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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing. 

b 1421 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, December 9, 2024. 
Hon. MIKE JOHNSON, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on De-
cember 9, 2024, at 4:35 p.m. 

That the Senate passed S. 1868. 
That the Senate passed S. 3606. 
That the Senate passed S. 4212. 
With best wishes, I am, 

Sincerely, 
KEVIN F. MCCUMBER, 

Acting Clerk. 

f 

LIBERTY IN LAUNDRY ACT 

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, pursuant 
to House Resolution 1612, I call up the 
bill (H.R. 7673) to prohibit the Sec-
retary of Energy from prescribing or 
enforcing energy conservation stand-
ards for clothes washers that are not 
cost-effective or technologically fea-
sible, and for other purposes, and ask 
for its immediate consideration in the 
House. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

MOLINARO). Pursuant to House Resolu-
tion 1612, the bill is considered read. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 
H.R. 7673 

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 ‘‘Liberty in 
Laundry Act’’. 
SEC. 2. PRESCRIBING AND ENFORCING ENERGY 

CONSERVATION STANDARDS FOR 
CLOTHES WASHERS. 

(a) TECHNOLOGICALLY FEASIBLE AND ECO-
NOMICALLY JUSTIFIED.—Notwithstanding sub-
sections (m), (n), and (o) of section 325 of the 
Energy Policy and Conservation Act (42 
U.S.C. 6295), the Secretary of Energy may 
not— 

(1) prescribe a new or an amended energy 
conservation standard for a covered product 
that is a clothes washer under such section 
unless the Secretary of Energy determines 
that the prescription and imposition of such 
energy conservation standard is techno-
logically feasible and economically justified; 
or 

(2) enforce an energy conservation stand-
ard prescribed under such section for a cov-
ered product that is a clothes washer if the 
Secretary of Energy determines that en-
forcement of or compliance with such energy 
conservation standard is not technologically 
feasible or economically justified. 

(b) PROHIBITION ON INCREASED COSTS TO 
CONSUMERS.—Notwithstanding subsections 
(m), (n), and (o) of section 325 of the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6295), 
the Secretary of Energy may not— 

(1) prescribe a new or an amended energy 
conservation standard for a covered product 
that is a clothes washer under such section 
unless the Secretary of Energy determines 
that the prescription and imposition of such 
energy conservation standard is not likely to 
result in additional net costs to the con-
sumer, including any increase in net costs 
associated with the purchase, installation, 
maintenance, disposal, and replacement of 
the covered product; or 

(2) enforce an energy conservation stand-
ard prescribed under such section for a cov-
ered product that is a clothes washer if the 
Secretary of Energy determines that en-
forcement of or compliance with such energy 
conservation standard is likely to result in 
additional net costs to the consumer, includ-
ing any increase in net costs associated with 
the purchase, installation, maintenance, dis-
posal, and replacement of the covered prod-
uct. 

(c) SIGNIFICANT ENERGY SAVINGS REQUIRE-
MENT.—Notwithstanding subsections (m), (n), 
and (o) of section 325 of the Energy Policy 
and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6295), the 
Secretary of Energy may not— 

(1) prescribe a new or an amended energy 
conservation standard for a covered product 
that is a clothes washer under such section if 
the Secretary of Energy determines that the 
prescription and imposition of such energy 
conservation standard will not result in sig-
nificant conservation of energy; or 

(2) enforce an energy conservation stand-
ard prescribed under such section for a cov-
ered product that is a clothes washer if the 
Secretary of Energy determines that en-
forcement of or compliance with such energy 
conservation standard will not result in sig-
nificant conservation of energy. 

(d) COVERED PRODUCT; ENERGY CONSERVA-
TION STANDARD.—In this section, the terms 
‘‘covered product’’ and ‘‘energy conservation 
standard’’ have the meanings given such 
terms in section 321 of the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6291). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill 
shall be debatable for 1 hour equally di-
vided and controlled by the chair and 
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ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce or 
their respective designees. 

The gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. DUNCAN) and the gentleman from 
New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) each will 
control 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from South Carolina (Mr. DUNCAN). 

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

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 7673. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 

of H.R. 7673, the Liberty in Laundry 
Act, and I thank Congressman OGLES 
for leading on this issue. 

Throughout the 118th Congress, the 
Energy and Commerce Committee has 
been on the front lines for defending 
the needs of everyday Americans 
against the radical climate agenda of 
the Biden administration. 

This administration has prioritized 
expensive and unreliable energy poli-
cies that have diminished the quality 
of life for our friends and neighbors 
across the country. 

These harmful policies have sought 
to direct the energy we use and even 
the appliances we buy. We stood on 
this floor and we talked about gas 
stoves, dishwashers, and HVACs. In 
Congress, we talked about the push to 
electrification and the mandates from 
the U.S. Government to Americans to 
tell them what kind of cars they have 
to drive—not what they want to drive, 
but cars they have to drive. Today, we 
are addressing the assault on clothes 
washers. 

This bill protects the affordability 
and quality and choice for Americans 
to decide for themselves what suits 
their needs best. 

Thanks to radical climate policies, 
Americans will spend 34 percent more 
on appliances today than they did just 
a decade ago. These appliances are not 
only more expensive, they offer a lesser 
quality with fewer features Americans 
rely on and shorter lifespans. 

This legislation will prevent the DOE 
from enforcing standards for clothes 
washers unless they are techno-
logically feasible and economically jus-
tified, are not likely to result in addi-
tional cost to the consumer, and will 
result in significant conservation of en-
ergy. 

The American people have spoken. 
They cannot afford and they don’t 
want more of the same. They have 
overwhelmingly rejected the Demo-
cratic Party and their pandering to the 
radical climate lobby. 

Everyday Americans are tired of 
record inflation, high-energy costs, and 
just the struggle they have every day 
to make ends meet. 

b 1430 
This legislation addresses kitchen- 

table issues for Americans and their 
families. The out-of-touch policies of 
the Biden administration are why the 
American people decided to elect Presi-
dent Donald J. Trump to a second 
term. 

In the 119th Congress, House Repub-
licans will continue to fight for hard-
working Americans and unleash our 
energy to lower costs and improve the 
quality of life for those across the 
country. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
vote in support of H.R. 7673, the Lib-
erty in Laundry Act. I thank Rep-
resentative OGLES for leading this leg-
islation, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

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

Mr. Speaker, we are quickly ap-
proaching the final days of this Con-
gress, and after spending a year on the 
campaign trail promising to lower 
prices for working families, today 
House Republicans are bringing up a 
bill that will raise energy bills for 
those very same families. 

H.R. 7673 guts popular energy effi-
ciency standards for laundry machines, 
standards that save Americans money 
on their utility bills and reduce dan-
gerous greenhouse gas pollution at the 
same time. 

These efficiency standards create 
certainty for manufacturers, and they 
protect consumers from rising costs. In 
the case of these laundry machine 
standards, they also reduce water use, 
a benefit that could greatly aid 
drought-prone regions around the Na-
tion. 

What is more, Mr. Speaker, the Biden 
administration’s energy efficiency ac-
tions are projected to save Americans 
$1 trillion and reduce greenhouse gas 
pollution by more than 2.5 billion met-
ric tons over the next 30 years. The 
laundry machine standard that this 
bill guts is on track to save Americans 
$18 billion on their utility bills over 
the next 30 years, as well. 

However, today’s Republican Party is 
unpersuaded by things like facts and 
cost savings. With this bill, Repub-
licans are proving that their vow to 
lower costs was nothing more than an 
empty campaign promise. This legisla-
tion actively works to raise Americans’ 
energy bills, all so they can curry favor 
with their special interest friends and 
do the bidding of their fossil fuel indus-
try friends. Absolutely no one else 
stands to benefit from this legislation, 
proving once and for all that Repub-
licans only pay lip service to lowering 
costs when it is campaign season. 

That is why this bill conveniently ig-
nores the efficiency standards-setting 
process that already exists at the De-
partment of Energy, which already re-
quires that these standards result in 
significant savings, be technologically 
feasible, and economically justifiable. 

In fact, DOE’s process works so well 
that the laundry machine standard tar-

geted by this bill was actually the re-
sult of a consensus agreement between 
the appliance industry, efficiency advo-
cates, and consumer advocates. They 
actually embrace reality. The reality 
is that laundry machine standards 
haven’t been updated in more than a 
decade, many models that meet the 
new standard already exist, and appli-
ance manufacturers have said they do 
not feel burdened by it at all. 

All this begs the question—why are 
Republicans trying to undermine a 
process that brings everyone to the 
table to lower costs? Who, exactly, is 
asking for this bill? 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 7673 would effec-
tively overturn the Department of En-
ergy’s recently finalized efficiency 
standards and prohibit the Department 
from enforcing any standard that in-
creases upfront costs by even a single 
penny, completely ignoring the mas-
sive savings that Americans would 
enjoy on their home energy bills over 
the long run. 

I oppose the bill because it will in-
crease energy costs for American fami-
lies and undermine our ongoing efforts 
to combat the worsening climate crisis. 
Republicans will go out of their way to 
cut taxes for their wealthy billionaire 
friends, but when it comes to taking 
actions that actually lower costs for 
everyday Americans, they are nowhere 
to be found. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
oppose this bill, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

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

I remind Americans that this man-
date by the Biden administration on 
washing machines will only save them 
about $9 total over the lifespan of the 
unit itself, which is about 131⁄2 years, a 
savings of only $9 over 131⁄2 years. Un-
believable. 

I yield such time as he may consume 
to the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. 
OGLES), my friend. 

Mr. OGLES. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of my bill, the Liberty in 
Laundry Act, which defends the Amer-
ican people against rogue and out-of- 
touch D.C. bureaucrats. 

There might only be 41 days remain-
ing in the current administration, but 
this administration is still doing its 
best to make household appliances 
unaffordable. If he wanted to limit con-
sumer choice, undercut quality, and 
raise costs for Americans, then Joe 
Biden couldn’t have done a better job. 

First it was gas stoves, then it was 
water heaters and HVAC. Go down the 
list. Now the Biden-Harris administra-
tion is going after your washing ma-
chines. 

When the government tries to micro-
manage something as basic as your 
laundry routine, including which wash-
ing machines you can buy and how 
much you will pay for them, my Re-
publican colleagues and I will take a 
stand. 

The Biden Energy Department 
doesn’t even believe in the value of its 
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own rulemaking. As the chairman said, 
$9 over the lifespan of this device. The 
upfront cost of the machine is out-
weighed by this so-called savings. 

They are imposing energy standards 
that often mean higher costs on the ap-
pliances themselves, longer wash cy-
cles, and perhaps even using more 
water. The American people pay more 
for their appliances upfront because of 
these efficiency standards. 

Worse, the Biden administration re-
pealed better efficiency rules imple-
mented by the Trump administration 
with the Fifth Circuit ruling earlier 
this year that DOE’s repeal of Presi-
dent Trump’s efficiency rules were ar-
bitrary and capricious. 

The court found that the Biden ad-
ministration failed to consider—now 
keep in mind, this is the court—failed 
to consider things like appliance per-
formance and the fact that the stand-
ards were causing Americans to use 
more water, not less. 

Some Democrats may want to race 
down the world to serfdom, replacing 
the judgments of consumers with those 
of government commissars about what 
products best meet their needs. How-
ever, I will not allow them to drag mil-
lions of hardworking Americans, like 
in the rural parts of my district, who 
are going to go to their appliance store 
and pay more. 

My bill prohibits the Department of 
Energy from imposing or enforcing 
standards that would increase net costs 
to consumers. My bill requires them to 
include costs related to purchase, in-
stallation, maintenance, and replace-
ment cost, forcing them to be honest 
about the true cost of the rule or the 
regulation. 

My bill safeguards the right of fami-
lies to choose the appliance that best 
fits their needs and budget, again, 
without the burden of the Biden admin-
istration. 

Of course, we won’t stop with laun-
dry. We will continue pursuing legisla-
tion to stop bureaucrats wherever they 
choose to make life harder for hard-
working Americans. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge adoption of my 
legislation. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as she may consume to the 
gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. CAS-
TOR), the ranking member of the Over-
sight and Investigations Sub-
committee. 

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise in opposition to H.R. 7673. It is a 
Republican bill that is going to raise 
costs on American families. 

Mr. Speaker, years ago, Congress di-
rected the Department of Energy to en-
courage innovation and cost savings in 
the appliances we use by working with 
manufacturers and consumer advocates 
to routinely update energy efficiency 
standards. That is one of the reasons 
why Americans enjoy modern and cost- 
saving appliances when they go to re-
place them. 

Everyone knows that higher stand-
ards do not force you to go and replace 

your washing machine, but when that 
washer finally breaks, you have the 
choice to replace it with a better 
model, one that saves you money. 

Energy efficiency across all appli-
ances is a huge success. It helps fami-
lies save money and improves our lives. 

Earlier this year, the Department of 
Energy updated standards for clothes 
washers based upon the input of a wide 
range of stakeholders, including the 
Association of Home Appliance Manu-
facturers—that is right, the manufac-
turers support energy efficiency stand-
ards—the Consumer Federation of 
America, and energy efficiency advo-
cates. To them, I say great work and 
thank you because over time Ameri-
cans will save big on their energy and 
water bills while also reducing tons of 
dangerous carbon dioxide pollution. 

You could say that energy-efficient 
clothes washers will provide loads of 
savings, as the new models speed up 
the cycle to aid the household bottom 
line. 

All together, with more efficient ap-
pliances, DOE projects that the aver-
age family could save at least $100 a 
year on their utility bills, plus effi-
ciency helps cut the pollution that is 
fueling costly extreme weather events 
like Hurricanes Helene and Milton that 
ruined homes and businesses back in 
my community just a few months ago. 

If the appliance industry supports ef-
ficiency standards and consumer 
groups support efficiency standards, 
and three out of five Americans sup-
port the cost savings, why are Repub-
licans making this a priority? Well, 
here is the dirty, little secret. The spe-
cial interests that profit off of people 
using as much energy as possible and 
who profit when energy is wasted—like 
oil and gas companies and some utili-
ties—have a lot of influence here on 
Capitol Hill. 

You can either side with the pol-
luters and their profits or you can side 
with the people and their pocketbooks. 
I am going to side with the people and 
their pocketbooks every time. 

Appliance efficiency standards are 
one of the best tools we have to lower 
household energy costs, so I urge my 
colleagues not to fall for the rinse and 
spin, put this bill out to dry, and vote 
‘‘no.’’ 

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

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as she may consume to the 
gentlewoman from Michigan (Mrs. DIN-
GELL). 

Mrs. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in strong opposition to this par-
tisan energy appliance bill. Time and 
time again in this Congress, we keep 
seeing these bills brought to the floor 
that are partisan messaging bills 
meant to rile up the American people, 
not really get something done, while 
continuing to put off the work that the 
American people sent us here to do. 

H.R. 7673 isn’t the first anti-effi-
ciency bill we have seen on the House 
floor this year. I say to my Republican 

colleagues and friends, I am not sure 
what we are really getting done. The 
Liberty in Laundry Act, along with 
other anti-efficiency bills this Con-
gress, would delay and weaken popular 
energy efficiency standards, courting 
favor with polluters, not consumers. 

The bill attacks existing standards 
and sends a message to the incoming 
Trump administration to attack exist-
ing standards and undermine the entire 
program. Bills like the Liberty in 
Laundry Act show that Republicans 
don’t want to help save American con-
sumers money on their energy bills. 

I wish we could work together on 
doing things that the American people 
need us to do instead of going after 
America’s household appliances. The 
fear-mongering continues, and it is 
nothing more than politics designed to 
scare consumers. 

I am a car girl. Hey, I am not old, but 
I am seasoned. When the administra-
tion, Republicans and Democrats, 
wanted to increase fuel efficiency 
standards, American consumers wanted 
it, and yet on the floor of both houses, 
people stood up against it. I will tell 
you what, the American consumer 
likes those fuel efficiency standards. It 
saved them money. 

The American people sent us here to 
work together in a bipartisan manner 
to find commonsense solutions, and 
that is what I want to work with my 
colleagues on, but we don’t have much 
time left in this Congress, so I am just 
saying, can we please work together on 
the real issues facing the American 
people instead of talking about peo-
ple’s dirty laundry? 

Let me say again, we are politicizing 
washing machines. Why? We have real 
work to do to cut costs and make life 
better for Americans. We need to fund 
the government. Attacking popular en-
ergy efficiency standards is not why 
our constituents sent us here. They 
want us to save them money. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
vote against H.R. 7673. We need to work 
on things that will make a difference 
for consumers every day in the remain-
ing days of the 118th Congress. 

b 1445 
Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, just a 

point. The payback periods for many of 
these appliances are uneconomical. Re-
publicans look long term. Republicans 
look toward quality and value for 
Americans. 

For example, the payback period for 
the Department of Energy’s proposed 
clothes washer standard for a ventless 
electric combination washer and dryer 
is—are you ready for it?—46 years. 
Forty-six years for a washing machine 
that, if we are lucky, will last 15 years. 
Americans know they have to replace a 
lot of appliances over a period of time. 

Mr. Speaker, it is sort of a bitter-
sweet moment for me because this may 
be the very last time I get to speak 
from the House floor, and it is an honor 
to be here to represent the Energy and 
Commerce Committee’s Energy, Cli-
mate, and Grid Security Subcommittee 
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that I chair on this bill, but it has been 
an honor to work on so many other 
bills over time. 

I have enjoyed working with my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle. 
Ranking Member PALLONE has been a 
phenomenal ranking member for the 
Energy and Commerce Committee to 
work with. I have enjoyed it. There are 
so many others on the other side of the 
aisle, too many to name, but Rep-
resentative HENRY CUELLAR is a good 
friend and SCOTT PETERS. Albio Sires 
was a good friend of mine who is no 
longer in Congress. 

It has been an interesting ride for 14 
years in the United States Congress. I 
have seen a lot on this House floor, 
from last year with the Speaker’s de-
bate from the original Speaker election 
that happened in this Congress back to 
John Boehner, Speaker Boehner, call-
ing me a hardhead on the floor, some-
thing I wore as a badge of courage be-
cause I was representing my constitu-
ents in the Third District of South 
Carolina, who sent me to Washington 
to be that hardhead because they were 
tired of seeing runaway government. 
They were tired of seeing government 
spending that has created a balance of 
about $35 trillion in debt that our Na-
tion faces today. That is a number that 
is unfathomable. 

To work on energy policy has been 
something that I came to Washington 
to work on, and I was blessed with the 
opportunity to become the chair of the 
Energy, Climate, and Grid Security 
Subcommittee. We dealt with energy, 
grid security, and climate change in 
this Congress—retitled that com-
mittee—but we focus a lot on American 
energy, American energy independ-
ence. 

There are four words that I talk 
about often. Those are produce, deliver, 
utilize, and export. We are blessed in 
this Nation with abundant resources 
that we need to produce more of be-
cause using natural gas, as an example, 
we have in abundance. We can’t even 
measure the amount of natural gas we 
are blessed with in this Nation, and 
utilizing that natural gas has helped us 
lower our global carbon emissions. 

The carbon emissions in the United 
States have gone down because of the 
use of cleaner-burning, American-pro-
duced natural gas. If we produce more, 
we are going to need to deliver those 
assets whether it is liquid fuels or gas 
or electricity down power lines, trans-
mission lines. That is the delivery 
component. 

We have to deliver that resource, 
whether it is electricity produced at a 
nuclear power plant or whether it is 
natural gas or liquid fuels going to the 
refinery. We need to produce more. We 
need to deliver it to where it can be 
utilized. 

We need to utilize it to create the 
electricity that meets the demands of 
America and the globe, and energy de-
mand in this country and globally is 
not going down. It is only going up, and 
it is going up exponentially globally. 

We can help so many people around the 
world improve their quality of life, 
their standard of living, by exporting 
more United States-produced natural 
gas to help them meet their global car-
bon emissions goals by utilizing clean-
er burning U.S. gas, taking their coal- 
fired power plants offline and using 
U.S. gas to produce the electricity that 
makes the lives of their constituents 
and their citizens much better. 

These are things we have worked on, 
and I hope Congress in the future will 
continue to work on, yes, lowering our 
global carbon emissions because, yes, 
cleaner air is just the right thing. 
Whatever side you come down on on 
the global climate change aspects, 
cleaner air is good, and we can do that 
by utilizing more U.S.-produced nat-
ural gas. 

Produce more, deliver more, utilize 
more, and export more to help our 
friends and allies in Eastern Europe 
that are facing energy security issues 
because they depend on Russia. They 
look west to the U.S. to help them 
meet their energy needs. 

Yet, we debate things like washing 
machines, stoves, and dishwashers, but 
we have had the opportunity to work 
on real substantive issues for American 
energy policy under my tenure as an 
Energy and Commerce subcommittee 
chair, but also under CATHY MCMORRIS 
RODGERS, a great American who 
chaired the Energy and Commerce 
Committee for this Congress. She has 
been a great leader. She also is some-
body who cares about more than just 
energy. She cares about the whole 
spectrum of energy and commerce, 
from children’s online safety to pri-
vacy, data privacy. She also under-
stands the need for American energy 
independence. 

I have been blessed with the oppor-
tunity in Congress to stand here, and I 
give a shout-out to Representative Doc 
Hastings, who was the former chair of 
the Natural Resources Committee who 
gave me the opportunity twice back in 
the day when we actually did motions 
to recommit and had those speeches. 
Ranking Member PALLONE may re-
member those days. Honestly, that was 
some of the most fun debate on the 
House floor. You heard cheers. Trey 
Gowdy was up here, and others. I miss 
those days in the United States Con-
gress when we interacted a little bit 
more. 

I thank the Energy and Commerce 
Committee staff that is sitting behind 
me and the full committee staff that 
has made this job much easier, pro-
viding us the information we need to 
debate properly. 

This is a great institution that I have 
been honored to be a part of. I thank 
the House staff because they are great. 
They make order out of all this chaos. 
It is chaos many, many days, but we 
are all here elected, both Republican 
and Democrat, to do what is best for 
the United States of America, a coun-
try that we love, every one of us. 

We may have differences on how to 
get there, but making America great, 

being the best nation we can be, pro-
viding for our constituents, providing 
for our Nation, being a strong nation, 
is something everybody believes in. We 
just have different approaches. Nobody 
dislikes one another, and that is what 
really makes the United States House 
of Representatives so special. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank you for giving 
me the opportunity to do this today on 
the floor. I thank my creator for giving 
me the opportunity to do this. 

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

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Mr. DUNCAN for 
all that he has done for many years in 
Congress, particularly on the Energy 
and Commerce Committee. We were at 
the Rules Committee last night, and 
we actually said that we enjoyed being 
at the Rules Committee and sparring 
back and forth. I think we really 
meant it. Not too many people would 
say that when they go to the Rules 
Committee, to be perfectly honest. 
That is because he has always been a 
gentleman. He is always concerned 
about doing the right thing. 

One of the things in the Energy and 
Commerce Committee that we do all 
the time is try to come to a consensus. 
It is not always possible. That is cer-
tainly not possible on this bill, but we 
really try to get things done. We try to 
build a consensus and do what we think 
is going to make a difference to im-
prove the lives of the American people. 
I thank him for the comments he made 
and for his service, and I know we are 
going to see each other after this year 
as well, hopefully a lot. 

Mr. Speaker, maybe this bill is a 
good example of what I just said. I un-
derstand where the Republicans are 
coming from, but I just strongly dis-
agree, frankly, because I think for 
many years now the Department of En-
ergy has had the obligation to try to 
come up with better efficiency stand-
ards for appliances. Usually, it is done 
on a consensus basis with industry, and 
it has to, under the current law, save 
money. 

In this case, it is not only saving 
money over the life of a washing ma-
chine, if you will, but also saving 
water, reducing the amount of green-
house gases that go into the atmos-
phere. I think the one thing where we 
differ is Mr. DUNCAN has talked about 
maybe—I don’t want to put words in 
his mouth—the price goes up a dollar 
or a few dollars from where it is right 
now, but over the life of a machine, 
you actually are saving money. That is 
exactly what the Department is sup-
posed to look at when they look at not 
only the energy savings but the re-
duced costs to the consumer. That is 
maybe where the difference lies here. 

The bottom line is that this standard 
doesn’t go into effect until 2028. It cer-
tainly is my experience—and you know 
they have done focus groups and other 
things on this to show that people ac-
tually want more efficient machines 
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and the new technology that goes with 
it. 

I think it really makes no sense to 
simply say we are going to wipe away 
these efficiency standards for laundry 
machines. We have had similar bills on 
refrigerators and other appliances be-
cause what we are all about in this 
country is using technology to make 
things more efficient, make things 
cheaper, and make things better for 
the future. 

That is essentially why I oppose the 
bill and would ask my colleagues to 
vote ‘‘no’’ on this legislation. 

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

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I think the 
difference between the Republican 
Party and administration and Demo-
crats comes down to government man-
dating certain choices and Republicans 
believing in free markets, market 
choices, and market opportunities. 

If Americans want to buy something 
that, in their mind, is more efficient 
and that can save them money, maybe 
will last longer, that is up to the Amer-
icans. The market will step up and pro-
vide those opportunities and products. 
If you want an electric vehicle, the 
market is going to provide that. It 
shouldn’t be mandated. 

I thank my colleague from Tennessee 
(Mr. OGLES) for approaching this bill 
that is dealing with washing machines, 
but the broader picture is the man-
dates from the administration to tell 
Americans the only choices they have 
aren’t going to save them that much 
money in the long run, as we pointed 
out. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
vote ‘‘no’’ on the motion to recommit 
and vote in favor of this legislation, 
H.R. 7673. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time 
for debate has expired. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 1612, 
the previous question is ordered on the 
bill. 

The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. PALLONE. 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 question will be post-
poned. 

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 votes objected 
to under clause 6 of rule XX. 

The House will resume proceedings 
on postponed questions at a later time. 

f 

STRENGTHENING CYBER RESIL-
IENCE AGAINST STATE-SPON-
SORED THREATS ACT 

Mr. GREEN of Tennessee. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H.R. 9769) to ensure the 
security and integrity of United States 
critical infrastructure by establishing 
an interagency task force and requir-
ing a comprehensive report on the tar-
geting of United States critical infra-
structure by People’s Republic of China 
state-sponsored cyber actors, and for 
other purposes. 

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

H.R. 9769 
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 ‘‘Strength-
ening Cyber Resilience Against State-Spon-
sored Threats Act’’. 
SEC. 2. INTERAGENCY TASK FORCE AND REPORT 

ON THE TARGETING OF UNITED 
STATES CRITICAL INFRASTRUCTURE 
BY PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA 
STATE-SPONSORED CYBER ACTORS. 

(a) INTERAGENCY TASK FORCE.—Not later 
than 120 days after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, the Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity, acting through the Director of the Cy-
bersecurity and Infrastructure Security 
Agency (CISA) of the Department of Home-
land Security, in consultation with the At-
torney General, the Director of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, and the heads of ap-
propriate Sector Risk Management Agencies 
as determined by the Director of CISA, shall 
establish a joint interagency task force (in 
this section referred to as the ‘‘task force’’) 
to facilitate collaboration and coordination 
among the Sector Risk Management Agen-
cies assigned a Federal role or responsibility 
in National Security Memorandum–22, issued 
April 30, 2024 (relating to critical infrastruc-
ture security and resilience), or any suc-
cessor document, to detect, analyze, and re-
spond to the cybersecurity threat posed by 
State-sponsored cyber actors, including Volt 
Typhoon, of the People’s Republic of China 
by ensuring that such agencies’ actions are 
aligned and mutually reinforcing. 

(b) CHAIRS.— 
(1) CHAIRPERSON.—The Director of CISA (or 

the Director of CISA’s designee) shall serve 
as the chairperson of the task force. 

(2) VICE CHAIRPERSON.—The Director of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation (or such Di-
rector’s designee) shall serve as the vice 
chairperson of the task force. 

(c) COMPOSITION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The task force shall con-

sist of appropriate representatives of the de-
partments and agencies specified in sub-
section (a). 

(2) QUALIFICATIONS.—To materially assist 
in the activities of the task force, represent-
atives under paragraph (1) should be subject 
matter experts who have familiarity and 
technical expertise regarding cybersecurity, 
digital forensics, or threat intelligence anal-
ysis, or in-depth knowledge of the tactics, 
techniques, and procedures (TTPs) com-

monly used by State-sponsored cyber actors, 
including Volt Typhoon, of the People’s Re-
public of China. 

(d) VACANCY.—Any vacancy occurring in 
the membership of the task force shall be 
filled in the same manner in which the origi-
nal appointment was made. 

(e) ESTABLISHMENT FLEXIBILITY.—To avoid 
redundancy, the task force may coordinate 
with any preexisting task force, working 
group, or cross-intelligence effort within the 
Homeland Security Enterprise or the intel-
ligence community that has examined or re-
sponded to the cybersecurity threat posed by 
State-sponsored cyber actors, including Volt 
Typhoon, of the People’s Republic of China. 

(f) TASK FORCE REPORTS; BRIEFING.— 
(1) INITIAL REPORT.—Not later than 540 

days after the establishment of the task 
force, the task force shall submit to the ap-
propriate congressional committees the first 
report containing the initial findings, con-
clusions, and recommendations of the task 
force. 

(2) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than one 
year after the date of the submission of the 
initial report under paragraph (1) and annu-
ally thereafter for five years, the task force 
shall submit to the appropriate congres-
sional committees an annual report con-
taining the findings, conclusions, and rec-
ommendations of the task force. 

(3) CONTENTS.—The reports under this sub-
section shall include the following: 

(A) An assessment at the lowest classifica-
tion feasible of the sector-specific risks, 
trends relating to incidents impacting sec-
tors, and tactics, techniques, and procedures 
utilized by or relating to State-sponsored 
cyber actors, including Volt Typhoon, of the 
People’s Republic of China. 

(B) An assessment of additional resources 
and authorities needed by Federal depart-
ments and agencies to better counter the cy-
bersecurity threat posed by State-sponsored 
cyber actors, including Volt Typhoon, of the 
People’s Republic of China. 

(C) A classified assessment of the extent of 
potential destruction, compromise, or dis-
ruption to United States critical infrastruc-
ture by State-sponsored cyber actors, includ-
ing Volt Typhoon, of the People’s Republic 
of China in the event of a major crisis or fu-
ture conflict between the People’s Republic 
of China and the United States. 

(D) A classified assessment of the ability of 
the United States to counter the cybersecu-
rity threat posed by State-sponsored cyber 
actors, including Volt Typhoon, of the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China in the event of a 
major crisis or future conflict between the 
People’s Republic of China and the United 
States, including with respect to different 
cybersecurity measures and recommenda-
tions that could mitigate such a threat. 

(E) A classified assessment of the ability of 
State-sponsored cyber actors, including Volt 
Typhoon, of the People’s Republic of China 
to disrupt operations of the United States 
Armed Forces by hindering mobility across 
critical infrastructure such as rail, aviation, 
and ports, including how such would impair 
the ability of the United States Armed 
Forces to deploy and maneuver forces effec-
tively. 

(F) A classified assessment of the economic 
and social ramifications of a disruption to 
one or multiple United States critical infra-
structure sectors by State-sponsored cyber 
actors, including Volt Typhoon, of the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China in the event of a 
major crisis or future conflict between the 
People’s Republic of China and the United 
States. 

(G) Such recommendations as the task 
force may have for the Homeland Security 
Enterprise, the intelligence community, or 
critical infrastructure owners and operators 
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