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for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, a lit-
tle over a week ago, I met with com-
munity leaders, law enforcement, men-
tal health professionals, gun owners, 
and those who have been touched by 
gun violence to discuss what we can do 
together to curb gun violence. They 
shared their thoughts and different 
perspectives; but, together, they called 
on me to take action. 

So today, I rise to urge my col-
leagues to join me in support of sen-
sible new gun laws. We must pass legis-
lation that will lead to universal back-
ground checks, that makes gun traf-
ficking a Federal crime, and limits ac-
cess to high-capacity magazines and 
military-style assault weapons. 

This is the moment. Right now, this 
is the time. Together, we have the op-
portunity to save lives. It’s up to us to 
seize the moment. Let’s get to work. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or on which the 
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken later. 

f 

HYDROPOWER REGULATORY 
EFFICIENCY ACT OF 2013 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 267) to improve hydropower, 
and for other purposes. 

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

H.R. 267 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Hydropower Regulatory Efficiency Act 
of 2013’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Findings. 
Sec. 3. Promoting small hydroelectric power 

projects. 
Sec. 4. Promoting conduit hydropower 

projects. 
Sec. 5. FERC authority to extend prelimi-

nary permit periods. 
Sec. 6. Promoting hydropower development 

at nonpowered dams and closed 
loop pumped storage projects. 

Sec. 7. DOE study of pumped storage and po-
tential hydropower from con-
duits. 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 
Congress finds that— 
(1) the hydropower industry currently em-

ploys approximately 300,000 workers across 
the United States; 

(2) hydropower is the largest source of 
clean, renewable electricity in the United 
States; 

(3) as of the date of enactment of this Act, 
hydropower resources, including pumped 
storage facilities, provide— 

(A) nearly 7 percent of the electricity gen-
erated in the United States; and 

(B) approximately 100,000 megawatts of 
electric capacity in the United States; 

(4) only 3 percent of the 80,000 dams in the 
United States generate electricity, so there 
is substantial potential for adding hydro-
power generation to nonpowered dams; and 

(5) according to one study, by utilizing cur-
rently untapped resources, the United States 
could add approximately 60,000 megawatts of 
new hydropower capacity by 2025, which 
could create 700,000 new jobs over the next 13 
years. 
SEC. 3. PROMOTING SMALL HYDROELECTRIC 

POWER PROJECTS. 
Subsection (d) of section 405 of the Public 

Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 1978 (16 
U.S.C. 2705) is amended by striking ‘‘5,000’’ 
and inserting ‘‘10,000’’. 
SEC. 4. PROMOTING CONDUIT HYDROPOWER 

PROJECTS. 
(a) APPLICABILITY OF, AND EXEMPTION 

FROM, LICENSING REQUIREMENTS.—Section 30 
of the Federal Power Act (16 U.S.C. 823a) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking subsections (a) and (b) and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(a)(1) A qualifying conduit hydropower fa-
cility shall not be required to be licensed 
under this part. 

‘‘(2)(A) Any person, State, or municipality 
proposing to construct a qualifying conduit 
hydropower facility shall file with the Com-
mission a notice of intent to construct such 
facility. The notice shall include sufficient 
information to demonstrate that the facility 
meets the qualifying criteria. 

‘‘(B) Not later than 15 days after receipt of 
a notice of intent filed under subparagraph 
(A), the Commission shall— 

‘‘(i) make an initial determination as to 
whether the facility meets the qualifying 
criteria; and 

‘‘(ii) if the Commission makes an initial 
determination, pursuant to clause (i), that 
the facility meets the qualifying criteria, 
publish public notice of the notice of intent 
filed under subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(C) If, not later than 45 days after the 
date of publication of the public notice de-
scribed in subparagraph (B)(ii)— 

‘‘(i) an entity contests whether the facility 
meets the qualifying criteria, the Commis-
sion shall promptly issue a written deter-
mination as to whether the facility meets 
such criteria; or 

‘‘(ii) no entity contests whether the facil-
ity meets the qualifying criteria, the facility 
shall be deemed to meet such criteria. 

‘‘(3) For purposes of this section: 
‘‘(A) The term ‘conduit’ means any tunnel, 

canal, pipeline, aqueduct, flume, ditch, or 
similar manmade water conveyance that is 
operated for the distribution of water for ag-
ricultural, municipal, or industrial consump-
tion and not primarily for the generation of 
electricity. 

‘‘(B) The term ‘qualifying conduit hydro-
power facility’ means a facility (not includ-
ing any dam or other impoundment) that is 
determined or deemed under paragraph (2)(C) 
to meet the qualifying criteria. 

‘‘(C) The term ‘qualifying criteria’ means, 
with respect to a facility— 

‘‘(i) the facility is constructed, operated, or 
maintained for the generation of electric 
power and uses for such generation only the 
hydroelectric potential of a non-federally 
owned conduit; 

‘‘(ii) the facility has an installed capacity 
that does not exceed 5 megawatts; and 

‘‘(iii) on or before the date of enactment of 
the Hydropower Regulatory Efficiency Act of 

2013, the facility is not licensed under, or ex-
empted from the license requirements con-
tained in, this part. 

‘‘(b) Subject to subsection (c), the Commis-
sion may grant an exemption in whole or in 
part from the requirements of this part, in-
cluding any license requirements contained 
in this part, to any facility (not including 
any dam or other impoundment) con-
structed, operated, or maintained for the 
generation of electric power which the Com-
mission determines, by rule or order— 

‘‘(1) utilizes for such generation only the 
hydroelectric potential of a conduit; and 

‘‘(2) has an installed capacity that does not 
exceed 40 megawatts.’’; 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection (b)’’; 
and 

(3) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection (b)’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subsection 
(d) of section 405 of the Public Utility Regu-
latory Policies Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 2705), as 
amended, is further amended by striking 
‘‘subsection (a) of such section 30’’ and in-
serting ‘‘subsection (b) of such section 30’’. 
SEC. 5. FERC AUTHORITY TO EXTEND PRELIMI-

NARY PERMIT PERIODS. 
Section 5 of the Federal Power Act (16 

U.S.C. 798) is amended— 
(1) by designating the first, second, and 

third sentences as subsections (a), (c), and 
(d), respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (a) (as so 
designated) the following: 

‘‘(b) The Commission may extend the pe-
riod of a preliminary permit once for not 
more than 2 additional years beyond the 3 
years permitted by subsection (a) if the Com-
mission finds that the permittee has carried 
out activities under such permit in good 
faith and with reasonable diligence.’’. 
SEC. 6. PROMOTING HYDROPOWER DEVELOP-

MENT AT NONPOWERED DAMS AND 
CLOSED LOOP PUMPED STORAGE 
PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—To improve the regu-
latory process and reduce delays and costs 
for hydropower development at nonpowered 
dams and closed loop pumped storage 
projects, the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission (referred to in this section as 
the ‘‘Commission’’) shall investigate the fea-
sibility of the issuance of a license for hydro-
power development at nonpowered dams and 
closed loop pumped storage projects in a 2- 
year period (referred to in this section as a 
‘‘2-year process’’). Such a 2-year process 
shall include any prefiling licensing process 
of the Commission. 

(b) WORKSHOPS AND PILOTS.—The Commis-
sion shall— 

(1) not later than 60 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, hold an initial work-
shop to solicit public comment and rec-
ommendations on how to implement a 2-year 
process; 

(2) develop criteria for identifying projects 
featuring hydropower development at non-
powered dams and closed loop pumped stor-
age projects that may be appropriate for li-
censing within a 2-year process; 

(3) not later than 180 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, develop and imple-
ment pilot projects to test a 2-year process, 
if practicable; and 

(4) not later than 3 years after the date of 
implementation of the final pilot project 
testing a 2-year process, hold a final work-
shop to solicit public comment on the effec-
tiveness of each tested 2-year process. 

(c) MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING.—The 
Commission shall, to the extent practicable, 
enter into a memorandum of understanding 
with any applicable Federal or State agency 
to implement a pilot project described in 
subsection (b). 
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(d) REPORTS.— 
(1) PILOT PROJECTS NOT IMPLEMENTED.—If 

the Commission determines that no pilot 
project described in subsection (b) is prac-
ticable because no 2-year process is prac-
ticable, not later than 240 days after the date 
of enactment of this Act, the Commission 
shall submit to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources of the Senate a report that— 

(A) describes the public comments received 
as part of the initial workshop held under 
subsection (b)(1); and 

(B) identifies the process, legal, environ-
mental, economic, and other issues that jus-
tify the determination of the Commission 
that no 2-year process is practicable, with 
recommendations on how Congress may ad-
dress or remedy the identified issues. 

(2) PILOT PROJECTS IMPLEMENTED.—If the 
Commission develops and implements pilot 
projects involving a 2-year process, not later 
than 60 days after the date of completion of 
the final workshop held under subsection 
(b)(4), the Commission shall submit to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources of the Sen-
ate a report that— 

(A) describes the outcomes of the pilot 
projects; 

(B) describes the public comments from 
the final workshop on the effectiveness of 
each tested 2-year process; and 

(C)(i) outlines how the Commission will 
adopt policies under existing law (including 
regulations) that result in a 2-year process 
for appropriate projects; 

(ii) outlines how the Commission will issue 
new regulations to adopt a 2-year process for 
appropriate projects; or 

(iii) identifies the process, legal, environ-
mental, economic, and other issues that jus-
tify a determination of the Commission that 
no 2-year process is practicable, with rec-
ommendations on how Congress may address 
or remedy the identified issues. 
SEC. 7. DOE STUDY OF PUMPED STORAGE AND 

POTENTIAL HYDROPOWER FROM 
CONDUITS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy 
shall conduct a study— 

(1)(A) of the technical flexibility that ex-
isting pumped storage facilities can provide 
to support intermittent renewable electric 
energy generation, including the potential 
for such existing facilities to be upgraded or 
retrofitted with advanced commercially 
available technology; and 

(B) of the technical potential of existing 
pumped storage facilities and new advanced 
pumped storage facilities, to provide grid re-
liability benefits; and 

(2)(A) to identify the range of opportuni-
ties for hydropower that may be obtained 
from conduits (as defined by the Secretary) 
in the United States; and 

(B) through case studies, to assess amounts 
of potential energy generation from such 
conduit hydropower projects. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Energy shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources of the Sen-
ate a report that describes the results of the 
study conducted under subsection (a), includ-
ing any recommendations. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. WHITFIELD) and the gen-
tleman from New Mexico (Mr. BEN RAY 
LUJÁN) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

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

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and to in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 267. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

H.R. 267 is the result of the bipar-
tisan effort of Congresswoman CATHY 
MCMORRIS RODGERS and Congress-
woman DIANA DEGETTE, both members 
of the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee. They’ve worked long and hard 
on this legislation. It has great prom-
ise for increased hydropower develop-
ment across the Nation, and we’re de-
lighted to bring it to the floor today. 

At this time, I would like to yield 2 
minutes to the gentlelady from Wash-
ington (Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS). 

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise in strong support of 
H.R. 267, the Hydropower Regulatory 
Efficiency Act of 2013, which I intro-
duced with my good friend from Colo-
rado, Representative DIANA DEGETTE. 

b 1420 

As we continue to advance an all-of- 
the-above energy strategy, we must re-
member to include our Nation’s larg-
est, cleanest, most affordable, reliable, 
and renewable energy source—hydro-
power. 

Sustainable hydropower is a part of a 
strong economy, and to see the poten-
tial and the benefits of hydropower, all 
you have to do is look at my home 
State of Washington State. Over 75 per-
cent of our electricity comes from hy-
dropower. It’s clean and it’s renewable. 

The Columbia and Snake River dams 
in eastern and central Washington 
transformed our economy. What was 
once a dry, barren desert with sage-
brush is one of the most productive ag-
riculture regions in the world. And be-
cause of low-cost hydropower, we’ve at-
tracted high-tech companies like 
Google and Yahoo to relocate their 
servers in eastern Washington. We’ve 
also brought manufacturing facilities 
like the BMW plant, which is in Moses 
Lake. 

However, the regulatory process for 
hydropower, particularly for these 
smaller, controversial projects, is bro-
ken. Too often the cost of complying 
exceeds the cost of the equipment 
itself. We need to make this process 
easier and less costly, and that’s what 
this legislation will do. Think of it as 
the 1040–EZ for hydro permitting. H.R. 
267 streamlines the hydropower permit-
ting process, reducing the burdens im-
peding development and getting low- 
cost power to communities faster. 

Mr. Speaker, most agree with the 
goal of energy independence and con-
tinuing the energy revolution. As part 
of an all-of-the-above strategy, we need 
to domestically produce more oil, coal, 

natural gas, and renewable energies 
like hydropower. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman has expired. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. I yield the gentle-
woman an additional 3 minutes. 

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. There 
was a recent study by the National Hy-
dropower Association that showed we 
could double hydropower production in 
this country without building a new 
dam, simply by investing in new tech-
nologies, new turbines. Actually, only 3 
percent of the dams in the country 
produce electricity. 

We could also, in this process, create 
700,000 jobs. Unleashing American inge-
nuity to increase hydropower produc-
tion will lower energy costs and help 
create thousands of jobs. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to support American energy 
and support H.R. 267. 

Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of New Mexico. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

H.R. 267 is a bipartisan bill that will 
facilitate the development of new, en-
vironmentally responsible hydropower 
projects. The bill was introduced by 
Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS and Ms. 
DIANA DEGETTE. It was developed 
through a cooperative process that in-
cluded extensive discussions with in-
terested stakeholders and agencies. 

This process was produced in a bal-
anced, bipartisan way, and it is bipar-
tisan legislation. The legislation is 
supported by both hydropower devel-
opers and environmentalists. It was 
unanimously reported out of the En-
ergy and Commerce Committee, and 
last Congress, the House passed an 
identical bill by a vote of 382–0. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill. 

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

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of New Mexico. 
Mr. Speaker, I’d ask if the majority 
has any additional speakers. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. We have no addi-
tional speakers. 

Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of New Mexico. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. I just want to say, 
in conclusion, how much we enjoyed 
working with both sides of the aisle on 
this issue. I want to thank CATHY 
MCMORRIS RODGERS and DIANA 
DEGETTE. 

The Nation will benefit from this leg-
islation because, as has already been 
said, hydropower is a clean, efficient, 
abundant, and affordable source of en-
ergy. And I urge people to support this 
legislation. 

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

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
WHITFIELD) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 267. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 
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Mr. WHITFIELD. 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 

COLLINSVILLE RENEWABLE 
ENERGY PROMOTION ACT 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 316) to reinstate and transfer 
certain hydroelectric licenses and ex-
tend the deadline for commencement of 
construction of certain hydroelectric 
projects. 

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

H.R. 316 
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 ‘‘Collinsville 
Renewable Energy Promotion Act’’. 
SEC. 2. REINSTATEMENT OF EXPIRED LICENSES 

AND EXTENSION OF TIME TO COM-
MENCE CONSTRUCTION OF 
PROJECTS. 

Subject to section 4 of this Act and not-
withstanding the time period under section 
13 of the Federal Power Act (16 U.S.C. 806) 
that would otherwise apply to Federal En-
ergy Regulatory Commission projects num-
bered 10822 and 10823, the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission (referred to in this 
Act as the ‘‘Commission’’) may— 

(1) reinstate the license for either or each 
of those projects; and 

(2) extend for 2 years after the date on 
which either or each project is reinstated 
under paragraph (1) the time period during 
which the licensee is required to commence 
the construction of such projects. 
Prior to reaching any final decision under 
this section, the Commission shall provide 
an opportunity for submission of comments 
by interested persons, municipalities, and 
States and shall consider any such comment 
that is timely submitted. 
SEC. 3. TRANSFER OF LICENSES TO THE TOWN 

OF CANTON, CONNECTICUT. 
Notwithstanding section 8 of the Federal 

Power Act (16 U.S.C. 801) or any other provi-
sion thereof, if the Commission reinstates 
the license for, and extends the time period 
during which the licensee is required to com-
mence the construction of, a Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission project under sec-
tion 2, the Commission shall transfer such li-
cense to the town of Canton, Connecticut. 
SEC. 4. ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT. 

(a) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the term ‘‘environmental assessment’’ 
shall have the same meaning as is given such 
term in regulations prescribed by the Coun-
cil on Environmental Quality that imple-
ment the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). 

(b) ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT.—Not 
later than 180 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Commission shall com-
plete an environmental assessment for Fed-
eral Energy Regulatory Commission projects 
numbered 10822 and 10823, updating, to the 
extent necessary, the environmental anal-
ysis performed during the process of licens-
ing such projects. 

(c) COMMENT PERIOD.—Upon issuance of the 
environmental assessment required under 
subsection (b), the Commission shall— 

(1) initiate a 30-day public comment pe-
riod; and 

(2) before taking any action under section 
2 or 3— 

(A) consider any comments received during 
such 30-day period; and 

(B) incorporate in the license for the 
projects involved, such terms and conditions 
as the Commission determines to be nec-
essary, based on the environmental assess-
ment performed and comments received 
under this section. 
SEC. 5. DEADLINE. 

Not later than 270 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Commission 
shall— 

(1) make a final decision pursuant to para-
graph (1) of section 2; and 

(2) if the Commission decides to reinstate 
one or both of the licenses under such para-
graph and extend the corresponding deadline 
for commencement of construction under 
paragraph (2) of such section, complete the 
action required under section 3. 
SEC. 6. PROTECTION OF EXISTING RIGHTS. 

Nothing in this Act shall affect any valid 
license issued by the Commission under sec-
tion 4 of the Federal Power Act (16 U.S.C. 
797) on or before the date of enactment of 
this Act or diminish or extinguish any exist-
ing rights under any such license. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. WHITFIELD) and the gen-
tleman from New Mexico (Mr. BEN RAY 
LUJÁN) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

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

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous materials in the 
RECORD on the bill. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

H.R. 316 would provide the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission with 
limited authority to reinstate two ter-
minated hydroelectric licenses and 
transfer them to a new owner, the 
Town of Canton, Connecticut. The li-
censes are associated with the Upper 
and Lower Collinsville dams on the 
Farmington River in Connecticut. Both 
projects are under 1 megawatt each. 
This is important legislation that will 
certainly benefit the people in that 
area. 

I want to thank Mr. LUJÁN and oth-
ers for working with us on this impor-
tant piece of legislation. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of New Mexico. 

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

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank Chair-
man WHITFIELD and all of the members 
of the majority as well for working 
with the minority on this important 
piece of legislation. 

I encourage my colleagues to support 
the Collinsville hydropower legislation 
introduced by Congresswoman ESTY of 
Connecticut. The bill would authorize 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-

mission to reinstate licenses for two 
hydroelectric power plants on the 
Farmington River and to transfer these 
licenses to the Town of Canton, Con-
necticut. This noncontroversial legisla-
tion has passed the House by voice vote 
in both the 111th and 112th Congresses. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentlewoman from Connecticut (Ms. 
ESTY), the sponsor of the bill. 

Ms. ESTY. Thank you, Congressman 
LUJÁN. And I’d like to thank Chairman 
WHITFIELD for his leadership on this 
important issue and for bringing this 
bill to the floor so quickly this year. 

I rise as the proud sponsor of the Col-
linsville Renewable Energy Promotion 
Act. This bill, as the chairman so aptly 
described, would provide FERC limited 
authority to license the Town of Can-
ton, in my district, to operate two 
small and dormant dams for hydro-
electric power. 

The Upper and Lower Collinsville 
dams on the Farmington River were 
first built in the 18th and 19th cen-
turies to power an ax manufacturer. 
While this business closed in the 1960s, 
the dams have remained and are a last-
ing symbol of the Farmington Valley’s 
very proud manufacturing history. 

And just as our communities have 
been reinvented over the years, we now 
have the opportunity to reinvent a dor-
mant dam into a dam producing local, 
clean energy. If the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, under the au-
thority of this bill, permits both dams 
to generate hydropower, the dams 
could produce nearly 2 megawatts of 
power, enough to power more than 1,500 
homes, which I’ll note, parenthetically, 
with 3 feet of snow in the last week, 
were much in demand, that additional 
power. Licenses for this purpose had 
previously been issued, and this bill 
would allow the reinstatement of the 
inactive FERC licenses. 

Now, as with any dam on any river, 
there are legitimate concerns about 
the river and the ecosystem’s health. 
The Upper and Lower Collinsville dams 
already exist, and our legislation ad-
dresses many concerns to fully protect 
the river’s health by requiring FERC to 
complete an updated analysis of the en-
vironmental impact of the projects and 
seek additional public comment before 
taking action. 

Now, this project started long before 
I was elected to Congress, and I’m 
proud to continue the work on this bill. 
Just a few months ago, this body 
passed the exact same language offered 
by then-Congressman CHRIS MURPHY, 
Connecticut’s new Senator. He’s been a 
longtime champion on this issue, and 
I’m grateful for his and First Select-
man of Canton Richard Barlow’s work 
spearheading these efforts back home. 

b 1430 
I would also like to mention another 

longtime supporter of this project, Art 
Fournier. Sadly, Art passed away this 
past July. But during one of the occa-
sions I had the opportunity to discuss 
issues with him and gain from his life-
time of experiences, he brought up this 
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