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(b) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.—The land re-
ferred to in subsection (a) consists of ap-
proximately 31 acres of land managed by the
Bureau of Land Management and generally
depicted on the map as ‘“‘Conveyance Area’.

(c) MAP AND LEGAL DESCRIPTION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—As soon as practicable
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall finalize the legal description
of the parcel to be conveyed under this sec-
tion.

(2) MINOR ERRORS.—The Secretary may cor-
rect any minor error in—

(A) the map; or

(B) the legal description.

(3) AVAILABILITY.—The map and legal de-
scription shall be on file and available for
public inspection in the appropriate offices
of the Bureau of Land Management.

(d) USE OF CONVEYED LAND.—The land con-
veyed under this section shall be used only
as a shooting range.

(e) ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS.—The Secretary
shall require the County to pay all survey
costs and other administrative costs nec-
essary for the preparation and completion of
any patents for, and transfers of title to, the
land described in subsection (b).

(f) CONDITIONS.—As a condition of the con-
veyance under subsection (a), the County
shall agree—

(1) to pay any administrative costs associ-
ated with the conveyance including the costs
of any environmental, wildlife, cultural, or
historical resources studies;

(2) to release and indemnify the United
States from any claims or liabilities that
may arise from uses carried out on the land
described in subsection (b) on or before the
date of the enactment of this Act by the
United States or any person; and

(3) to accept such reasonable terms and
conditions as the Secretary determines nec-
essary.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Idaho (Mr. LABRADOR) and the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. NOLAN)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Idaho.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LABRADOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous materials on the bill under
consideration.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I am the author of H.R.
5040, which directs the Secretary of the
Interior to convey a 3l-acre parcel of
land to Idaho County, Idaho, to use for
public recreation.

Idahoans deeply value their Second
Amendment rights, and many use fire-
arms for hunting and shooting sports.
The safe and proper use of firearms is
often a tradition passed down from
generation to generation. People need
a safe designated area where they may
sight in their rifles and teach safe fire-
arms practices.

Nearly 6 years ago, a county in my
district, Idaho County, began the proc-
ess of searching for a suitable location
to install a shooting range to serve the
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needs of the county residents inter-
ested in exercising their Second
Amendment rights.

Idaho County, which is 83 percent
controlled by the Federal Government,
began working with the local BLM of-
fice in Cottonwood, Idaho, to identify
land that the BLM could transfer to
the county for use as a shooting range.

The BLM identified a buried landfill
in the county as a suitable location be-
cause the site is already used casually
by recreational hunters and the gen-
eral public as a shooting range. The
land also provides the proper safety
barriers because it is situated on an
elevated bench, approximately 240 feet
above a nearby road and surrounded by
hills. The county and the local BLM of-
ficials agreed the site was perfect for a
shooting range.

The county began the process of
seeking an administrative transfer
from the BLM, but soon ran into proce-
dural roadblocks. The site of the pro-
posed shooting range is within a por-
tion of the Lower Salmon River, which
was identified by the BLM for potential
inclusion in the National Wild and Sce-
nic River System. Because of existing
BLM regulations, the parcel cannot be
transferred to the county administra-
tively.

As my staff and I met with the Idaho
County commissioners to come up with
a solution, we determined the only
path forward was to introduce legisla-
tion in Congress to convey the land
from the BLM to the county. My bill,
the Idaho County Shooting Range Land
Conveyance Act, would convey the 31-
acre parcel to Idaho County for use as
a shooting range.

The BLM has spent a great deal of
time and resources studying the pro-
posed site and has determined the land
would be perfect for a shooting range.
The local BLM office in Cottonwood
has been instrumental in gathering
necessary environmental data to sup-
port the land conveyance, and I am
grateful for their ongoing efforts to
work with my staff and finally resolve
this issue.

My office has also worked closely
with the Idaho County commissioners
and Idaho County sheriff to develop a
plan to manage the land for public use
as a shooting range. Part of the plan
includes allowing Idaho County law en-
forcement to use the range to conduct
firearms training and qualifications.

Idaho County has waited nearly 6
years for this process to be completed.
Idaho County residents want a safe, re-
mote location to exercise their Second
Amendment rights, and my bill will
provide a solution that is long overdue.

I urge support for the bill, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. NOLAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to commend
Representative LABRADOR for the work
he has done on behalf of his constitu-
ents and their recreational activities in
their future.

H.R. 5040 transfers 31 acres of public
land to Idaho County for the purpose of
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establishing a public shooting range.
The county will pay the administrative
costs associated with the transfer and
release the United States from any fu-
ture liability.

Historically, a bill of this nature
would contain stronger language to
guarantee that the transferred land
would continue to be used for a public
purpose or the ownership would auto-
matically revert back to the United
States Government.

These so-called reversionary clauses
ensure that, once transferred, the land
is not sold or developed in a way not
intended by Congress.

It is important for Congress to estab-
lish clear and fair expectations when
transferring management of an asset
owned by the American taxpayer. We
encourage Idaho County to use the
land as intended by this bill.

With that said, this bill merits our
support, and we urge its adoption by
the House.

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

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Idaho (Mr. LAB-
RADOR) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5040.

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.

————
0 1915

GRAND PORTAGE BAND PER
CAPITA ADJUSTMENT ACT

Mr. LABRADOR. Mr. Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 3608) to amend the Act of Oc-
tober 19, 1973, concerning taxable in-
come to members of the Grand Portage
Band of Lake Superior Chippewa Indi-
ans.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3608

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 ‘‘Grand Por-

tage Band Per Capita Adjustment Act”.

SEC. 2. EQUAL TREATMENT OF CERTAIN PER
CAPITA INCOME FOR PURPOSES OF
FEDERAL ASSISTANCE.

Paragraph (4) of section 7 of the Act of Oc-
tober 19, 1973 (25 U.S.C. 1407(4)) is amended by
striking ‘“‘pursuant to the agreements of
such Band”’ and inserting ‘‘or the Grand Por-
tage Band of Lake Superior Chippewa Indi-
ans, or both, pursuant to the agreements of
each Band’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Idaho (Mr. LABRADOR) and the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. NOLAN)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Idaho.
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GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LABRADOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend remarks and include extra-
neous materials on the bill under con-
sideration.

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

There was no objection.

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

H.R. 3608 would protect certain funds
paid by the State of Minnesota and
held by the United States in trust for
the Grand Portage Band of Lake Supe-
rior Chippewa Indians from Federal
and State taxation. Under the bill, the
tribe may distribute these funds to its
members, and these payments won’t be
counted against the members’ eligi-
bility for Federal financial assistance
as long as each payment does not ex-
ceed $2,000.

The payments made by the State
stem from a 1988 settlement in which
two Minnesota Chippewa tribes agreed
to forgo the exercise of certain treaty
hunting and fishing rights. In 1999, leg-
islation was introduced to protect
these State settlement payments from
taxation. However, by the time the bill
was enacted into Public Law 106-568,
only one of the two tribes was granted
the tax relief.

The Subcommittee on Indian and
Alaska Native Affairs held a hearing on
H.R. 3608. Neither the hearing nor a
staff review of the legislative history
for Public Law 106-568 reveals any ex-
planation for the exclusion of the
Grand Portage Band from the tax relief
granted to its sister tribe. Principles of
fairness and equity suggest that both
bands of Minnesota Chippewa be ac-
corded equal treatment. H.R. 3608 ac-
cordingly amends the applicable stat-
ute to provide the Grand Portage Band
the same tax benefits.

The Committee on Natural Resources
ordered H.R. 3608 reported by unani-
mous consent, and Chairman CAMP of
the Ways and Means Committee and
Chairman GOODLATTE of the Judiciary
Committee have graciously agreed by
letter to expedite consideration of this
bill by not exercising their jurisdic-
tion. As always, we appreciate their co-
operation.

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

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC, November 5, 2014.

Hon. Doc HASTINGS,

Chairman, Committee on Natural Resources,
Longworth House Office Building, Wash-
ington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN HASTINGS: I am writing
with respect to H.R. 3608, the ‘‘Grand Por-
tage Band Per Capita Adjustment Act,”
which the Committee on Natural Resources
reported favorably on September 18, 2014. As
a result of your having consulted with us on
provisions in H.R. 3608 that fall within the
Rule X jurisdiction of the Committee on the
Judiciary, I agree to discharge our Com-
mittee from further consideration of this bill
so that it may proceed expeditiously to the
House floor for consideration.
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The Judiciary Committee takes this action
without mutual understanding that by fore-
going consideration of H.R. 3608 at this time,
we do not waive any jurisdiction over the
subject matter contained in this or similar
legislation, and that our Committee will be
appropriately consulted and involved as the
bill or similar legislation moves forward so
that we may address any remaining issues in
our jurisdiction. Our Committee also re-
serves the right to seek appointment of an
appropriate number of conferees to any
House-Senate conference involving this or
similar legislation, and asks that you sup-
port any such request.

I would appreciate a response to this letter
confirming this understanding with respect
to H.R. 3608, and would ask that a copy of
our exchange of letters on this matter be in-
cluded in the Congressional Record during
Floor consideration of H.R. 3608.

Sincerely,
BOB GOODLATTE,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES,
Washington, DC, November 13, 2014.

Hon. BOB GOODLATTE,

Chairman, Committee on Judiciary, Rayburn
HOB, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your
letter regarding H.R. 3608, the Grand Portage
Band Per Capita Adjustment Act. As you
know, the Committee on Natural Resources
ordered reported the bill on September 18,
2014. I appreciate your support in bringing
this legislation before the House of Rep-
resentatives, and accordingly, understand
that the Committee on the Judiciary will
forego action on the bill.

The Committee on Natural Resources con-
curs with the mutual understanding that by
foregoing consideration of H.R. 3608 at this
time, the Committee on the Judiciary does
not waive any jurisdiction over the subject
matter contained in this or similar legisla-
tion. In addition, should a conference on the
bill be necessary, I would support your re-
quest to have the Committee on the Judici-
ary represented on the conference com-
mittee. Finally, I would be pleased to in-
clude your letter and this response in the bill
report filed by the Committee on Natural
Resources, as well as in the Congressional
Record during floor consideration, to memo-
rialize our understanding.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,
Doc HASTINGS,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS,
Washington, DC, November 17, 2014.

Hon. Doc HASTINGS,

Chairman, Committee on Natural Resources,
Longworth House Office Building, Wash-
ington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN HASTINGS: I am writing
concerning H.R. 3608, the ‘‘Grand Portage
Band Per Capita Adjustment Act,” which
was reported by the Committee on Natural
Resources on September 18, 2014 and is sched-
uled for floor consideration today.

The Committee on Ways and Means re-
ceived an additional referral on this bill
given its impact on federal income taxation
and subsequent calculation of benefits under
Social Security, which are within the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means’ Rule X jurisdic-
tion. However, in order to expedite this legis-
lation for floor consideration, the Com-
mittee will forgo action on this bill. This is
being done with the understanding that it
does not in any way prejudice the Committee
with respect to the appointment of conferees
or its jurisdictional prerogatives on this or
similar legislation.
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I would appreciate your response to this
letter, confirming this understanding with
respect to H.R. 3608, and would ask that a
copy of our exchange of letters on this mat-
ter be included in bill report and the Con-
gressional Record during floor consideration.

Sincerely,
DAVE CAMP,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES,
Washington, DC, November 17, 2014.
Hon. DAVE CAMP,
Chairman, Committee on Ways and Means,
Longworth HOB, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your
letter regarding H.R. 3608, the Grand Portage
Band Per Capita Adjustment Act. As you
know, the Committee on Natural Resources
ordered reported the bill on September 18,
2014. I appreciate your support in bringing
this legislation before the House of Rep-
resentatives, and accordingly, understand
that the Committee on Ways and Means will
forego action on the bill.

The Committee on Natural Resources con-
curs with the mutual understanding that by
foregoing consideration of H.R. 3608 at this
time, the Committee on Ways and Means
does not waive any jurisdiction over the sub-
ject matter contained in this or similar leg-
islation. In addition, should a conference on
the bill be necessary, I would support your
request to have the Committee on Ways and
Means represented on the conference com-
mittee. Finally, I would be pleased to in-
clude your letter and this response in the bill
report filed by the Committee on Natural
Resources, as well as in the Congressional
Record during floor consideration, to memo-
rialize our understanding.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,
DocC HASTINGS,
Chairman.

Mr. NOLAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Natural Re-
sources Committee Chairman HAS-
TINGS, who has served so well and so
honorably in this Chamber—his ab-
sence will be missed as he retires—and,
of course, Ranking Member DEFAZIO,
and to Chairman YOUNG, whom I had
the good fortune to initially serve in
this Chamber about 40 years ago, and
Ranking Member HANABUSA of the Sub-
committee on Indian and Alaska Na-
tive Affairs for their support of this
bill. T also want to thank the staff for
their work and their diligent efforts on
this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, in simple terms, this
bill corrects a technical mistake in ex-
isting law, thereby allowing members
of the Grand Portage Band of Lake Su-
perior Chippewa to exclude up to $2,000
in payments from the State of Min-
nesota from their taxable income.

By way of background, in 1988, the
Grand Portage Band and the Bois Forte
Band of Chippewa entered into an
agreement by which they would relin-
quish certain harvest rights and privi-
leges accorded under the treaty of 1854
in return for annual per capita pay-
ments from the State of Minnesota.

In the year 2000, Congress passed the
Omnibus Indian Advancement Act,
which stipulated that a portion of
these per capita payments should not
count as income for the band members.
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The problem was the legislative lan-
guage included only the Bois Forte
Band. The Grand Portage Band was in-
advertently, accidentally left out, and,
as a result, many members of the
Grand Portage Band have been denied
financial assistance and other benefits
they are entitled to because their in-
come appears higher than the law per-
mits.

So this bill simply corrects the mis-
take by amending the act of October 9,
1973, to allow members of the Grand
Portage Band to exclude up to $2,000 in
per capita income payments from the
State of Minnesota from their taxable
income. It is the correct and the fair
thing to do.

Let me also point out, Mr. Speaker,
that this bill marks another step to-
ward restoring the letter and the spirit
of the 1854 treaty between the Federal
Government and the Chippewa of Lake
Superior, a treaty marked by serious
violations from the very beginning as
the waves of settlers were permitted
onto the lands the agreement reserved
for the Indians in perpetuity.

I often point to my colleagues that
the bust of Chief Buffalo of La Pointe
greets them, or greets us as we enter
into the House Chamber from the west
front. Chief Buffalo was recognized as
the Head Chief of the Greater Chippewa
Nation, and at the age of 92 years of
age, he led a tribal delegation to Wash-
ington to meet with President Fillmore
and paved the way for the treaty of 1854
to stop the removal of Lake Superior
Chippewas from their native homes.

It was quite a trip. They left Wiscon-
sin’s Madeline Island by birch bark
canoe—mind you, a 92-year-old man—
traveling all the way to Sault Ste.
Marie. From there, they took a steam-
er bound for Detroit, and then on by
steamer to Buffalo, New York. Then
the railroad took them to Albany, New
York, where they boarded another
steamboat to New York, and finally
back onto the train to Washington,
D.C., where they made their case to the
President of the United States.

So, in asking my colleagues to sup-
port this bill, I ask them to also re-
member Chief Buffalo and the diligence
and the long, hard work and the long
and difficult trail that is often so often
required to do the right thing when we
are representing people that we have
been, in our case, elected to represent.

It is a good lesson in point in a time
and life where we have a kind of a fast-
food mentality and everybody is ex-
pecting things to happen now. The voy-
age, the extraordinary effort that Chief
Buffalo made, is a lesson to us all.

So here we are, 160 years later, still
trying to fulfill the results of that im-
portant mission that he made. This
legislation to restore a small piece of a
larger trust relationship is part of that
journey.

Mr. Speaker, I urge passage of this
bill, and I thank my colleagues for
their bipartisan support.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Idaho (Mr. LAB-
RADOR) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3608.

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.

———
THE IRAN NUCLEAR DEAL

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker,
on Thursday, at 1 p.m., Congressman
TED DEUTCH and I will convene a sub-
committee hearing on the dangers of a
nuclear deal with Iran, the dangers
that this could pose for the United
States and global security interests.

Retired General Michael Hayden,
former Director of both the NSA and
the CIA, will be testifying to share his
concerns about Iran’s past
weaponization efforts and the guaran-
tees needed to monitor and verify this
agreement. In fact, he has warned that,
were he still in his role as CIA Direc-
tor, he ‘““‘would feel compelled to advise
the President that the agreement could
not be adequately verified.”

Mr. Speaker, Congress needs to re-
main engaged. We need to continue our
oversight. We need to use all the tools
that we have available to us, including
strengthening and increasing sanctions
against this regime, in order to ensure
that the President does not sign an
agreement that is not in our national
security interests.

————

CENTERS FOR MEDICARE & MED-
ICAID SERVICES RESCINDS PRO-
HIBITION ON SPEECH-GENER-
ATING DEVICES UNLOCKING

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, currently, more than 113
million Americans are facing long-
term disease or disability. Significant
policy advancements have recently
been signed into law to encourage the
development of drugs for those with
limited medical options and continued
efforts to get advanced diagnostic tests
to patients more quickly. Yet a seg-
ment of the population remains who
are in the midst of an ongoing struggle.

As someone who spent most of my
professional career serving those with
life-changing disease and disability, a
shared goal of health care providers is
to improve the quality of life for their
patients. This is particularly true when
it comes to those with limited speech,
whether they have suffered from
stroke, trauma, or progressive neuro-
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logical diseases such as ALS, MS, or
Huntington’s.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased that after
years of recommendations, earlier this
month the Centers for Medicare & Med-
icaid Services has lifted prohibitions
on unlocking of speech-generating de-
vices from accessing our technologies
such as email or Internet access.

Moving forward, our goals should be
the continued empowerment of those
facing disease and disability, to ensure
their dignity, mobility, and commu-
nication abilities can be enhanced in
our modern world.

———

THE PLIGHT OF SAEED ABEDINI

(Mr. FITZPATRICK asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to bring awareness to the
plight of Iranian American Saeed
Abedini, a 34-year-old Christian pastor
who was unlawfully arrested by the Is-
lamic Republic of Iran for refusing to
renounce his Christian faith.

Saeed, along with his wife, Naghmeh,
are prominent in the house church
movement throughout Iran, credited
with establishing around 100 churches
in 30 different Iranian cities.

After the election of Mahmoud
Ahmadinejad in 2005, the church move-
ment became the subject of authori-

tarian crackdown, prompting the
Abedinis to return to the United
States.

On September 26, 2014, Saeed Abedini
returned to Iran to visit family and
continue his humanitarian work to es-
tablish an orphanage. During this trip,
Saeed was arrested and charged with
undermining national security. In
early 2013, Saeed was transferred from
Tehran to the Rajai Shahr prison in
the town of Karaj, an institution
known for harsher and often life-
threatening conditions.

I call on the administration to act
swiftly for the immediate return of
this American to his family.

————

AN IMMIGRATION SYSTEM THAT
IS IN THE BEST INTEREST OF
THE UNITED STATES

(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, earlier
this month, the American people sent a
strong message to Washington, one
that was apparently not received by
the President. His latest threat to uni-
laterally grant amnesty to millions of
illegal immigrants would not only
serve as a massive abuse of power, but
also make clear the unprecedented dis-
connect between this administration
and our citizens.

The American people deserve a gov-
ernment that can demonstrate both
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