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hinders our ability to bring good jobs 
back to the United States, and it will 
increase costs for American families 
who are already struggling to make 
ends meet. 

The legislation before us today will 
provide valuable information about 
how we can take well-informed steps to 
increase foreign direct investment to 
further advance our efforts to strength-
en the semiconductor supply chains, 
create more jobs, and continue to revi-
talize American manufacturing. 

Mr. Speaker, I commend Representa-
tive LANDSMAN for his leadership on 
this issue, and I urge my colleagues to 
support this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. LANDSMAN), 
who is the sponsor of this legislation 
and a member of the Energy and Com-
merce Committee. 

Mr. LANDSMAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank Ranking Member PALLONE for 
yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, the Securing Semicon-
ductor Supply Chains Act, as has been 
said, is a very straightforward, com-
monsense bill. It will help strengthen 
our domestic semiconductor industry 
and grow U.S. manufacturing. 

Semiconductors are the foundation of 
modern technology and core to our na-
tional security. They power everything 
from our cell phones, laptops, cars, 
medical devices, and critical infra-
structure. They are key to the way in 
which we live our lives, and they are, 
in fact, very important in terms of na-
tional security. 

The more we can build these semi-
conductors here the better. That means 
we don’t rely on other countries. 

What this bill does is it directs the 
Department of Commerce to work with 
State economic development agencies 
to better understand how to attract 
not just American investment but for-
eign investment into America’s semi-
conductor industry. 

It will help identify the gaps, bar-
riers, and opportunities to bring these 
new investments and then inform Con-
gress so that we can boost investments 
from our allies and partners. 

There is way too much uncertainty 
in our economy right now. This bill is 
smart, bipartisan, and a good way to 
protect and grow our supply chains. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this bill. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I have 
no additional speakers. I urge support 
for this legislation, and I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I en-
courage a ‘‘yes’’ vote on this particular 
bill, and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. BILI-
RAKIS) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, H.R. 2480. 

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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CRITICAL INFRASTRUCTURE MAN-
UFACTURING FEASIBILITY ACT 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 1721) to direct the Secretary of 
Commerce to conduct a study on the 
feasibility of manufacturing in the 
United States products for critical in-
frastructure sectors, and for other pur-
poses. 

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

H.R. 1721 

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 ‘‘Critical In-
frastructure Manufacturing Feasibility 
Act’’. 
SEC. 2. STUDY ON CRITICAL INFRASTRUCTURE 

MANUFACTURING IN THE UNITED 
STATES. 

(a) STUDY.—Not later than 1 year after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Commerce shall conduct a study 
to— 

(1) identify, within each critical infrastruc-
ture sector, any product that is in high de-
mand and is being imported due to a manu-
facturing, material, or supply chain con-
straint in the United States; 

(2) analyze the costs and benefits of manu-
facturing in the United States any product 
identified under paragraph (1), including any 
effects on— 

(A) jobs, employment rates, and labor con-
ditions in the United States; and 

(B) the cost of the product; 
(3) identify any product identified under 

paragraph (1) that feasibly may be manufac-
tured in the United States; and 

(4) analyze the feasibility of, and any im-
pediments to, manufacturing any product 
identified under paragraph (3) in— 

(A) a rural area; 
(B) an industrial park; or 
(C) an industrial park in a rural area. 
(b) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 

18 months after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the Secretary shall— 

(1) submit to Congress a report containing 
the results of the study required by sub-
section (a), with recommendations relating 
to manufacturing in the United States prod-
ucts identified under subsection (a)(3); and 

(2) make the report available to the public 
on the website of the Department of Com-
merce. 

(c) LIMITATION ON AUTHORITY.—This sec-
tion may not be construed to provide the 
Secretary of Commerce with authority to 
compel a person to provide information de-
scribed in this section. 

(d) DEFINITION OF CRITICAL INFRASTRUC-
TURE SECTOR.—In this section, the term 
‘‘critical infrastructure sector’’ means each 
of the 16 designated critical infrastructure 
sectors identified in Presidential Policy Di-
rective 21 of February 12, 2013 (Critical Infra-
structure Security and Resilience). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) and the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

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

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

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

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

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

support of H.R. 1721, the Critical Infra-
structure Manufacturing Feasibility 
Act, led by Representative MILLER- 
MEEKS, my good friend. She is an out-
standing Representative. We are very 
fortunate to have her on the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

Mr. Speaker, manufacturing is vital 
to the United States, not only for eco-
nomic stability and job creation but 
for maintaining our global leadership 
in emerging technologies. 

To sustain this leadership, it is cru-
cial that we identify and address bar-
riers to making critical products here 
at home. Otherwise, we risk becoming 
reliant on countries like China. 

This legislation will advance domes-
tic manufacturing while safeguarding 
our economy and national security. I 
urge my colleagues to join me in vot-
ing for this particular bill, a very im-
portant bill, very critical, H.R. 1721, 
and I reserve the balance of my time. 

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
1721, the Critical Infrastructure Manu-
facturing Feasibility Act. 

Our Nation’s manufacturing base was 
once the envy of the world. Unfortu-
nately, it faced steady headwinds for 
decades. The United States’ share of 
global manufacturing activity declined 
from 28 percent in 2002 to less than 16 
percent in 2021. 

Fortunately, the work we did under 
the Biden administration, passing the 
bipartisan infrastructure law, the In-
flation Reduction Act, and the CHIPS 
and Science Act, started to turn the 
tide. Our Nation added over 700,000 
manufacturing jobs during President 
Biden’s time in office. 

However, we must not allow Presi-
dent Trump to put this great progress 
in jeopardy with his chaotic trade wars 
and uncertain tariff policies. I urge my 
colleagues on the other side of the aisle 
to stand with the domestic manufac-
turers they claim to support by speak-
ing out against the uncertain market 
environment that this administration 
has thrown manufacturing into. We 
should be working together on com-
monsense investments and legislation 
to strengthen domestic supply chains 
and manufacturing, as we have done 
before, instead of allowing President 
Trump and his friends to crash our 
economy, including the manufacturing 
sector, with careless policies. 

H.R. 1721 will commission the De-
partment of Commerce to study the 
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costs, benefits, and feasibility of manu-
facturing products within critical in-
frastructure sectors so we can take 
well-informed and strategic next steps 
to bolster our Nation’s supply chains. 

I thank our Democratic sponsor, Rep-
resentative SCHRIER, for her work on 
this bill. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port the bill. 

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

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as she may consumer to the 
gentlewoman from Iowa (Mrs. MILLER- 
MEEKS). 

Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS. Mr. Speaker, 
I thank Chair BILIRAKIS for yielding. 

I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 
1721, the Critical Infrastructure Manu-
facturing Feasibility Act. This bipar-
tisan legislation that I co-lead with 
Representative SCHRIER directs the 
Secretary of Commerce to conduct a 
comprehensive study examining the 
feasibility of manufacturing critical 
infrastructure products here in the 
United States. 

At a time when we have a President 
who is going to make good on the 
promise to onshore manufacturing and 
have a resurgence of manufacturing in 
the United States, there is nothing 
more important we can do than to re-
authorize the Tax Cuts and Jobs Act 
and pass H.R. 1721. 

The challenges we face regarding our 
supply chains and manufacturing capa-
bilities have been brought into sharp 
focus in recent years. We cannot con-
tinue to allow foreign competitors, par-
ticularly China and the Chinese Com-
munist Party, to control our supply 
chains and create economic vulnerabil-
ities. 

Consider our infrastructure and 
emerging technologies. We have seen 
how foreign control of critical minerals 
needed for solar panels and battery 
production has created bottlenecks in 
our renewable energy transition and 
also in the manufacturing of vehicles. 

Similarly, the components required 
for data centers that power our artifi-
cial intelligence, or augmented intel-
ligence capabilities, are largely manu-
factured overseas, creating significant 
vulnerabilities in these strategically 
important sectors. 

These examples demonstrate with 
painful clarity that our Nation’s crit-
ical infrastructure, spanning 16 des-
ignated sectors including energy, com-
munications, transportation, 
healthcare, military, and more, cannot 
be dependent on foreign supply chains. 

This bill takes a measured, data-driv-
en approach to addressing these vulner-
abilities. Within one 1 year of enact-
ment, the Secretary of Commerce 
would be required to identify high-de-
mand critical infrastructure with man-
ufacturing constraints, do a cost-ben-
efit analysis of domestic production, 
and determine the feasibility of such 
production. 

By supporting this bill, we are taking 
an important step toward rebuilding 
American manufacturing capability in 

strategic sectors. We are creating a 
roadmap for revitalizing rural commu-
nities that have been sidelined for far 
too long while critical infrastructure 
components are manufactured over-
seas. 

This legislation not only shields 
America from global supply chain dis-
ruptions but also identifies which rural 
areas are well positioned to become 
manufacturing hubs. 

The strength of our Nation is en-
hanced when the materials used in our 
critical infrastructure and the products 
Americans purchase are produced do-
mestically and American made. When 
manufacturing happens on American 
soil, we retain the innovation, the in-
tellectual property, the economic bene-
fits, and the long-term prosperity that 
comes with it in rebuilding the middle 
class. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
commonsense, bipartisan measure to 
strengthen America’s critical infra-
structure, create opportunities for 
American workers, and enhance our 
economic security. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I sup-
port the legislation, and I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank, again, Representative MILLER- 
MEEKS and Representative SCHRIER for 
this great piece of legislation. I encour-
age a ‘‘yes’’ vote on this particular bill, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. BILI-
RAKIS) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, H.R. 1721. 

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. 

f 

SECURE SPACE ACT OF 2025 
Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I move 

to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 2458) to amend the Secure and 
Trusted Communications Networks 
Act of 2019 to prohibit the Federal 
Communications Commission from 
granting a license or United States 
market access for a geostationary orbit 
satellite system or a nongeostationary 
orbit satellite system, or an authoriza-
tion to use an individually licensed 
earth station or a blanket-licensed 
earth station, if the license, grant of 
market access, or authorization would 
be held or controlled by an entity that 
produces or provides any covered com-
munications equipment or service or 
an affiliate of such an entity, and for 
other purposes. 

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

H.R. 2458 
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 ‘‘Secure 
Space Act of 2025’’. 

SEC. 2. PROHIBITION ON GRANT OF CERTAIN 
SATELLITE LICENSES, UNITED 
STATES MARKET ACCESS, OR EARTH 
STATION AUTHORIZATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secure and Trusted 
Communications Networks Act of 2019 (47 
U.S.C. 1601 et seq.) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating sections 10 and 11 as 
sections 11 and 12, respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after section 9 the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘SEC. 10. PROHIBITION ON GRANT OF CERTAIN 

SATELLITE LICENSES, UNITED 
STATES MARKET ACCESS, OR EARTH 
STATION AUTHORIZATIONS. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Commission may 
not grant a license for, or a petition for a de-
claratory ruling to access the United States 
market using, a geostationary orbit satellite 
system or a nongeostationary orbit satellite 
system, or an authorization to use an indi-
vidually licensed earth station or a blanket- 
licensed earth station, if such license, grant 
of market access, or authorization would be 
held or controlled by— 

‘‘(1) an entity that produces or provides 
any covered communications equipment or 
service; or 

‘‘(2) an affiliate (as defined in section 3 of 
the Communications Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 
153)) of an entity described in paragraph (1). 

‘‘(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) BLANKET-LICENSED EARTH STATION.— 

The term ‘blanket-licensed earth station’ 
means an earth station that is licensed with 
a geostationary orbit satellite system or a 
nongeostationary orbit satellite system. 

‘‘(2) GATEWAY STATION.—The term ‘gateway 
station’ means an earth station or a group of 
earth stations that— 

‘‘(A) supports the routing and switching 
functions of a geostationary orbit satellite 
system or a nongeostationary orbit satellite 
system; 

‘‘(B) may also be used for telemetry, track-
ing, and command transmissions; 

‘‘(C) does not originate or terminate com-
munication traffic; and 

‘‘(D) is not for the exclusive use of any cus-
tomer. 

‘‘(3) INDIVIDUALLY LICENSED EARTH STA-
TION.—The term ‘individually licensed earth 
station’ means— 

‘‘(A) an earth station (other than a blan-
ket-licensed earth station) that sends a sig-
nal to, and receives a signal from, a geo-
stationary orbit satellite system or a non-
geostationary orbit satellite system; or 

‘‘(B) a gateway station.’’. 
(b) APPLICABILITY.—Section 10 of the Se-

cure and Trusted Communications Networks 
Act of 2019, as added by subsection (a), shall 
apply with respect to the grant of a license, 
petition, or authorization on or after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

(c) RULES.—Not later than 1 year after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Fed-
eral Communications Commission shall issue 
rules to implement section 10 of the Secure 
and Trusted Communications Networks Act 
of 2019, as added by subsection (a). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) and the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Madam Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and insert extraneous material 
in the RECORD for this particular bill. 
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