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The bill on the floor today makes targeted
and necessary reforms and will prevent mas-
sive premium increases from hitting home-
owners who simply cannot afford them—and
cannot find a buyer to take them on, leaving
them stranded and without a solution. Many
cannot afford the recommended mitigation
measures that may or may not reduce their
premiums, creating a further environment of
uncertainty.

Accordingly, the Homeowner Flood Insur-
ance Affordability Act slows the rate of in-
crease that was included in the 2012 Biggert-
Waters reform bill, allowing homeowners to re-
main in their homes and plan accordingly to
continue flood insurance policies.

While not perfect, this bill will provide relief
and stability to these homeowners and their
communities while bringing reform to the Na-
tional Flood Insurance Program (NFIP). It also
provides a mechanism for enhanced commu-
nity participation in the flood mapping process
and increases transparency by making infor-
mation publicly available to impacted parties.

Further, HR 3370 will provide individualized
assistance by establishing a flood insurance
advocate to help homeowners and towns ob-
tain information and fair treatment during the
mapping process. After hearing from hundreds
of families, particularly in Monmouth and
Ocean Counties, who are simply looking for
information on how they will be impacted by
changes to the flood mapping process, | am
pleased that this important provision was re-
tained in the final bill.

Mr. Speaker, there are NFIP-related issues
that still must be resolved—such as ensuring
proper and accurate flood mapping—but this
bill is an important step in the right direction
and will help mitigate the rate shock that many
of my constituents are facing.

| urge my colleagues to support it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from West Virginia
(Mrs. CApPITO) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3370, 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. NEUGEBAUER. 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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YORK RIVER WILD AND SCENIC
RIVER STUDY ACT OF 2013

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 2197) to amend
the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act to des-
ignate segments of the York River and
associated tributaries for study for po-
tential inclusion in the National Wild
and Scenic Rivers System.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2197

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

This Act may be cited as the ‘“York River
Wild and Scenic River Study Act of 2013,
SEC. 2. DESIGNATION FOR STUDY.

Section 5(a) of the Wild and Scenic Rivers
Act (16 U.S.C. 1276(a)) is amended by adding
at the end the following:

“(_) YORK RIVER, MAINE.—(A) The York
River that flows 11.25 miles from its head-
waters at York Pond to the mouth of the
river at York Harbor, and all associated trib-
utaries.

‘(B) The study conducted under this para-
graph shall—

‘(i) determine the effect of the designation
on—

‘“(I) existing commercial and recreational
activities, such as hunting, fishing, trapping,
recreational shooting, motor boat use, bridge
construction;

‘“(IT) the authorization, construction, oper-
ation, maintenance, or improvement of en-
ergy production and transmission infrastruc-
ture; and

‘“(III) the authority of State and local gov-
ernments to manage those activities; and

¢“(ii) identify—

‘“(I) all authorities that will authorize or
require the Secretary to influence local land
use decisions (such as zoning) or place re-
strictions on non-Federal land if designated
under this Act;

‘“(IT) all authorities that the Secretary
may use to condemn property; and

‘(IIT) all private property located in the
area studied under this paragraph.”.

SEC. 3. STUDY AND REPORT.

Section 5(b) of the Wild and Scenic Rivers
Act (16 U.S.C. 1276(b)) is amended by adding
at the end the following:

“(_ ) YORK RIVER, MAINE.—The study of the
York River, Maine, named in paragraph ( )
of subsection (a) shall be completed by the
Secretary of the Interior and the report
thereon submitted to Congress not later
than 3 years after the date on which funds
are made available to carry out this para-
graph.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) and the
gentlewoman from Maine (Ms. PIN-
GREE) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Washington.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the legislation under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, H.R. 2197 authorizes the Na-
tional Park Service to study 11.25 miles
of the York River in the State of Maine
for possible inclusion into the Wild and
Scenic Rivers program.

The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of
1968 was intended to put a development
freeze on rivers to preserve their ‘‘free-
flowing”’ characteristics. Although no
immediately apparent risks to the
river necessitating Federal designation
have been identified, proponents of the
study explained that they would ben-
efit from the expertise of the National
Park Service and its interaction with
the surrounding community.
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Due to a number of very real con-
cerns that have arisen through prior
designations, this bill includes several
commonsense provisions aimed at bet-
ter informing local property owners
and communities about the full effects
and impacts of a wild and scenic des-
ignation.

The National Park Service will be re-
quired to consider the effect of designa-
tion on commercial and recreational
uses, such as hunting and fishing and
boating. The study must also look at
the impact on construction and main-
tenance of energy production and
transmission.

Furthermore, H.R. 2197 requires the
Federal Government to identify all ex-
isting authorities that could be utilized
to condemn private property. We want
property owners to know how much
power the government will be given so
they can form an educated opinion as
to whether they should participate in
or support a Wild and Scenic Rivers
designation.

Finally, the bill will require the Fed-
eral Government to identify those au-
thorities that compel it to become in-
volved in local zoning. While Federal
designation of the York River clearly
has an appeal to the local advocates
supporting this legislation, it is impor-
tant for the community to be aware
that the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act re-
quires local zoning to conform to the
dictates of the Federal act.

Lastly, Mr. Speaker, I would note
that this exact legislation passed the
House last Congress, but because the
Senate failed to act on it, it is being
considered once again in this Congress.

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

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I am very happy to stand in support
of my bill, H.R. 2197, the York River
Wild and Scenic Rivers Study Act, and
I want to start by thanking Mr. DEFA-
710, Mr. GRIJALVA, and tonight Mr.
HASTINGS for their support in reporting
this bill out of committee in Sep-
tember. I thank them and former
Congressperson, now Senator MARKEY’S
help in passing this bill last Congress.
I very much appreciate their persist-
ence and their willingness to help get
this bill passed and into law. I know
the people of Maine will appreciate
their commitment, too.

This bill was really proposed by the
folks back home, the same people who
live and work around the York River
and who care deeply about it. This bill
would allow organizations working
around the York River to partner with
the National Park Service to conduct a
study that would provide the informa-
tion that is vital to making smart deci-
sions about the future of the York
River and its communities.

I have heard from small business
owners, community groups, State and
local government, local and national
land trusts, fishermen, hunters, school
representatives, and historical and en-
vironmental conservationists, and all
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agree that continuing to benefit from
the river depends on recognizing and
protecting its important and unique
qualities.

There are many unique features of
the York River and the ecosystems sur-
rounding it, and I will talk about those
in a minute, but I want to start with a
little history.

The first English settlers came to the
York River nearly 400 years ago—but
there is archaeological evidence along
the shores of European settlers who
were here even earlier. Before anyone
came from Europe, the Abenaki Indi-
ans named the river ‘‘Agamenticus,”
which means ‘‘little cove beyond the
hills.”

When I last visited the York River, I
spoke with members of the local com-
munity about the importance of the
river to the people today, to the econ-
omy, and to the wildlife of the York
River watershed. The river is home to
important and rare species, including
the Maine endangered box turtle and
the threatened harlequin duck.

The salt marshes of the York River
watershed serve as a nursery ground
for nearly 30 species of fish that are
vital to the Gulf of Maine ecosystem.
The York River is a place where chil-
dren are learning in an outdoor class-
room. Students from nearby school dis-
tricts gather data from the river for
classes and to inform community deci-
sions about the environment and the
economy.

Maybe the most important factor is
that many of the hardworking people
in this part of the State depend on the
York River to support their jobs. The
York River is a place where people go
to work. Commercial and recreational
fishing operations depend on excellent
water quality and reliable access to the
waterfront. Farmers in the York River
watershed grow pumpkins, potatoes,
and other produce that help keep
Maine communities healthy.

People travel to the York River to
explore and appreciate its natural
character and its incredible history,
and while doing so, they invest in the
surrounding communities.

The work of community groups has
already resulted in considerable
progress, but the York River needs ad-
ditional protection so this vital re-
source is not overwhelmed by increas-
ing development. In order to move for-
ward to a future that protects the most
important aspects of this waterway
and the jobs and the communities that
depend on it, it is vital to connect
these communities with the informa-
tion they need. That is the goal and
hopefully the eventual outcome of this
important piece of legislation.

My bill is widely supported in Maine,
and I look forward to it being favorably
considered today.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I want to just point out
that I have the privilege of chairing
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the House Natural Resources Com-
mittee, and the nature of that com-
mittee is such that we deal with a lot
of important pieces of legislation, but
pieces of legislation that are kind of
parochial in nature with regard to a
particular State. We have right now
some b0 bills, both Republican and
Democrat bills that have passed this
House, many of them on suspension,
that are still awaiting action in the
Senate. In fact, this legislation—simi-
lar legislation passed the Congress last
time and didn’t go anywhere in the
other body, and so here we are back
one more time. I only mention that be-
cause we can’t be the only House that
passes legislation. It has to be both
Houses in order to get something to
the President.

I certainly hope that this legislation
after two times will finally get through
and the study can commence and we
can proceed with looking at whether a
designation would be in order.

With that in mind, let me talk a bit,
because I mentioned this earlier in my
remarks. What I am saying here re-
garding Wild and Scenic is in many
ways applicable to wilderness designa-
tions. We passed a bill earlier today by
voice vote that designated a wilderness
area in Michigan. In both of those
cases, what is common with both of
them is that we have seen since the
Wild and Scenic designation law passed
and since the wilderness law passed, we
see this especially in the Western part
of the United States, that when these
areas are designated either Wild and
Scenic or wilderness, what happens is
areas around them become de facto
wilderness or de facto Wild and Scenic
which many, many times imposes on
private property rights.

Now we have experienced that more
in the West than what my colleagues
have in the East, and my colleague
from Maine expressed, rightly so, this
has very, very broad support. I am sure
it does; they have worked very hard on
it. The danger in the future is, if taken
to the extreme, you could have, unless
we had within the study—you could
have some pressures on private prop-
erty rights. We think that is suffi-
ciently important to put that in the
study so that those who will be af-
fected know about it.

I hope the outcome is such that ev-
erybody believes, fine, we can work
with whatever restrictions come up.
That is the precise reason, Mr. Speak-
er, why when we look, and I say ‘‘we,”
being a Member from the Western part
of the United States, when we look at
these designations, it becomes pretty
darn rigid even when you have acts of
natural disaster.

With that in mind, let me tell you
about something that happened in my
old district prior to redistricting.
There is a wilderness area in the north-
ern Cascades. A lot of people visit it; it
is a wonderful place. But to access that
from the Eastern part of the United
States, you have to go up a lake; it’s
the only way to get there. Then you
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have to traverse some 10 or 20 miles to
the wilderness area, and the only way
to get there is by a road. Well, the
road—nature washed out that road
many times several years ago. It is
called the Stehekin Road. The commu-
nity up there has been trying to re-
build that road.

Now, what does this have to do with
wild and scenic and wilderness. Well, I
mentioned that sometimes these things
become so rigid that you can’t affect
something that needs to be done. Un-
fortunately, the road was right on the
border of a wilderness area. So natu-
rally, when you are going to rebuild it,
you have to go through a wilderness
area. ‘‘No, no,” say all the national
groups. Not the local groups, not the
people who are affected, but all the na-
tional groups. ‘‘No, you can’t build this
road.” So we are now in the third Con-
gress. The last two Congresses, we
passed bills to address this issue, but
we have not been able to succeed be-
cause, as I mentioned earlier, we have
to go through the Senate.

I only use this as an example of how
national groups with a wilderness des-
ignation, and it has happened with wild
and scenic designations, have unin-
tended consequences on the commu-
nity.

This legislation says within—with-
in—that study, we need to find out
what these potential impacts could be.
That is why we put that in this legisla-
tion.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker,
I want to take a moment to say to Mr.
HASTINGS, I really do appreciate the
work you have done in your com-
mittee, the bipartisan activity in your
committee, and truly for your assist-
ance in bringing this bill to the floor. I
know you are preparing to retire, and I
wanted to wish you the best on what-
ever journey happens next in your life,
and thank you for your long service to
your State and to the rest of us in Con-
gress. You have been a wonderful col-
league to work with. Thank you very
much for that.

Representing Washington State,
while we are at opposite ends of the
country, I think many of the concerns
you have raised and that your constitu-
ents have raised, given the fact that
you have a tremendous amount of open
land, you have a tremendous amount of
coastal shore land, you deal with some
of the same issues that those of us who
reside in Maine do, and I appreciate
you bringing that perspective to this
bill and to the many bills you have
worked with.

I would just add in speaking about
this particular program, it was really a
wonderful experience for me when the
many residents of this community, as I
mentioned earlier, from all diverse
walks of life, some of them were farm-
ers and some of them were fishermen
who depend on the river, some who
care deeply about the history, but all
of them came together, people who
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hadn’t necessarily had the opportunity
to work together before, but realized
this is a very important concern, and
that this particular river has enormous
impacts. Because this river is in the
southern part of my district, which
means it is close to the southern bor-
der of Maine, it is surrounded by a very
developed part of our State, although
not much is that developed in Maine.
We are one of the most rural States in
the country with only 1.3 million peo-
ple, so we are not a particularly over-
developed State, but this is part of the
southern part of the State, where there
is a lot of activity going on, and people
were concerned even more so because
they wanted to make sure that when
visitors come to our State, when resi-
dents decide to make it their home, we
can count on the fact that there will be
this part of the river and the area
around it that will be looked at very
closely when thinking about future
uses and how to make sure that it is al-
ways there for those people who depend
on it for jobs, for the fishing industries
that are so critically important, and
for the communities that care deeply
about its history and about the activi-
ties that go on there. That is part of
what has made this bill so particularly
important to our State. I am extremely
grateful to everyone on the committee
who worked to help us bring it to the
floor.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I thank my colleague for her
kind words, and I support this legisla-
tion.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
express my support for the York River Wild
and Scenic River Study Act of 2013.

| want to thank my friend and colleague,
Representative PINGREE, for her leadership on
this bill.

A healthy York River is important to the eco-
nomic and environmental vitality of Southern
Maine. The river is used daily by fishermen
and recreational boat users, and its beauty is
a significant part of the tourist economy that is
so integral to Southern Maine. The river is an
important home for wildlife, providing a home
to more than 100 waterbirds and 28 species of
fish.

This important legislation would create a
study to determine whether or not the York
River and its tributaries should be included in
the Wild and Scenic Rivers Program. The
study would help evaluate current and future
demands on the river, and determine whether
or not extra federal protection is necessary to
keep the river strong and healthy.

Individuals, businesses, and wildlife depend
on the York River. We must keep it strong and
healthy for years to come.

| urge my colleagues to vote in favor of this
bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Washington (Mr.
HASTINGS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2197.

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.
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on motions to suspend the
rules previously postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

H.R. 3370, by the yeas and nays;

H. Res. 488, by the yeas and nays.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. The re-
maining electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 5-minute vote.

———

HOMEOWNER FLOOD INSURANCE
AFFORDABILITY ACT OF 2014

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 3370) to delay the implemen-
tation of certain provisions of the
Biggert-Waters Flood Insurance Re-
form Act of 2012, and for other pur-
poses, as amended, on which the yeas
and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from West Virginia
(Mrs. CAPITO) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, as amended.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 306, nays 91,
not voting 33, as follows:

[Roll No. 91]

YEAS—306
Amodei Clay Fattah
Barber Cleaver Fitzpatrick
Barletta Clyburn Fleischmann
Barr Coffman Fleming
Barrow (GA) Cohen Flores
Bass Collins (NY) Forbes
Beatty Connolly Fortenberry
Becerra, Conyers Foster
Bera (CA) Costa Frankel (FL)
Bilirakis Courtney Frelinghuysen
Bishop (GA) Cramer Fudge
Bishop (NY) Crenshaw Gabbard
Black Crowley Gallego
Blackburn Cuellar Garamendi
Bonamici Cummings Garcia
Brady (PA) Daines Gardner
Braley (IA) Davis (CA) Gerlach
Brooks (IN) Davis, Danny Gibbs
Brownley (CA) Davis, Rodney Gibson
Buchanan DeGette Graves (MO)
Bucshon Delaney Grayson
Bustos DeLauro Green, Al
Butterfield DelBene Griffin (AR)
Byrne Denham Griffith (VA)
Calvert Dent Grijalva
Campbell DeSantis Grimm
Cantor Deutch Guthrie
Capito Diaz-Balart Hahn
Capps Dingell Hanabusa
Capuano Doyle Hanna
Carney Duckworth Harper
Carson (IN) Edwards Harris
Cartwright Ellison Hartzler
Cassidy Engel Hastings (FL)
Castor (FL) Enyart Hastings (WA)
Chu Eshoo Heck (NV)
Cicilline Esty Heck (WA)
Clark (MA) Farenthold Herrera Beutler
Clarke (NY) Farr Himes
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Holt
Honda
Horsford
Hoyer
Huffman
Hunter
Israel
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (OH)
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kelly (PA)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kirkpatrick
Kuster
LaMalfa
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
Latta
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren
Long
Lowenthal
Lowey
Luetkemeyer
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Marino
Matheson
Matsui
McAllister
McCarthy (CA)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
MclIntyre
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meehan

Aderholt
Amash
Bachmann
Bachus
Barton
Benishek
Bentivolio
Blumenauer
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Broun (GA)
Burgess
Camp
Carter
Chabot

Cole

Collins (GA)
Conaway
Cook
Cooper
Cotton
Culberson
DeFazio
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Garrett
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte

Meeks
Meng
Messer
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Moore
Moran
Mullin
Murphy (FL)
Murphy (PA)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Negrete McLeod
Noem
Nolan
Nugent
Nunnelee
O’Rourke
Olson
Owens
Palazzo
Pallone
Pascrell
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Perry
Peters (CA)
Peters (MI)
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Pocan
Poe (TX)
Polis
Posey
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Rice (SC)
Richmond
Rigell
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothfus
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Runyan
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez, Linda
T.

NAYS—91

Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Hall
Hensarling
Higgins
Holding
Hudson
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hurt

Issa
Jenkins
Jordan
Joyce
Kline
Lamborn
Lucas
Lummis
Marchant
Massie
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
Meadows
Miller (MI)
Mulvaney
Neugebauer
Nunes
Paulsen
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Sanchez, Loretta
Sanford
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schock
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Simpson
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Southerland
Speier
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Van Hollen
Vargas
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walorski
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Welch
Wenstrup
Whitfield
Wilson (FL)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Yarmuth
Yoho
Young (AK)

Pearce

Petri
Pittenger
Pitts
Pompeo
Price (GA)
Ribble
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Roskam
Royce

Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Shuster
Stewart
Stivers
Stutzman
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Waxman
Westmoreland
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Yoder

Young (IN)
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