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H.R. 1963 has received strong bipar-
tisan support in committee, and I urge
the same here today.

Mr. GRIJALVA. I have no further
speakers, Mr. Speaker, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, 1
again commend the gentleman from
Montana for his work on this issue. It
is one of the most important achieve-
ments in power development that we
have had recently, the jump-starting of
these small hydropower generators.

I thank the gentleman from the
other side of the aisle for his support of
the measure and urge its adoption.

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. 1963, as
amended.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
SPECIAL RULES FOR INYO NA-
TIONAL FOREST LAND EX-
CHANGE
Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, 1

move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 1241) to facilitate a land ex-
change involving certain National For-
est System lands in the Inyo National
Forest, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1241

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SPECIAL RULES FOR INYO NATIONAL
FOREST LAND EXCHANGE.

(a) AUTHORITY TO ACCEPT LANDS OUTSIDE
BOUNDARIES OF INYO NATIONAL FOREST.—In
any land exchange involving the conveyance
of certain National Forest System land lo-
cated within the boundaries of Inyo National
Forest in California, as shown on the map ti-
tled ‘‘Federal Parcel” and dated June 2011,
the Secretary of Agriculture may accept for
acquisition in the exchange certain non-Fed-
eral lands in California lying outside the
boundaries of Inyo National Forest, as shown
on the maps titled “DWP Parcel - Inter-
agency Visitor Center Parcel” and ‘“DWP
Parcel — Town of Bishop Parcel” and dated
June 2011, if the Secretary determines that
acquisition of the non-Federal lands is desir-
able for National Forest System purposes.

(b) CASH EQUALIZATION PAYMENT; USE.—In
an exchange described in subsection (a), the
Secretary of Agriculture may accept a cash
equalization payment in excess of 25 percent.
Any such cash equalization payment shall be
deposited into the account in the Treasury of
the United States established by Public Law
90-171 (commonly known as the Sisk Act; 16
U.S.C. 484a) and shall be made available to
the Secretary for the acquisition of land for
addition to the National Forest System.

(c) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this section shall be construed to grant the
Secretary of Agriculture new land exchange
authority. This section modifies the use of
land exchange authorities already available
to the Secretary as of the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.
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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 to re-
vise and extend their remarks and to
include extraneous materials 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.

H.R. 1241 authorizes the Forest Serv-
ice to acquire two parcels of land out-
side the boundary of the Inyo National
Forest in exchange for a parcel of na-
tional forest land conveyed to the
Mammoth Mountain Ski Area.
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The ski area has been operating its
main base under a special-use permit.
However, acquiring ownership of that
parcel under this legislation would
allow the ski area to conduct des-
perately needed renovations to its fa-
cilities. At the same time, the Forest
Service would be able to acquire land
that it currently leases to operate the
facilities outside the boundary of the
Inyo National Forest.

I urge adoption of this sensible meas-
ure authored by Congressman PAUL
CoOK and reserve the balance of my
time.

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

H.R. 1241 would authorize the Sec-
retary of Agriculture to accept lands
outside the boundaries of the Inyo Na-
tional Forest in the BEastern Sierra in
exchange for non-Federal lands desir-
able for the National Forest System
purposes. If completed, the land ex-
change could result in significant rev-
enue for the Federal Government.

The bill has bipartisan support, in-
cluding the Department of Agriculture.
I urge its passage in the House, and I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I am
now pleased to yield such time as he
may consume to my colleague from
California, Congressman PAUL COOK,
the author of this bill.

Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1241,
obviously, would facilitate a land ex-
change in Mono County, California. It
would allow the Mammoth Mountain
Ski Area to obtain the 21 acres sur-
rounding the Mammoth Mountain Inn
that it currently leases from the Na-
tional Forest Service. In return, Mam-
moth Mountain would transfer 1,500
acres of land along with a cash equali-
zation payment to the National Forest
Service. This would allow Mammoth
Mountain to replace and rebuild the
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Mammoth Mountain Inn. After more
than 50 years of use, the Inn suffers
from poor, deteriorated construction,
and its replacement would allow Mam-
moth Mountain to continue operating
California’s premier ski area.

This bill is a jobs bill. Mammoth
Mountain’s employment fluctuates be-
tween a high of 2,600 employees during
the winter to down to 650 in the sum-
mer. Mono County has a population of
only 14,000 people. Thus, this area is by
far and above the largest employer in
the country. This would help facilitate
and would create new construction
jobs, but it would also allow the ski
area to expand, creating more perma-
nent jobs.

It’s also an environmental bill. The
1,600 acres that Mammoth Mountain
would be transferring to the Forest
Service has long been desired for pro-
tection by local environmentalists and
the Forest Service. It will end what the
Inyo National Forest supervisor de-
scribed as a ‘‘very, very imminent
threat to the scenic basin.”

The legislation is supported by the
Mono County Board of Supervisors, the
town council, the various chambers of
commerce and the Eastern Sierra Land
Trust.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
supporting this vital local bill.

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

Mr. MCcCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker,
again, I thank the gentleman for his
support of the measure and urge its
adoption. 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. 1241.

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.

———

LOWER EAST SIDE TENEMENT NA-
TIONAL HISTORIC SITE AMEND-
MENTS ACT

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 1846) to amend the Act estab-
lishing the Lower East Side Tenement
National Historic Site, and for other
purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1846

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 ‘“‘Lower East Side
Tenement National Historic Site Amendments
Act”.

SEC. 2. AMENDMENTS.

Public Law 105-378 is amended—

(1) in section 101(a)—

(4) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘the Lower
East Side Tenement at 97 Orchard Street in New
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