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achieve great things for our constitu-
ents. 

I want to especially thank my col-
league, Representative MARK AMODEI, 
for all of his hard work on this impor-
tant legislation. Our congressional dis-
tricts both contain parts of Lyon Coun-
ty. 

He fought hard for this bill during 
previous sessions of Congress. His sup-
port has been critical to getting this 
entire package of bills through this 
House, and I want to continue working 
with him and our entire Nevada delega-
tion to put our State first. 

I also want to thank the ranking 
member, Mr. DEFAZIO, for helping 
make this bill a top priority for our 
side of the aisle, as well as to the sub-
committee chairman, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
for advocating for this bill to move 
quickly through the process. 

Last but not least I want to thank 
Chairman DOC HASTINGS and the chair-
man of the subcommittee, Mr. BISHOP, 
for working across the aisle and mak-
ing this bill a priority. 

Since I have arrived in Congress, you 
both have been willing to work with 
me on important public lands issues for 
my home State, and I am grateful to 
you both for your service and for your 
stability in working together on the 
House Natural Resources Committee. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, this is an impor-
tant bill that would create jobs that 
are desperately needed in a portion of 
Nevada’s Fourth District, and I would 
like to thank this body for their con-
sideration in passage of this important 
legislation. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I am very pleased to yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Nevada 
(Mr. AMODEI), the author of this legis-
lation. 

Mr. AMODEI. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
associate myself with the remarks of 
my colleagues on both sides of the aisle 
that went before me on this measure. 

I want to also say thank you to the 
House of Representatives for passing 
this bill again in the 113th Congress. It 
was passed in the 112th Congress. 

There were concerns about not hav-
ing a conservation element. It con-
tained 75,000 acres of wilderness, 50 in 
Lyon County, 25,000—congratulations 
to the folks in Humboldt County who 
have worked on the pine forest bill for 
a long time—elements in Elko, ele-
ments in Fernley—it clears up some 
title problem for the folks in Virginia 
City dating back to the Comstock 
days. 

I guess, now, it is appropriate since 
we have shown such unity on this bill 
in passing it out of the House twice for 
all eyes—for all eyes—to turn to our 
colleagues at the north end of the 
building and see what they can do with 
the bill that my colleague from Nevada 
(Mr. HORSFORD) has so eloquently de-
scribed as nearly unanimous and over-
whelmingly bipartisan. 

Go, Senate. 
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I ad-

vise my friend I have no more requests 

for time. If the gentleman is prepared 
to yield back, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

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

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. 5205, 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. 

f 

UPPER MISSISQUOI AND TROUT 
WILD AND SCENIC RIVERS ACT 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 2569) to amend 
the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act to des-
ignate segments of the Missisquoi 
River and the Trout River in the State 
of Vermont, as components of the Na-
tional Wild and Scenic Rivers System, 
as amended. 

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

H.R. 2569 

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 ‘‘Upper 
Missisquoi and Trout Wild and Scenic Rivers 
Act’’. 
SEC. 2. DESIGNATION OF WILD AND SCENIC 

RIVER SEGMENTS. 
Section 3(a) of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act 

(16 U.S.C. 1274(a)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(208) MISSISQUOI RIVER AND TROUT RIVER, 
VERMONT.—The following segments in the State 
of Vermont, to be administered by the Secretary 
of the Interior as a recreational river: 

‘‘(A) The 20.5-mile segment of the Missisquoi 
River from the Lowell/Westfield town line to the 
Canadian border in North Troy, excluding the 
property and project boundary of the Troy and 
North Troy hydroelectric facilities. 

‘‘(B) The 14.6-mile segment of the Missisquoi 
River from the Canadian border in Richford to 
the upstream project boundary of the Enosburg 
Falls hydroelectric facility in Sampsonville. 

‘‘(C) The 11-mile segment of the Trout River 
from the confluence of the Jay and Wade 
Brooks in Montgomery to where the Trout River 
joins the Missisquoi River in East Berkshire.’’. 
SEC. 3. MANAGEMENT. 

(a) MANAGEMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The river segments des-

ignated by paragraph (208) of section 3(a) of the 
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (16 U.S.C. 1274(a)) 
shall be managed in accordance with— 

(A) the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Rivers 
Management Plan developed during the study 
described in section 5(b)(19) of the Wild and Sce-
nic Rivers Act (16 U.S.C. 1276(b)(19)) (referred to 
in this section as the ‘‘management plan’’); and 

(B) such amendments to the management plan 
as the Secretary determines are consistent with 
this Act and as are approved by the Upper 
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers Wild and Scenic 
Committee (referred to in this section as the 
‘‘Committee’’). 

(2) COMPREHENSIVE MANAGEMENT PLAN.—The 
management plan, as finalized in March 2013, 

and as amended, shall be considered to satisfy 
the requirements for a comprehensive manage-
ment plan pursuant to section 3(d) of the Wild 
and Scenic Rivers Act (16 U.S.C. 1274(d)). 

(b) COMMITTEE.—The Secretary shall coordi-
nate management responsibility of the Secretary 
of the Interior under this Act with the Com-
mittee, as specified in the management plan. 

(c) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—In order to provide for the 

long-term protection, preservation, and en-
hancement of the river segments designated by 
paragraph (208) of section 3(a) of the Wild and 
Scenic Rivers Act (16 U.S.C. 1274(a)), the Sec-
retary of the Interior may enter into cooperative 
agreements pursuant to sections 10(e) and 
11(b)(1) (16 U.S.C. 1281(e), 1282(b)(1)) of the Wild 
and Scenic Rivers Act with— 

(A) the State of Vermont; 
(B) the municipalities of Berkshire, Enosburg 

Falls, Enosburgh, Montgomery, North Troy, 
Richford, Troy, and Westfield; and 

(C) appropriate local, regional, statewide, or 
multi-state planning or recreational organiza-
tions consistent with the management plan. 

(2) CONSISTENCY.—Each cooperative agree-
ment entered into under this section shall be 
consistent with the management plan and may 
include provisions for financial or other assist-
ance from the United States. 

(d) EFFECT ON EXISTING HYDROELECTRIC FA-
CILITIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The designation of the river 
segments by paragraph (208) of section 3(a) of 
the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (16 U.S.C. 
1274(a)), does not— 

(A) preclude, prohibit, or restrict the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission from licensing, 
relicensing, or otherwise authorizing the oper-
ation or continued operation of the Troy Hydro-
electric, North Troy, or Enosburg Falls hydro-
electric project under the terms of licenses or ex-
emptions in effect on the date of enactment of 
this Act; or 

(B) limit modernization, upgrade, or other 
changes to the projects described in paragraph 
(1). 

(2) HYDROPOWER PROCEEDINGS.—Resource 
protection, mitigation, or enhancement measures 
required by Federal Energy Regulatory Commis-
sion hydropower proceedings— 

(A) shall not be considered to be project works 
for purposes of this Act; and 

(B) may be located within the river segments 
designated by paragraph (208) of section 3(a) of 
the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (16 U.S.C. 
1274(a)). 

(e) LAND MANAGEMENT.— 
(1) ZONING ORDINANCES.—For the purpose of 

the segments designated in paragraph (208) of 
section 3(a) of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act 
(16 U.S.C. 1274(a)), the zoning ordinances 
adopted by the towns of Berkshire, Enosburg 
Falls, Enosburgh, Montgomery, North Troy, 
Richford, Troy, and Westfield in the State of 
Vermont, including provisions for conservation 
of floodplains, wetlands, and watercourses asso-
ciated with the segments, shall be considered to 
satisfy the standards and requirements of sec-
tion 6(c) of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (16 
U.S.C. 1277(c)). 

(2) ACQUISITIONS OF LAND.—The authority of 
the Secretary to acquire land for the purposes of 
the segments designated in paragraph (208) of 
section 3(a) of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act 
(16 U.S.C. 1274(a)) shall be— 

(A) limited to acquisition by donation or ex-
change; and 

(B) subject to the additional criteria set forth 
in the management plan. 

(3) NO CONDEMNATION.—The Secretary of the 
Interior may not acquire by condemnation any 
land or interest in land within the boundaries of 
the river segments designated by paragraph 
(208) of section 3(a) of the Wild and Scenic Riv-
ers Act (16 U.S.C. 1274(a)). 

(4) WRITTEN CONSENT OF OWNER REQUIRED.— 
No private property or non-Federal public prop-
erty shall be included within the boundaries of 
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the river segments designated by paragraph 
(208) of section 3(a) of the Wild and Scenic Riv-
ers Act (16 U.S.C. 1274(a)) without the written 
consent of the owner of that property. 

(f) RELATION TO NATIONAL PARK SYSTEM.— 
Notwithstanding section 10(c) of the Wild and 
Scenic Rivers Act (16 U.S.C. 1281(c)), the 
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers shall not be admin-
istered as part of the National Park System or 
be subject to regulations that govern the Na-
tional Park System. 

(g) NO BUFFER ZONE CREATED.—Nothing in 
this Act or the Upper Missisquoi and Trout Riv-
ers Management Plan shall be construed to cre-
ate buffer zones outside the designated river seg-
ment boundaries designated by paragraph (208) 
of section 3(a) of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act 
(16 U.S.C. 1274(a)). That activities or uses can 
be seen, heard, or detected from areas within the 
designated river segments shall not preclude, 
limit, control, regulate or determine the conduct 
of management of activities or uses outside those 
designated river segments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) and the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. GRI-
JALVA) 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 bill 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, I yield myself as much time 
as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2569 designates in 
the State of Vermont two segments of 
the upper Missisquoi River and the en-
tire main stem of its tributary, the 
Trout River, as part of the Wild and 
Scenic Rivers System. 

In 2009, Congress authorized an eval-
uation of these rivers; and, while the 
study endorses the designation pro-
posed by H.R. 2569, it was very clear 
that the community does not want 
Federal management or ownership on 
or around the rivers; therefore, the 
river segments would be managed in 
accordance with the management plan 
prepared as a part of the study with the 
National Park Service being limited to 
coordinating administration and the 
management with the local commu-
nity. 

The management plan repeatedly 
emphasized that actions should be car-
ried out on a voluntary basis down to 
the property owner level. 

The Natural Resources Committee 
adopted an amendment to reinforce 
that this designation be voluntary in 
nature by requiring that property may 
only be included into the boundaries 
with written consent of the owner; ad-
ditionally, Federal land acquisition 
may occur only by donation or ex-
change with condemnation specifically 
prohibited. 

If this proposal is, indeed, locally 
supported or managed, there is no need 
for Federal coercion. 

b 1915 

H.R. 2569 also excludes several hydro-
electric projects from the boundaries of 
the designation, and the committee- 
adopted amendment further limits the 
Secretary of the Interior’s influence 
into the ongoing and future activities 
of these facilities. 

So I urge adoption, and I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

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

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2569 would des-
ignate segments of the Upper 
Missisquoi and Trout Rivers as rec-
reational rivers under the National 
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. 

These river segments provide local 
Vermonters with opportunities to 
swim, fish, kayak, and hike and are 
dotted with scenic and historic sites 
like waterfalls and covered bridges. 
They would be first designated Wild 
and Scenic rivers. They would be the 
first designated Wild and Scenic rivers 
in Vermont. The designation is widely 
popular with landowners and local 
stakeholders. 

H.R. 2569 authorizes the establish-
ment of cooperative agreements, in-
cluding financial assistance with the 
State of Vermont and other entities to 
further the long-term protection and 
preservation of the identified river seg-
ments. 

Since much of the land along the 
river is private property, the designa-
tion will allow landowners to empha-
size the ecological and recreational 
value of the river while upholding long- 
established property rights. Any land 
acquisition associated with the Wild 
and Scenic designation must be done 
by donation and accompanied by a 
written consent from the landowner. 
The bill also establishes that the river 
segments will not be managed as part 
of the National Park system. 

I would like to thank and congratu-
late my colleague from Vermont (Mr. 
WELCH) for his work on this bill and on 
behalf of his constituents. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

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

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
as much time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from Vermont (Mr. 
WELCH), the author of the legislation. 

Mr. WELCH. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of H.R. 2569, the Upper 
Missisquoi and Trout Wild and Scenic 
Rivers Act. That bill would designate 
those two rivers as Wild and Scenic. 

We are pretty excited about this in 
northern Vermont. As has been said, 
any landowner along the way is going 
to give permission in order for it to be 
part of it. Also, before this even was 
brought to a legislative committee, 
town meetings in all of the towns along 
the designation area had discussions in 
their town halls and, at town meeting, 
voted and requested that this designa-
tion be given. 

So what we have to show that there 
really is excitement about this in 
Vermont is a town vote, and then we 
have got it built into the legislation 
that the landowner who is directly af-
fected has to give permission. So those 
are good safeguards, and as the chair-
man said, it means that there is no 
Federal coercion. It is a reflection of 
local desire. So thank you for that. 

These rivers are really beautiful. I 
hope in your time off, Mr. Chairman, 
when you don’t have the burden of this 
committee and this duty, you might 
come on up and take a look. 

As Mr. GRIJALVA said, these rivers 
flow through beautiful farm fields and 
valley floors in northern Vermont. 
They go under covered bridges and 
through small villages on the way to 
Lake Champlain, and they have served 
in Vermont as important routes of 
early trade, sources of water and food 
for local farming communities, and 
sites for some of the best recreational 
opportunities in the country. 

The community members just love 
these rivers. They enjoy the rec-
reational activity they provide, espe-
cially canoeing and kayaking. There is 
a lot of fishing and hunting, swimming 
and hiking, wildlife viewing. It is a 
place where folks bring their kids, 
teach them how to swim, teach them 
about nature, teach them about fish-
ing. 

So they also connect up to a canoe 
trail that spans the entire northern 
New England States. Having that web 
of rivers that flow one to the other ac-
cessible is enhanced with this legisla-
tion. 

The Wild and Scenic designation, as 
has been mentioned, would recognize 
that these waterways do have excep-
tional recreational value, something 
that local proponents have known 
since they undertook the designation 
process 5 years ago. 

And the folks involved—it is local 
farmers, town leaders, river enthu-
siasts—they have all had to work to-
gether, and they have had to talk and 
knock on doors to the folks who own 
property along the river. As I men-
tioned, voters in eight towns within 
the designation area strongly affirm 
the plan for their towns’ participation 
in the Wild and Scenic Rivers program. 

This designation is Vermont-based 
and locally grown. It requires no Fed-
eral land acquisition or management. 
It relies on those local and State and 
regional partnerships. 

I want to thank the folks who have 
helped Mr. BISHOP, the chair of the sub-
committee. Thank you so much for 
your work on this and for putting up 
with my pestering requests. Ranking 
Member DEFAZIO, thank you very 
much for hanging in there. Mr. GRI-
JALVA, thank you. 

But I also want to especially thank, 
on behalf of the State of Vermont, the 
citizens of Berkshire, Enosburg, 
Enosburg Falls, Montgomery, Richford, 
Troy, North Troy, and Westfield. They 
worked hard in this, and it means a lot 
to them. 
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Finally, Mr. Speaker, I hope I am not 

violating any rule of the House, but I 
want to say something personal about 
the man from Washington, my former 
colleague on the Rules Committee. I 
am going to accuse him of being a good 
guy. He worked hard on the Rules Com-
mittee when I was there. He worked 
hard in his responsibility as chairman 
of this committee. 

You have worked hard for many 
years serving the people of your dis-
trict and the people of this country 
over all your years in Congress, and I 
want to thank you that one of your 
last acts is a generous shepherding of 
this legislation that means so much to 
the folks in northern Vermont. 

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I have no more requests for 
time and I am prepared to close now. I 
will have to close after those last re-
marks. 

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

back the balance of my time. 
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield myself the balance of 
my time. 

I want to thank my friend from 
Vermont for those nice words. 

But let me speak to this legislation, 
because the gentleman correctly men-
tioned—and this has always been a con-
cern of those of us that have been 
somewhat critical of Wild and Scenic 
designations—that it does impact local 
communities and local private prop-
erty rights. And this legislation here, 
in working with you, the gentleman 
recognizes that. I think, at least from 
your debate on the floor, your citizens, 
your constituents, recognize that also 
at the town meetings. That is a win- 
win from my standpoint. 

So I think this is good legislation. I 
hope the other body takes it up intact 
and we can pass it and sign it into law. 

I do want to thank my friend from 
Vermont for his kind words, and with 
that, I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

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. 2569, 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. 

f 

FLUSHING REMONSTRANCE STUDY 
ACT 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 3222) to author-
ize the Secretary of the Interior to con-
duct a special resource study of sites 
associated with the 1657 signing of the 
Flushing Remonstrance in Queens, New 
York, and for other purposes, as 
amended. 

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

H.R. 3222 
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 ‘‘Flushing Re-
monstrance Study Act’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds the following: 
(1) Dutch involvement in North America start-

ed with Henry Hudson’s 1609 voyage on the 
ship, Half Moon, employed by the Dutch East 
India Company. 

(2) After 1640, New Netherland gradually 
began to transform from a chain of trading posts 
into a settlement colony. 

(3) As Dutch and English settlers moved closer 
to one another, they began to assimilate in what 
would later become Queens County. 

(4) The Dutch and English settlements had 
not been without conflict. Although the Dutch 
Republic was well known for its toleration of 
other faiths, Director General Peter Stuyvesant 
and his council thought that liberty of worship 
should not be granted to Quakers. 

(5) When Quakers began to arrive in Flush-
ing, the colonial government issued an ordi-
nance that formally banned the practice of all 
religions outside of the Dutch Reformed Church. 

(6) On December 27, 1657, 30 Flushing resi-
dents signed what was later called the Flushing 
Remonstrance, objecting to this order. None of 
the remonstrance’s authors were Quakers. 

(7) Dutch colonial authorities proceeded to ar-
rest the signers of the Flushing Remonstrance. 
In 1662, John Bowne defied the ban and allowed 
Quakers to hold services in his house. Bowne 
was fined and banished to the Dutch Republic 
for showing contempt for secular authority. 

(8) Bowne was later exonerated after appeal-
ing to the guarantees of religious liberty before 
the Dutch West India Company and returned to 
Flushing in 1664. The colony later fell to British 
control on September 24, 1664. 

(9) The Flushing Remonstrance is now consid-
ered by many to be instrumental in the develop-
ment of religious liberty in the United States 
and a precursor to the First Amendment to the 
United States Constitution. 

(10) In 1957, the United States Postal Service 
released a 3-cent postage stamp commemorating 
the 300th Anniversary of the signing of the 
Flushing Remonstrance which read, ‘‘Religious 
Freedom in America’’. 

(11) Queens remained rural and agricultural 
through the 18th and 19th Centuries. Although 
its Dutch identity diminished, the tolerance of 
diversity that has harbored Quakers and other 
religious sects in the Dutch Colonial period con-
tinues to this day. Queens is the most ethnically 
diverse urban area in the world, with a popu-
lation of over 2,200,000 representing over 100 dif-
ferent nations and speaking over 138 different 
languages. 
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

As used in this Act: 
(1) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ means 

the Secretary of the Interior. 
(2) STUDY AREA.—The term ‘‘study area’’ 

means the John Bowne House located at 3701 
Bowne Street, Queens, New York, the Friends 
Meeting House located at 137–17 Northern Bou-
levard, Queens, New York, and other resources 
in the vicinity of Flushing related to the history 
of religious freedom during the era of the sign-
ing of the Flushing Remonstrance. 
SEC. 4. SPECIAL RESOURCE STUDY. 

(a) STUDY.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
special resource study of the study area. 

(b) CONTENTS.—In conducting the study under 
subsection (a), the Secretary shall— 

(1) evaluate the national significance of the 
study area’s resources based on their relation-
ship to the history of religious freedom associ-

ated with the signing of the Flushing Remon-
strance; 

(2) determine the suitability and feasibility of 
designating resources within the study area as a 
unit of the National Park System; 

(3) consider other alternatives for preserva-
tion, protection, and interpretation of the study 
area by Federal, State, or local governmental 
entities, or private and nonprofit organizations; 

(4) identify properties related to the John 
Bowne House that could potentially meet cri-
teria for designation as a National Historic 
Landmark; 

(5) consult with interested Federal, State, or 
local governmental entities, private and non-
profit organizations, or any other interested in-
dividuals; 

(6) evaluate the impact of the proposed action 
on the flow of commerce and commercial activ-
ity, job opportunities, and any adverse economic 
effects that could not be avoided if the proposal 
is implemented; 

(7) identify cost estimates for any Federal ac-
quisition, development, interpretation, oper-
ation, and maintenance associated with the al-
ternatives; 

(8) analyze the effect of the designation of the 
study area as a unit of the National Park Sys-
tem on— 

(A) existing recreational activities, and on the 
authorization, construction, operation, mainte-
nance, or improvement of energy production 
and transmission infrastructure; and 

(B) the authority of State and local govern-
ments to manage those activities; and 

(9) identify any authorities, including con-
demnation, that will compel or permit the Sec-
retary to influence or participate in local land 
use decisions (such as zoning) or place restric-
tions on non-Federal lands if the study area is 
designated a unit of the National Park System. 

(c) NOTIFICATION OF PRIVATE PROPERTY OWN-
ERS.—Upon the commencement of the study, 
owners of private property in or adjacent to the 
study area shall be notified of the study’s com-
mencement and scope. 

(d) APPLICABLE LAW.—The study required 
under subsection (a) shall be conducted in ac-
cordance with section 8(c)) of the National Park 
System General Authorities Act (16 U.S.C. 1a– 
5(c)). 

(e) REPORT.—Not later than 3 years after the 
date on which funds are first made available for 
the study under subsection (a), the Secretary 
shall submit to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Resources of 
the Senate a report containing the results of the 
study and any conclusions and recommenda-
tions of the Secretary. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) and the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. GRI-
JALVA) 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 bill 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, I yield myself as much time 
as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3222 authorizes a 
special resource study to determine the 
suitability and feasibility of creating a 
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