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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
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strategic sectors. We are creating a
roadmayp 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.

————

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

Space Act of 2025,

‘“Secure
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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.
1563)) 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, 1
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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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 in support of H.R.
2458, the Secure Space Act.

Advancements in satellite tech-
nology have enabled broadband inter-
net to be deployed at commercial scale.
We must protect these systems from
foreign adversaries. The Secure Space
Act would prohibit the Federal Com-
munications Commission from grant-
ing a license for geostationary orbit
and nongeostationary orbit satellite
systems if they are owned or controlled
by an entity that provides communica-
tions equipment that pose an unaccept-
able risk to U.S. national security.
That is common sense.

I thank Chairman GUTHRIE and
Ranking Member PALLONE for their
leadership on this particular bill, 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 strong support
of H.R. 2458, the Secure Space Act, bi-
partisan legislation that I introduced
last month with Energy and Commerce
Chair GUTHRIE.

There is no question that we are once
again in the midst of a new space age.
It is opening a variety of new frontiers,
curiosity, and innovation, including
the use of satellites in space to provide
broadband and other communications
services.

As the demand for satellite services
increases, so does the need to protect
these communications networks from
untrusted actors and equipment. We
can’t risk having our satellite net-
works face the same challenges we
have seen in some of our other commu-
nications mnetworks, which may be
more challenging given the fact that
satellites operate globally. It is, there-
fore, imperative that we ensure the
satellite marketplace and its relevant
supply chains are protected from
threats by nontrusted actors.

H.R. 2458 helps meet these objectives.
This legislation will extend the Secure
and Trusted Communications Net-
works Act framework to the licensing
of both geostationary and nongeo-
stationary orbit satellites as well as
the authorization of U.S. Earth sta-
tions. Effectively, this legislation will
prevent entities identified as national
security risks from gaining a license or
authorization to access the U.S. sat-
ellite market. This is especially rel-
evant given that the combined satellite
fleets of China and Russia have grown
by about 70 percent in the last few
years.

By applying the Secure and Trusted
framework to the satellite industry, we
will take another crucial step toward
protecting the public from untrusted
entities and our foreign adversaries.
The requirements in this legislation
will not only benefit our Nation but
will also help further the TUnited
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States’ ability to protect our allies, as
they, too, rely on these global satellite
networks for broadband and emergency
services.

I thank Chair GUTHRIE for working
with me on this bipartisan bill.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to support this timely legisla-
tion to protect Americans from
untrusted actors seeking to use our
communications networks against us.

Mr. Speaker, I urge support for the
legislation, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, in clos-
ing, I urge a ‘‘yes” vote on this par-
ticular bill, and I yield back the bal-
ance 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. 2458.

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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PROMOTING RESILIENT SUPPLY
CHAINS ACT OF 2025

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2444) to establish a critical supply
chain resiliency and crisis response
program in the Department of Com-
merce, and to secure American leader-
ship in deploying emerging tech-
nologies, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2444

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 title may be cited as the ‘“‘Promoting
Resilient Supply Chains Act of 2025”°.

SEC. 2. ADDITIONAL RESPONSIBILITIES OF AS-
SISTANT SECRETARY OF COMMERCE
FOR INDUSTRY AND ANALYSIS.

In addition to the responsibilities of the
Assistant Secretary on the day before the
date of the enactment of this Act, the Assist-
ant Secretary shall have the following re-
sponsibilities:

(1) Promote the stability and resilience of
critical supply chains and critical and
emerging technologies that strengthen the
national security of the United States.

(2) Lead the Working Group established
pursuant to section 3 and consult covered
nongovernmental representatives, industry,
institutions of higher education, and State
and local governments in order to—

(A) promote resilient critical
chains; and

(B) identify, prepare for, and respond to
supply chain shocks to—

(i) critical industries;

(ii) critical supply chains; and

(iii) critical and emerging technologies.

(3) Encourage the growth and competitive-
ness of United States production and manu-
facturing in the United States of emerging
technologies.

(4) Assess the resilience, diversity, and
strength of critical supply chains and crit-
ical and emerging technologies.
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(5) In consultation with the Secretary of
State and the United States Trade Rep-
resentative, support the availability of crit-
ical goods from domestic manufacturers, do-
mestic enterprises, and manufacturing oper-
ations in countries that are allies or key
international partner nations.

(6) Assist the Federal Government in pre-
paring for and responding to supply chain
shocks to critical supply chains, including
by improving flexible manufacturing capac-
ities and capabilities in the United States.

(7) Consistent with United States obliga-
tions under international agreements, en-
courage and incentivize the reduced reliance
of domestic enterprises and domestic manu-
facturers on critical goods from countries
that are described in section 7(2)(B).

(8) Encourage the relocation of manufac-
turing facilities that manufacture critical
goods from countries that are described in
section 7(2)(B) to the United States and
countries that are allies or key international
partner nations to strengthen the resilience,
diversity, and strength of critical supply
chains.

SEC. 3. CRITICAL SUPPLY CHAIN RESILIENCE
WORKING GROUP.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—Not later than 120
days after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Assistant Secretary shall establish
a working group to be known as the ‘‘Supply
Chain Resilience Working Group’ (in this
title referred to as the ‘“Working Group’)
composed of the Federal agencies that rely
upon the Industry and Analysis Business
unit analysis, including agencies enumerated
in subsection (c).

(b) ACTIVITIES.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Assistant Secretary shall carry out the fol-
lowing activities:

(1) In consultation with the Working
Group—

(A) assessing, mapping, and modeling crit-
ical supply chains, including for critical and
emerging technologies, which may include—

(i) modeling the impact of supply chain
shocks on critical industries (including for
critical and emerging technologies), and
critical supply chains;

(ii) assessing the demand for and supply of
critical goods, production equipment, and
manufacturing technology needed for crit-
ical supply chains, including critical goods,
production equipment, and manufacturing
technology obtained by or purchased from a
person outside of the United States or im-
ported into the United States; and

(iii) assessing manufacturing, warehousing,
transportation, and distribution related to
critical supply chains;

(B) identifying high priority gaps and
vulnerabilities in critical supply chains and
critical industries (including critical indus-
tries for critical and emerging technologies)
that—

(i) exist as of the date of the enactment of
this Act; or

(ii) are anticipated to occur after the date
of the enactment of this Act;

(C) 1identifying potential supply chain
shocks to a critical supply chain that may
disrupt, strain, or eliminate the critical sup-
ply chain;

(D) evaluating the capability and capacity
of domestic manufacturers or manufacturers
located in countries that are allies or key
international partner nations to serve as
sources for critical goods, production equip-
ment, or manufacturing technology needed
in critical supply chains;

(E) evaluating the effect on market sta-
bility that may result from the disruption,
strain, or elimination of a critical supply
chain;

(F') evaluating the state of the manufac-
turing workforce, including by—
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