makes commonsense im-
provements to the Federal Duck Stamp 
program by modernizing how waterfowl 
hunters across the country can pur-
chase a Federal duck stamp. 

The duck stamp was created when 
President Franklin Delano Roosevelt 
signed the Migratory Bird Hunting 
Stamp Act into law in 1934. That law 
required waterfowl and other migra-
tory bird hunters ages 16 and over to 
purchase and possess a valid duck 
stamp prior to taking of migratory wa-
terfowl. 

Current law requires hunters to phys-
ically possess a signed duck stamp on 
their person while hunting any migra-
tory waterfowl. Even in States where 
electronic licensing is used, a signed 
physical duck stamp is required. 

H.R. 2872 further modernizes the pro-
gram by removing the 45-day require-
ment to have a physical duck stamp, 
and it allows States the option to sell 
electronic duck stamps for the entirety 
of the hunting season. 

Under this bill, purchasers would 
still receive the physical stamp at the 
end of their State waterfowl hunting 
season, therefore preserving the long 
legacy of the Federal Duck Stamp as a 
physical representation of the con-
servation efforts of hunters for genera-
tions to come. 

This is a good governance approach 
that will reassure waterfowl hunters 
and continue the unmatched American 

tradition of wildlife conservation 
through sportsman participation. I ap-
plaud Mr. GRAVES for his work on this 
bill, and I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this legislation. 

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

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

Mr. Speaker, the duck stamp, or Fed-
eral Migratory Bird Hunting and Con-
servation Stamp is the only Federal 
conservation revenue stamp. This 
means 98 percent of the sale price is 
used to purchase conservation ease-
ments and to acquire wetland habitats 
for the National Wildlife Refuge Sys-
tem. 

The duck stamp also provides an op-
portunity to showcase wildlife art, 
with the Fish and Wildlife Service 
hosting an art competition each year, 
and a winning piece selected for next 
year’s design. 

Sportsmen and women, artists, and 
conservationists purchase duck stamps 
as a collectible to cover entry fees to 
any National Wildlife Refuge System 
unit, as a hunting license, or as a dona-
tion to conservation. Millions of 
stamps have been sold in recent years, 
contributing tens of millions of dollars 
toward conservation each year. 

This bipartisan bill will modernize 
government stamp services by allowing 
online access to the Federal Duck 
Stamp. This improvement will save ap-
plicants and agency officials time and 
money and make it more accessible for 
hunters, conservationists, and collec-
tors to purchase duck stamps and sup-
port wetland conservation. It is a good 
bill, and I am happy to support it. 

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

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. GRAVES), the lead sponsor 
of this bill. 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, this legislation is related, as 
you heard, to the duck stamp. 

In 1932, President Roosevelt signed 
into law legislation that authorized the 
duck stamp that allowed for hunters to 
get this stamp in order to go hunt wa-
terfowl. 

This program has been incredibly 
successful over the 90-year period, sell-
ing today approximately 1.6 million 
stamps every single year. This has gen-
erated approximately $1.1 billion, and 
all of these proceeds have been in-
vested back into conservation, into the 
Migratory Bird Conservation Fund. 
This has benefited over 600,000 acres of 
our National Wildlife Refuge System 
and benefited conservation. I will say 
it again, this program has been wildly 
successful. 

b 1715 
Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 

Speaker, in 2013, legislation was signed 
into law that created an electronic 
duck stamp. The thought there was 
that with the internet and with the 
ability to improve access to compli-
ance, we would allow for a digital duck 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 04:56 Sep 19, 2023 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00014 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K18SE7.025 H18SEPT1ss
pe

nc
er

 o
n 

D
S

K
12

6Q
N

23
P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H4367 September 18, 2023 
stamp to provide 45 days of authoriza-
tion to go hunt. 

The problem was that the physical 
paper stamp often missed that 45-day 
window. Someone would pay to get a 
duck stamp, and they had a 45-day au-
thorization window, but the physical 
stamp didn’t come in until after the 
end of that period. So, the hunter 
would be out of compliance, yet they 
did everything right. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is very simple. 
It just allows for the digital authoriza-
tion, the electronic authorization, to 
be extended throughout the season. 

Importantly, Mr. Speaker, it still 
preserves the physical stamp that so 
many people treasure and collect annu-
ally, so it does require the stamp be 
physically mailed later on. 

Mr. Speaker, I give a huge shout-out 
to the cosponsor of this legislation, 
Congressman MIKE THOMPSON, a fellow 
sportsman from California. I thank 
Senator BOOZMAN and Senator 
MANCHIN, who have cosponsored the 
Senate companion bill, and I thank 
BRUCE WESTERMAN, the chair of the 
committee, and Ranking Member GRI-
JALVA, for working with us to clear 
this legislation. It is really important 
that this move forward. 

Mr. Speaker, before I close, I will 
share how this came about. I love it 
whenever you are out there in the field, 
meeting with constituents back home, 
and people bring up ideas. In this case, 
it was actually a sportsman in our of-
fice, Taylor Playforth. We call him 
‘‘Bailer’’ because he sunk his boat, but 
that is a whole other story. Taylor 
Playforth, who is an avid sportsman, 
actually came up with this idea. 

We were able to get this turned into 
legislative text, worked with Senators 
to introduce it, and worked with the 
Congressional Sportsmen’s Caucus and 
others, which ultimately yielded this 
legislation. I am hopeful that my 
friend from Arizona is going to ensure 
that we pass this legislation unani-
mously today. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank all the folks 
who worked on this. I thank Vivian, 
Sandra, and the staff of the Committee 
on Natural Resources, and I urge adop-
tion of this legislation. 

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Speaker, I have 
no further requests for time. I urge my 
colleagues to support this legislation, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, the 
North American Model of Wildlife Con-
servation, which is based on a user- 
pays system through the purchase of 
items like the Federal duck stamp, is 
the envy of the world. In total, fees 
paid by the sportsmen community con-
tribute over $1 billion per year in rev-
enue that goes toward wildlife con-
servation, which is a truly remarkable 
achievement. 

H.R. 2872 is a commonsense, bipar-
tisan bill that underpins the North 
American model by giving hunters cer-
tainty while modernizing the Federal 
duck stamp process. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this bill, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. COL-
LINS) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, H.R. 2872, as amend-
ed. 

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. COLLINS. 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 

NATIVE AMERICAN CHILD 
PROTECTION ACT 

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 663) to amend the Indian Child 
Protection and Family Violence Pre-
vention Act, as amended. 

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

H.R. 663 
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 ‘‘Native 
American Child Protection Act’’. 
SEC. 2. INDIAN CHILD PROTECTION AND FAMILY 

VIOLENCE PREVENTION ACT 
AMENDMENTS. 

The Indian Child Protection and Family 
Violence Prevention Act (25 U.S.C. 3202 et 
seq.) is amended as follows: 

(1) By amending section 403(3)(A) (25 U.S.C. 
3202(3)(A)) to read as follows: 

‘‘(A) in any case in which— 
‘‘(i)(I) a child is dead or exhibits evidence 

of skin bruising, bleeding, malnutrition, fail-
ure to thrive, burns, fracture of any bone, 
subdural hematoma, soft tissue swelling; and 

‘‘(II) such condition is not justifiably ex-
plained or may not be the product of an acci-
dental occurrence; or 

‘‘(ii) a child is subjected to sexual assault, 
sexual molestation, sexual exploitation, sex-
ual contact, or prostitution; and’’. 

(2) In section 409 (25 U.S.C. 3208)— 
(A) in subsection (a)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘The Secretary of Health 

and Human Services, acting through the 
Service and in cooperation with the Bureau’’ 
and inserting ‘‘The Service, in cooperation 
with the Bureau’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘sexual abuse’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘abuse or neglect’’; 

(B) in subsection (b) through the end of the 
section, by striking ‘‘Secretary of Health 
and Human Services’’ each place it appears 
and inserting ‘‘Service’’; 

(C) in subsection (b)(1), by inserting after 
‘‘Any Indian tribe or intertribal consortium’’ 
the following: ‘‘, on its own or in partnership 
with an urban Indian organization,’’; 

(D) in subsections (b)(2)(B) and (d), by 
striking ‘‘such Secretary’’ each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘the Service’’; 

(E) by amending subsection (c) to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(c) CULTURALLY APPROPRIATE TREAT-
MENT.—In awarding grants under this sec-
tion, the Service shall encourage the use of 
culturally appropriate treatment services 
and programs that respond to the unique cul-
tural values, customs, and traditions of ap-
plicant Indian Tribes.’’; 

(F) in subsection (d)(2), by striking ‘‘the 
Secretary’’ and inserting ‘‘the Service’’; 

(G) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub-
section (f); and 

(H) by inserting after subsection (d) the 
following: 

‘‘(e) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after 
the date of the enactment of the Native 
American Child Protection Act, the Service 
shall submit a report to Congress on the 
award of grants under this section. The re-
port shall contain— 

‘‘(1) a description of treatment and services 
for which grantees have used funds awarded 
under this section; and 

‘‘(2) any other information that the Serv-
ice requires.’’. 

(3) In section 410 (25 U.S.C. 3209)— 
(A) in the heading— 
(i) by inserting ‘‘NATIONAL’’ before ‘‘IN-

DIAN’’; and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘CENTERS’’ and inserting 

‘‘CENTER’’; 
(B) by amending subsections (a) and (b) to 

read as follows: 
‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—Not later than 1 

year after the date of the enactment of the 
Native American Child Protection Act, the 
Secretary shall establish a National Indian 
Child Resource and Family Services Center. 

‘‘(b) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after 
the date of the enactment of the Native 
American Child Protection Act, the Sec-
retary of the Interior, acting through the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs, shall submit a re-
port to Congress on the status of the Na-
tional Indian Child Resource and Family 
Services Center.’’; 

(C) in subsection (c)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘Each’’ and inserting 

‘‘The’’; and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘multidisciplinary’’; 
(D) in subsection (d)— 
(i) in the text before paragraph (1), by 

striking ‘‘Each’’ and inserting ‘‘The’’; 
(ii) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘and 

inter-tribal consortia’’ and inserting ‘‘inter- 
tribal consortia, and urban Indian organiza-
tions’’; 

(iii) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘urban 
Indian organizations,’’ after ‘‘tribal organi-
zations,’’; 

(iv) in paragraph (3)— 
(I) by inserting ‘‘and technical assistance’’ 

after ‘‘training’’; and 
(II) by striking ‘‘and to tribal organiza-

tions’’ and inserting ‘‘, Tribal organizations, 
and urban Indian organizations’’; 

(v) in paragraph (4)— 
(I) by inserting ‘‘, State,’’ after ‘‘Federal’’; 

and 
(II) by striking ‘‘and tribal’’ and inserting 

‘‘Tribal, and urban Indian’’; and 
(vi) by amending paragraph (5) to read as 

follows: 
‘‘(5) develop model intergovernmental 

agreements between Tribes and States, and 
other materials that provide examples of 
how Federal, State, and Tribal governments 
can develop effective relationships and pro-
vide for maximum cooperation in the fur-
therance of prevention, investigation, treat-
ment, and prosecution of incidents of family 
violence and child abuse and child neglect 
involving Indian children and families.’’; 

(E) in subsection (e)— 
(i) in the heading, by striking ‘‘MULTIDISCI-

PLINARY TEAM’’ and inserting ‘‘TEAM’’; 
(ii) in the text before paragraph (1), by 

striking ‘‘Each multidisciplinary’’ and in-
serting ‘‘The’’; and 
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