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congratulate my colleague, Mr. GREEN, 
on putting forward such a worthy pro-
posal that is both sensible and at the 
same time deeply honors our most- 
treasured resource in this country, our 
returning veterans, to ensure they’re 
well cared for. So I ask my colleagues 
to support this measure. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
today I rise in support of the Homes for He-
roes Act of 2013 (H.R. 384). 

This bill would establish within HUD a Spe-
cial Assistant for Veterans Affairs to ensure 
veterans receive fair access to housing and 
homeless assistance programs and serve as a 
HUD liaison to the VA. 

I am fully committed to strengthening the 
benefits and fulfilling the obligations a grateful 
nation owes to its veterans. 

The men and women of our Armed Forces 
unselfishly answer the call of duty to defend 
our freedom. Congress has a moral obligation 
to support their returns with housing and other 
necessities. 

I am proud to live in a country that has such 
brave men and women, and a country where 
citizens recognize and appreciate the sac-
rifices our military makes to defend us. I urge 
my colleagues to stand with our Veterans and 
support this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. MCHENRY) that the House suspend 
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 384, as 
amended. 

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. MCHENRY. 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. 
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HILL CREEK CULTURAL PRESER-
VATION AND ENERGY DEVELOP-
MENT ACT 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 356) to clarify authority 
granted under the Act entitled ‘‘An Act 
to define the exterior boundary of the 
Uintah and Ouray Indian Reservation 
in the State of Utah, and for other pur-
poses’’. 

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

H.R. 356 

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 ‘‘Hill Creek 
Cultural Preservation and Energy Develop-
ment Act’’. 
SEC. 2. CLARIFICATION OF AUTHORITY. 

The Act entitled ‘‘An Act to define the ex-
terior boundary of the Uintah and Ouray In-
dian Reservation in the State of Utah, and 
for other purposes’’, approved March 11, 1948 

(62 Stat. 72), as amended by the Act entitled 
‘‘An Act to amend the Act extending the ex-
terior boundary of the Uintah and Ouray In-
dian Reservation in the State of Utah so as 
to authorize such State to exchange certain 
mineral lands for other lands mineral in 
character’’ approved August 9, 1955, (69 Stat. 
544), is further amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘SEC. 5. In order to further clarify author-
izations under this Act, the State of Utah is 
hereby authorized to relinquish to the 
United States, for the benefit of the Ute In-
dian Tribe of the Uintah and Ouray Reserva-
tion, State school trust or other State-owned 
subsurface mineral lands located beneath the 
surface estate delineated in Public Law 440 
(approved March 11, 1948) and south of the 
border between Grand County, Utah, and 
Uintah County, Utah, and select in lieu of 
such relinquished lands, on an acre-for-acre 
basis, any subsurface mineral lands of the 
United States located beneath the surface es-
tate delineated in Public Law 440 (approved 
March 11, 1948) and north of the border be-
tween Grand County, Utah, and Uintah 
County, Utah, subject to the following condi-
tions: 

‘‘(1) RESERVATION BY UNITED STATES.—The 
Secretary of the Interior shall reserve an 
overriding interest in that portion of the 
mineral estate comprised of minerals subject 
to leasing under the Mineral Leasing Act (30 
U.S.C. 171 et seq.) in any mineral lands con-
veyed to the State. 

‘‘(2) EXTENT OF OVERRIDING INTEREST.—The 
overriding interest reserved by the United 
States under paragraph (1) shall consist of— 

‘‘(A) 50 percent of any bonus bid or other 
payment received by the State as consider-
ation for securing any lease or authorization 
to develop such mineral resources; 

‘‘(B) 50 percent of any rental or other pay-
ments received by the State as consideration 
for the lease or authorization to develop 
such mineral resources; 

‘‘(C) a 6.25 percent overriding royalty on 
the gross proceeds of oil and gas production 
under any lease or authorization to develop 
such oil and gas resources; and 

‘‘(D) an overriding royalty on the gross 
proceeds of production of such minerals 
other than oil and gas, equal to 50 percent of 
the royalty rate established by the Secretary 
of the Interior by regulation as of October 1, 
2011. 

‘‘(3) RESERVATION BY STATE OF UTAH.—The 
State of Utah shall reserve, for the benefit of 
its State school trust, an overriding interest 
in that portion of the mineral estate com-
prised of minerals subject to leasing under 
the Mineral Leasing Act (30 U.S.C. 181 et 
seq.) in any mineral lands relinquished by 
the State to the United States. 

‘‘(4) EXTENT OF OVERRIDING INTEREST.—The 
overriding interest reserved by the State 
under paragraph (3) shall consist of— 

‘‘(A) 50 percent of any bonus bid or other 
payment received by the United States as 
consideration for securing any lease or au-
thorization to develop such mineral re-
sources on the relinquished lands; 

‘‘(B) 50 percent of any rental or other pay-
ments received by the United States as con-
sideration for the lease or authorization to 
develop such mineral resources; 

‘‘(C) a 6.25 percent overriding royalty on 
the gross proceeds of oil and gas production 
under any lease or authorization to develop 
such oil and gas resources; and 

‘‘(D) an overriding royalty on the gross 
proceeds of production of such minerals 
other than oil and gas, equal to 50 percent of 
the royalty rate established by the Secretary 
of the Interior by regulation as of October 1, 
2011. 

‘‘(5) NO OBLIGATION TO LEASE.—Neither the 
United States nor the State shall be obli-

gated to lease or otherwise develop oil and 
gas resources in which the other party re-
tains an overriding interest under this sec-
tion. 

‘‘(6) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS.—The Sec-
retary of the Interior is authorized to enter 
into cooperative agreements with the State 
and the Ute Indian Tribe of the Uintah and 
Ouray Reservation to facilitate the relin-
quishment and selection of lands to be con-
veyed under this section, and the adminis-
tration of the overriding interests reserved 
hereunder.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Utah (Mr. BISHOP) and the gentleman 
from the Northern Mariana Islands 
(Mr. SABLAN) each will control 20 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Utah. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I ask unani-

mous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material on the bill under con-
sideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I yield myself 

such time as I may consume. 
H.R. 356 is called the Hill Creek Cul-

tural Preservation and Energy Devel-
opment Act, and it’s to promote eco-
nomic development within the Uintah 
and Ouray Indian Reservation and to 
increase funding for public education 
within the State of Utah, as well as to 
protect some culturally and environ-
mentally sensitive lands that are with-
in that particular reservation. 

This is a bipartisan bill. It’s sup-
ported by the entire Utah congres-
sional delegation, the oil and gas in-
dustry, the Ute Tribe, the Wilderness 
Society. Actually, everybody with an 
IQ over 7 is in support of it. It’s a non-
controversial measure that will au-
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
resolve a decades-old land tenure issue 
in a manner that’s supported by all 
parties. 

In 1948, Congress extended the Uintah 
and Ouray Reservation, surrounding 
about 18,000 acres of school trust lands 
and mineral leases that were within 
that portion. In 1955, Congress at-
tempted to solve the dispute amongst 
some of these lands, and actually failed 
in doing so. So the Ute Tribe has long 
protected the southern portion of this 
Hill Creek area for cultural and envi-
ronmental reasons. It’s also in an area 
that’s known as the Book Cliffs, which 
is one of the most remote and rugged 
places within the State of Utah. 

The Utah School Institutional Trust 
Lands Administration, or SITLA, 
which manages the school lands in 
Utah, has a constitutional mandate to 
generate income from trust lands to 
fund the public education. 

So, to achieve the desires of the 
State, for funding education, and the 
Tribe, to promote their cultural areas, 
both parties have worked together in a 
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cooperative way to craft a plan that 
authorizes the Secretary to exchange 
land so that areas that are now with 
SITLA in the southern part that want 
to be preserved will be sent over to the 
reservation. 

Areas in the northern part that have 
mineral resources on them will be 
given over to SITLA on an acre-by-acre 
basis. And once the exchange is com-
plete, both the tribe and SITLA will 
jointly develop oil and gas resources lo-
cated within the northern portion of 
Hill Creek and share in that revenue. 
American taxpayers will also share in 
the mineral revenue. 

So, Mr. Speaker, Congress needs to 
take note that this model of how you 
resolve land tenure issues is an ex-
tremely effective one. Divisive issues 
in the past can be resolved through a 
collaborative process that allows for 
all points of view to be considered and 
heard, as was done in this particular 
bill. In this example, we’re able to bal-
ance these multiple views and, as a re-
sult, we will protect some of our 
wildest places in Utah and also allow 
for responsible oil and gas production 
that will help in funding the education 
system in Utah. 

So I’m hoping to replicate this col-
laborative model to resolve some of the 
other longstanding issues that are pub-
lic land conflicts in my home State of 
Utah. 

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

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

(Mr. SABLAN asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Speaker, H.R. 356 
clarifies existing law regarding the 
Federal Government’s authority to 
permit land exchanges within the 
boundaries of the Ute Indian Reserva-
tion in northeastern Utah and resolve 
the tribe’s split estate problem caused 
by Federal error over 50 years ago. 

The legislation returns the sub-
surface mineral estate to the Ute Tribe 
in a portion of its reservation that the 
tribe considers culturally and environ-
mentally significant and, thus, pre-
serves the area’s pristine wilderness 
from development. 

Last Congress, the House passed a 
virtually identical bill under suspen-
sion of the rules by voice vote, and 
again, I urge my colleagues to support 
H.R. 356. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no further speak-
ers. I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 
the State and the tribe have been try-
ing to get Congress to act on this 
measure for a number of years. It’s a 
widely popular proposal. It’s supported 
by the State. It’s supported by local 
governments. It’s supported by the 
tribes. It is a bipartisan bill, and I urge 
my colleagues to support it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 

the gentleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
pass the bill, H.R. 356. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

PILOT PROJECT OFFICES OF FED-
ERAL PERMIT STREAMLINING 
PILOT PROJECT 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 767) to amend the Energy 
Policy Act of 2005 to modify the Pilot 
Project offices of the Federal Permit 
Streamlining Pilot Project, as amend-
ed. 

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

H.R. 767 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. PILOT PROJECT OFFICES OF FED-

ERAL PERMIT STREAMLINING PILOT 
PROJECT. 

Section 365 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
(42 U.S.C. 15924) is amended by striking sub-
section (d) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(d) PILOT PROJECT OFFICES.—The following 
Bureau of Land Management Offices shall serve 
as the Pilot Project offices: 

‘‘(1) Rawlins Field Office, Wyoming. 
‘‘(2) High Plains District Office, Wyoming. 
‘‘(3) Montana/Dakotas State Office, Montana. 
‘‘(4) Farmington Field Office, New Mexico. 
‘‘(5) Carlsbad Field Office, New Mexico. 
‘‘(6) Grand Junction/Glenwood Springs Field 

Office, Colorado. 
‘‘(7) Vernal Field Office, Utah.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Utah (Mr. BISHOP) and the gentleman 
from the Northern Mariana Islands 
(Mr. SABLAN) each will control 20 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Utah. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and to in-
clude extraneous materials on the bill 
under consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I yield myself 

such time as I may consume. 
We are in strong support of this par-

ticular piece of legislation, which 
would be a name change in the Mon-
tana Pilot Project office in Billings, 
Montana, to include the words ‘‘Mon-
tana/Dakotas State Office.’’ It’s ex-
tremely important in this pilot process 
that we don’t actually just limit it 
only to the area of Montana, especially 
because the area of North Dakota is so 
important in the development of these 
pilot projects. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield as 
much time as he may consume to the 

gentleman from North Dakota (Mr. 
CRAMER). 

Mr. CRAMER. Thanks to my col-
league from Utah. 

I also want to thank the chairman of 
the Natural Resources Committee, Mr. 
HASTINGS, and the ranking member, 
Mr. MARKEY, and especially thank the 
chairman of the Subcommittee on En-
ergy and Minerals, Mr. LAMBORN, and 
the ranking member, Mr. HOLT. We 
worked together on this, and I’m very 
proud of the outcome. It’s a rather be-
nign bill that has rather major rami-
fications, I believe. 

I also want to thank the leadership 
at the Bureau of Land Management for 
not only doing an excellent job in man-
aging the Federal lands in North Da-
kota, but their support of this bill and 
their guidance, frankly, in helping to 
craft it in a way that meets the objec-
tives. 

The Energy Policy Act of 2005 estab-
lished a Federal permit streamlining 
pilot project to improve the processing 
of oil and gas applications for drilling 
on Federal lands. The Montana BLM 
office in Miles City was included in the 
pilot project, but what was not known 
to the drafters of the legislation then 
was that North and South Dakota are 
under the direct jurisdiction of that re-
gional office in Miles City. So, without 
the word ‘‘Dakotas’’ in the Energy Pol-
icy Act, North Dakota was excluded 
from this pilot project. 

That, in normal times, may not be 
all that important. But as it turns out, 
North Dakota really is the heart of the 
largest oil play and the most exciting 
oil play going on on the continent. 

So the streamlining process itself, I 
think, deserves some explanation, be-
cause I think what I want to do is to 
calm the fears of anybody that might 
think we’re looking at cutting corners 
or expediting regulatory process that 
deserves the rigor that it is receiving. 
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What the streamlining process does 
is not cut corners, but rather, it 
streamlines by co-locating all of the 
various federal agencies that have ju-
risdiction, like the EPA, like the Bu-
reau of Land Management, perhaps the 
USDA and USGS. And by co-locating 
them, you actually not only enjoy the 
efficiency of everybody working to-
gether in the same place, but you actu-
ally get some synergy as well, because 
you have the experts in the same room 
on the same plot of land at the same 
time. 

This is a bill, as I said, that doesn’t 
cut corners and streamlines, but it also 
has broad ramifications because I 
think that North Dakota is the perfect 
laboratory for a pilot project like this. 
The reason I say that is because there’s 
high demand for processing and a lot of 
applications for drilling on very few 
acres. 

North Dakota is blessed to largely be 
private and State land, not much Fed-
eral land. But there are about 2 million 
Federal acres that BLM has direct 
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