
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH7420 December 3, 2013 
GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include 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. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 255, sponsored by 
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. 
CHAFFETZ), allows the Provo River 
Waters Users Association to own a 
canal facility that it has operated, 
maintained, and repaid for decades. 
This title transfer was the original in-
tent of public law enacted in 2004, and 
the passage of this bill would remove 
existing legal barriers in order to ful-
fill that intent. A companion measure 
by Senator HATCH passed the Senate 
Energy and Natural Resources Com-
mittee in May. 

The whole matter comes down to 
this: the canal was originally an open, 
earthen canal in a rural setting. The 
city of Provo grew up around it until, 
for a variety of reasons, it was decided 
to enclose the canal, essentially chang-
ing it to a pipeline. In order to make it 
possible for the local water authority 
to raise non-Federal capital to do so, 
Congress adopted the Provo River 
Transfer Act in 2004 to authorize the 
Bureau of Reclamation to convey title 
to the association for the canal as if 
existed when the act was adopted. 

Now that the enclosure is completed 
and the time has come to transfer 
title—as Congress directed nearly a 
decade ago—the Bureau of Reclamation 
has opined that by covering the canal, 
it technically is no longer a canal but 
rather a piped facility, that it is now 
different than the facility in existence 
when Congress ordered the transfer of 
title. Therefore, it doesn’t meet the 
specifications of the conveyance act. 

So, in an only in Washington, D.C., 
moment, we now have this measure be-
fore us that changes the facility de-
scription in the 2004 act to the ‘‘water 
conveyance facility historically known 
as the Provo Reservoir Canal,’’ so that 
the title transfer can proceed. 

The passage of this bill would amend 
outdated legal definitions while accel-
erating repayment to the U.S. Treas-
ury. This legislation continues the 
positive trend demonstrated by the 
Natural Resources Committee of eco-
nomically empowering our commu-
nities. 

The Bureau of Reclamation supports 
the bill. I am unaware of any opposi-
tion, and I urge its adoption. 

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

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, H.R. 255 is a technical 

correction for the Provo River Transfer 
Act. This change will allow for the 
title transfer of the Provo River Canal 

to the Provo River Water Users Asso-
ciation. The administration supports 
the legislation, and we do not oppose 
the bill. 

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

pleased to yield such time as he may 
consume to the gentleman from Utah 
(Mr. CHAFFETZ), the author of the 
measure. 

Mr. CHAFFETZ. Mr. Speaker, I sim-
ply want to thank both sides of the 
aisle. I want to thank Mr. MCCLINTOCK, 
the chairman of this subcommittee, for 
allowing us to move this forward, and I 
appreciate the gentleman from Arizona 
(Mr. GRIJALVA), the ranking member of 
the committee, for allowing this to 
pass. 

This is truly a technical change. It 
strikes the term ‘‘canal’’ and replaces 
it with ‘‘water conveyance facility his-
torically known as the Provo Reservoir 
Canal.’’ The final payment to the Fed-
eral Government of $700,000 will be 
completed once this bill becomes law. 
It scores positively. It is truly a tech-
nical change. 

I appreciate the indulgence of the 
Congress on both sides of the aisle for 
making this happen, and I urge its 
adoption. 

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

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I 
urge adoption of the measure, 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. 
MCCLINTOCK) that the House suspend 
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 255. 

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, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

SHINGLE SPRINGS BAND OF 
MIWOK INDIANS LAND TRUST 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 2388) to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior to take certain 
Federal lands located in El Dorado 
County, California, into trust for the 
benefit of the Shingle Springs Band of 
Miwok Indians, and for other purposes, 
as amended. 

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

H.R. 2388 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. LAND INTO TRUST FOR THE SHINGLE 

SPRINGS BAND OF MIWOK INDIANS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The land described in sub-

section (b) is hereby taken into trust for the ben-
efit of the Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indi-
ans, subject to valid existing rights and manage-

ment agreements related to easements and 
rights-of-way. 

(b) LAND DESCRIPTION.—The land taken into 
trust pursuant to subsection (a) is the approxi-
mately 40.852 acres of Federal land under the 
administrative jurisdiction of the Bureau of 
Land Management identified as ‘‘Conveyance 
boundary’’ on the map titled ‘‘Shingle Springs 
Land Conveyance/Draft’’ and dated June 7, 
2012, including improvements and appur-
tenances thereto. 

(c) GAMING.—Class II and class III gaming 
under the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act (25 
U.S.C. 2701 et seq.) shall not be permitted at any 
time on the land taken into trust pursuant to 
subsection (a). 

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 in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include 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. 

Mr. Speaker, the Shingle Springs 
Band of Miwok Indians occupies a Fed-
eral reservation in the Sierra foothills 
in El Dorado County, California. They 
lost much of their land when Highway 
50 was constructed through the res-
ervation several decades ago. They 
were left with enough land to eventu-
ally build a successful casino, but have 
very little additional space for tribal 
housing. 

Adjacent to their reservation is a 40- 
acre abandoned and landlocked prop-
erty. I say ‘‘abandoned’’ because it was 
never developed, and it is presently 
dangerously overgrown with scrub 
brush that is just waiting to become a 
wildfire, which could rapidly spread ei-
ther to the existing reservation or to 
an adjacent residential neighborhood. 

b 1330 

As it turns out, this abandoned par-
cel is owned by the Bureau of Land 
Management. The Bureau of Land Man-
agement didn’t even know that it 
owned the property when the Miwok 
first approached it about this matter. 
In fact, I am told the BLM actually had 
to be convinced that it does, indeed, 
own the land that it has obviously 
never managed. 

The Miwok would like to acquire this 
parcel for the reservation, making up 
some of the land they lost due to the 
construction of Highway 50. It would be 
used for tribal housing, and the bill 
specifically forbids its use for gam-
bling, a condition that the Shingle 
Springs Band has agreed to. 

The parcel is untended, overgrown, 
and unused, and this land transfer 
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would put it to productive use for res-
ervation housing, use fully compatible 
with adjacent land usage. Indeed, by 
doing so, the tribe will be removing a 
major risk for both the reservation and 
the nearby community. Access would 
be through the existing reservation to 
avoid any impact on the existing 
neighborhood, and the tribe is com-
mitted to working with the nearby 
homeowners association to assure that 
it doesn’t affect the rural nature of the 
community. 

The property is on unincorporated 
county land, and the County Board of 
Supervisors, which is the land use plan-
ning agency with jurisdiction over this 
land, fully supports the transfer. 

The administration supports my bill. 
I urge adoption of the legislation, and 
I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself as much time as I may con-
sume. 

The Shingle Springs Band of Miwok 
Indians is a federally recognized Indian 
tribe with a reservation located 40 
miles east of Sacramento. The band is 
currently in need of housing to accom-
modate its growing membership and 
identified approximately 41 acres of 
land currently managed by the Bureau 
of Land Management for placement 
into trust. The band anticipates de-
signing a residential community with 
community buildings and recreational 
facilities within that community and 
will also consider nongaming economic 
development, as well. 

H.R. 2388 would authorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior to take the land 
into trust and would explicitly prohibit 
class 2 and class 3 gaming activities on 
these lands once they are placed into 
trust. 

The County of El Dorado supports 
the band’s efforts to secure the BLM 
property in trust and has entered into 
a memorandum of understanding with 
the band. 

We support H.R. 2388 and these ef-
forts, and I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I 
have no further speakers, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, let 
me thank the gentleman for yielding, 
and let me rise to indicate my recogni-
tion of the importance of this legisla-
tion and to support it. 

I want to make a point simply on 
this bill dealing with the Secretary of 
the Interior, that it is to study the 
issue of large parks, urban parks in our 
respective urban areas as being in the 
jurisdiction of the Secretary of the In-
terior, the Interior Department, be-
cause we are losing that park land be-
cause of the inability to collaborate 
with the Federal Government on the 
resources that are so necessary. 

I recognize that we are in sequestra-
tion, but I believe that it is important 
that we collaborate. I wanted to make 
sure that I put that on the record. 

Let me also put on the record, as a 
member of the Homeland Security 
Committee, my support for the TSA 
Loose Change Act, H.R. 1095; my sup-
port for H.R. 2719, the Transportation 
Acquisition Security Reform Act; and 
my special support for H.R. 1204, the 
Aviation Security Stakeholder Partici-
pation Act of 2013 because, in fact, that 
stakeholder committee is going to help 
provide more security for our TSA offi-
cers and have stakeholders dealing 
with issues like phones on airplanes 
and knives on airplanes. Certainly, 
guns are only held by the pilots in the 
pilot program. But it is going to be 
able to allow stakeholders to be able to 
have a real say in aviation security, 
and I think that is crucially important. 

Let me also acknowledge my support 
for the Undetectable Firearms Act of 
1988 and its extension. I would hope 
that that bipartisan support, along 
with Mr. COBLE, whom we have so 
much great respect for, will lead us to 
universal background checks and the 
passage of Federal legislation that 
would require all of us to store our 
guns. It is not difficult to provide or 
buy a simple safe to store your guns 
and to protect those from undue harm. 

I thank my colleague for yielding to 
me. 

My understanding is that we are here 
on the floor of the House to do work. 
Some people find it humorous when 
Members rise to the floor and add addi-
tional commentary dealing with their 
constituency and their work. And since 
I believe in working and I believe in 
working on behalf of my constituents, 
I am very grateful to the gentleman 
from Arizona recognizing the serious-
ness of which I make these points and 
allowing me to have this time on this 
legislation. I think all of us can recog-
nize that when the floor is open, it is 
open for Members to come and make 
serious commentary about the work 
that they would hope this Congress 
would be able to do. 

I close by thanking the gentleman. 
He has many capacities, such as the co-
chair of the Progressive Caucus. I want 
to thank him for his leadership on im-
migration reform. And for those of us 
who were down with the Fast for Fami-
lies, I again say that we pray for them. 
We pray that the hearts of this Con-
gress will be touched, that we will be 
able to finish and complete comprehen-
sive immigration reform, something 
my constituency is also now praying 
for on the steps of the city hall. 

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

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to thank my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle for their support 
of this legislation, 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. 
MCCLINTOCK) that the House suspend 
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2388, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 

rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

The title of the bill was amended so 
as to read: ‘‘A bill to take certain Fed-
eral lands located in El Dorado County, 
California, into trust for the benefit of 
the Shingle Springs Band of Miwok In-
dians, and for other purposes.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

BUREAU OF RECLAMATION CON-
DUIT HYDROPOWER DEVELOP-
MENT EQUITY AND JOBS ACT 
Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I 

move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 1963) to amend the Water 
Conservation and Utilization Act to 
authorize the development of non-Fed-
eral hydropower and issuance of leases 
of power privileges at projects con-
structed pursuant to the authority of 
the Water Conservation and Utilization 
Act, and for other purposes, as amend-
ed. 

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

H.R. 1963 
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 ‘‘Bureau of 
Reclamation Conduit Hydropower Develop-
ment Equity and Jobs Act’’. 
SEC. 2. AMENDMENT. 

Section 9 of the Act entitled ‘‘An Act au-
thorizing construction of water conservation 
and utilization projects in the Great Plains 
and arid semiarid areas of the United 
States’’, approved August 11, 1939 (16 U.S.C. 
590z–7; commonly known as the ‘‘Water Con-
servation and Utilization Act’’), is amend-
ed— 

(1) by striking ‘‘In connection with’’ and 
inserting ‘‘(a) In connection with’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(b) Notwithstanding subsection (a), the 

Secretary is authorized to enter into leases 
of power privileges for electric power genera-
tion in connection with any project con-
structed under this Act, and shall have au-
thority in addition to and alternative to any 
authority in existing laws relating to par-
ticular projects, including small conduit hy-
dropower development. 

‘‘(c) When entering into leases of power 
privileges under subsection (b), the Sec-
retary shall use the processes applicable to 
such leases under section 9(c) of the Rec-
lamation Project Act of 1939 (43 U.S.C. 
485h(c)). 

‘‘(d) Lease of power privilege contracts 
shall be at such rates as, in the Secretary’s 
judgment, will produce revenues at least suf-
ficient to cover the appropriate share of the 
annual operation and maintenance cost of 
the project and such fixed charges, including 
interest, as the Secretary deems proper. 
Lease of power privilege contracts shall be 
for periods not to exceed 40 years. 

‘‘(e) No findings under section 3 shall be re-
quired for a lease under subsection (b). 

‘‘(f) All right, title, and interest to in-
stalled power facilities constructed by non- 
Federal entities pursuant to a lease of power 
privilege, and direct revenues derived there-
from, shall remain with the lessee unless 
otherwise required under subsection (g). 

‘‘(g) Notwithstanding section 8, lease reve-
nues and fixed charges, if any, shall be cov-
ered into the Reclamation Fund to be cred-
ited to the project from which those reve-
nues or charges were derived. 
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