
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H4835 November 20, 2025 
One of my constituents, battling 

stage IV breast cancer, said that with-
out these credits, she can’t afford in-
surance or the lifesaving medicine that 
she needs. 

For her and millions more, this isn’t 
about partisan politics. It is literally 
about life or death. 

Donald Trump’s latest idea is to give 
money directly to the people to pick 
their health insurance, but that is ex-
actly how these ACA subsidies worked. 

Since he can only make concepts of a 
plan for our healthcare system, I have 
a plan. Let’s fix it, let’s invest in it, 
and let’s make our government actu-
ally work for the people, not just the 
ultrawealthy. I believe healthcare in 
this country should be a human right. 

f 

NATIONAL ADOPTION MONTH 

(Mr. WITTMAN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, as we 
celebrate National Adoption Month 
this November, I find myself reflecting 
on the profound impact adoption has 
had on my life. 

When I was born, my birth mother 
made the courageous decision to place 
me up for adoption, and I spent my 
first few months in the loving care of 
the Children’s Home Society of Vir-
ginia in downtown Richmond. 

At just 8 months old, I was blessed to 
be adopted by extraordinary parents 
who taught me the values of resilience 
and community service, shaping who I 
am today. 

This year, the Children’s Home Soci-
ety of Virginia proudly celebrates its 
125th anniversary of dedicated service 
and commitment to finding families 
for children in need. 

Adoption is a powerful act of love 
that provides children with the oppor-
tunity to grow up in a supportive envi-
ronment where they can thrive much 
like I did. 

National Adoption Month serves as a 
reminder of the importance of raising 
awareness about the needs of children 
in the foster care system and the fami-
lies who open their hearts and homes 
to them. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in cele-
brating the gift of adoption. 

f 

b 1220 

INCREASING COSTS OF 
THANKSGIVING 

(Mr. AMO asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. AMO. Mr. Speaker, Thanksgiving 
is next week, and this year, families 
are paying more because of the Presi-
dent. 

The staple items for this classic 
American holiday cost, on average, 7 
percent more than last year. 

Take my favorite side, stuffing. A 
box of stuffing mix has soared by dou-

ble digits. The centerpiece of many ta-
bles, turkey, is up 7 percent. 

It is not just Thanksgiving food. Gro-
cery prices are up. Families of four are 
spending more than $1,000 on groceries 
each month. 

Americans simply cannot afford to 
live in Trump’s economy—not my con-
stituents expecting their healthcare 
costs to more than double next year, 
and not small business owners and con-
sumers alike hit hard by tariffs. 

Americans are hurting because my 
colleagues across the aisle would rath-
er give tax breaks to billionaires than 
lower costs for working families. 
Americans and their families deserve 
better. 

Whether someone calls it stuffing or 
dressing, cranberry relish or sauce, I 
will keep working for them to lower 
their costs and make life affordable. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF LOUIS 
PATE, JR. 

(Mr. DAVIS of North Carolina asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. DAVIS of North Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I honor the life and legacy of 
Louis Pate, Jr., a former North Caro-
lina senator from Mount Olive who 
passed on August 29 at 88 years old. 

Louis’ journey began in Duplin Coun-
ty. He would later serve 20 years in the 
United States Air Force, including 
time as a navigator on a B–57 during 
Vietnam. 

After his military career, Louis re-
turned home to continue serving. He 
served as the mayor of Mount Olive, in 
the North Carolina House of Represent-
atives, and later in the State senate, 
serving as deputy president pro tem. 

Louis’ greatest accomplishment 
above all was being a devoted husband 
for 59 years to Joyce and being a loving 
father to their children, Lisa, Chip, and 
Frances. 

Mr. Speaker, I am so grateful to have 
had the opportunity to serve alongside 
Louis, and I extend my heartfelt condo-
lences to Joyce and the Pate family. 

f 

RECESS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 22 
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess. 

f 

b 1300 

AFTER RECESS 
The recess having expired, the House 

was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. KUSTOFF) at 1 p.m. 

f 

RESEARCHING EFFICIENT FED-
ERAL IMPROVEMENTS FOR NEC-
ESSARY ENERGY REFINING ACT 
Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, pursu-

ant to House Resolution 879, I call up 

the bill (H.R. 3109) to require the Sec-
retary of Energy to direct the National 
Petroleum Council to issue a report 
with respect to petrochemical refin-
eries in the United States, and for 
other purposes, and ask for its imme-
diate consideration in the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 879, the bill is 
considered read. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 
H.R. 3109 

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 ‘‘Researching 
Efficient Federal Improvements for Nec-
essary Energy Refining Act’’ or the ‘‘RE-
FINER Act’’. 
SEC. 2. REPORT ON PETROCHEMICAL REFIN-

ERIES. 
Not later than 90 days after the date of en-

actment of this section, the Secretary of En-
ergy shall direct the National Petroleum 
Council to— 

(1) submit to the Secretary of Energy and 
Congress a report containing— 

(A) an examination of the role of petro-
chemical refineries located in the United 
States and the contributions of such petro-
chemical refineries to the energy security of 
the United States, including the reliability 
of supply in the United States of liquid fuels 
and feedstocks, and the affordability of liq-
uid fuels for consumers in the United States; 

(B) analyses and projections with respect 
to— 

(i) the capacity of petrochemical refineries 
located in the United States; 

(ii) opportunities for expanding such ca-
pacity; and 

(iii) the risks to petrochemical refineries 
located in the United States; 

(C) an assessment of any Federal or State 
executive actions, regulations, or policies 
that have caused or contributed to a decline 
in the capacity of petrochemical refineries 
located in the United States; and 

(D) any recommendations for Federal 
agencies and Congress to encourage an in-
crease in the capacity of petrochemical re-
fineries located in the United States; and 

(2) make publicly available the report sub-
mitted under paragraph (1). 

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

The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
GUTHRIE) and the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) each will control 
30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky (Mr. GUTHRIE). 

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

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks on this legis-
lation and to include extraneous mate-
rial on H.R. 3109. 

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

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

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, the American economy 

is fueled by petrochemical refineries 
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providing affordable diesel and gasoline 
to families, critical inputs for our man-
ufacturers, and products imperative for 
the maintenance of our defense sys-
tems. 

The national security component of a 
viable refining industry cannot be 
overstated, and we must not forfeit 
these essential supply chains. 

Under the previous administration, 
we saw the impact of an energy re-
treat: higher prices for families and 
businesses, emboldened adversaries, 
sluggish economies, and increasing re-
liance on other nations. 

Unfortunately, this is still the case 
in States like California, where a hos-
tile regulatory environment has forced 
refineries to reduce operations. In fact, 
the Golden State is expected to lose 17 
percent of its capacity in the next 
year. This has led to an average gaso-
line price of nearly $5 per gallon, an in-
creased fuel dependence on Asian pro-
ducers, and jeopardizing the fuel supply 
chain of military installations in their 
State. 

We must not let this become status 
quo across the country. H.R. 3109 re-
quires the National Petroleum Council 
to collect and examine information re-
garding the role of petrochemical refin-
eries in the United States and their 
contributions to affordability, secu-
rity, and reliability. The report will as-
sess opportunities to expand capacity 
as well as current risks to refineries. 

H.R. 3109 will provide the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce the informa-
tion we need to enact policies to de-
liver affordable, reliable, and clean en-
ergy to all Americans. 

I thank Representative LATTA, the 
chairman of the Energy Subcommittee, 
for his leadership on this issue. 

I urge all of my colleagues to support 
H.R. 3109, 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 opposition to 
this bill, which is a complete and utter 
waste of the House of Representatives’ 
time. 

It asks the National Petroleum Coun-
cil to do a study, and that is it. That is 
the entire bill. In my opinion, to ask 
the National Petroleum Council to do 
something it can already do on its own 
makes absolutely no sense. 

The House was out of session for over 
50 days because Speaker JOHNSON re-
fused to bring Congress back to resolve 
the healthcare crisis created by Repub-
licans and to reopen the government. 
Now, Speaker JOHNSON claims we will 
be working day and night on important 
problems. I certainly agree that we 
should be doing that. We should be 
working on problems that Americans 
care about, but millions of Americans 
are seeing their healthcare costs sky-
rocket because the President and Re-
publicans refuse to extend critical tax 
credits that make healthcare more af-
fordable for millions of Americans. 

Millions more are paying thousands 
of dollars more a year for everyday 

goods because of the President’s tariffs. 
These tariffs are attacks on the Amer-
ican people, and they are expected to 
cost families more than $2,000 each 
year when they take full effect. 

Meanwhile, prices on everything 
from utilities to food to energy, even 
prices for Thanksgiving dinner next 
week, are going up. 

You would think that House Repub-
licans would be doing something, any-
thing, anything at all to fight these 
high prices. Instead, we are here talk-
ing about a bill that requires a Big Oil 
and Gas lobby group to put together a 
report. That is it. 

I cannot stress enough that this re-
port is simply not needed, regardless of 
who does it. In fact, it is almost an in-
sult, particularly to refinery workers 
on the East Coast, including my State 
of New Jersey, who don’t need a study 
to tell them why refining capacity here 
has dropped by over one third in the 
last decade. It all goes back to the re-
peal of the crude oil export ban in 2015. 

You don’t have to take my word for 
it. The nonpartisan Government Ac-
countability Office found in a 2020 re-
port—that was a report—that domestic 
refinery margins suffered in the wake 
of the repeal. This bill only asks for 
the report to assess executive actions, 
regulations, or policies that have im-
pacted refineries, not a change in the 
law. If it were dealing with a change in 
the law, I think that would make 
sense. 

It is a massive, massive oversight to 
not talk about the law and what hap-
pened when the crude oil export ban 
was lifted 10 years ago. That is what 
caused the problem with refineries. 

The most ridiculous part of this bill 
is that it demands the study not be 
done by the Department of Energy but 
by the National Petroleum Council, an 
industry advisory body for Big Oil and 
Gas. I have no doubt that the National 
Petroleum Council will produce a bi-
ased report that will likely complain 
about every environmental regulation 
that they don’t like, but that protects 
the American people. That is what Re-
publicans have been doing: repealing 
all the environmental regulations. 

If Republicans wanted an unbiased 
view of domestic refining challenges, 
they would have asked the Department 
of Energy to craft a report. That is not 
what they are looking for because Re-
publicans just want to sanction fossil 
fuel propaganda. That is what they are 
doing with this bill. 

It is a waste of everyone’s time, Mr. 
Speaker. It is just another example of 
how Republicans have absolutely no 
ideas to help American families lower 
everyday costs. 

We need to be working on real solu-
tions, Democrats and Republicans, to 
address the affordability crisis. That is 
what the American people want, not 
this report. 

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

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

When I was a young man in the 
1970s—when I was a kid, I guess, in the 
1970s—I remember gas lines and having 
to push my father’s car to get gasoline. 
At the time, everybody said we were 
going to run out of crude oil. That was 
the thing, running out of crude oil. 

I appreciate the gentleman bringing 
up the crude oil issue. It is actually be-
cause of the ingenuity of the American 
people that we have an abundance of 
crude oil. The issue isn’t crude oil. It is 
the refining capacity. 

Since I was a kid, we found this 
abundance of crude oil in the Permian 
Basin, North Dakota, and all the places 
I can name. We have more oil than 
they have in the Middle East, which, 
when I was a kid, a lot of it was coming 
from the Middle East. 

Then, you have this chokepoint of re-
fining capacity. We haven’t built a new 
refinery in the United States since I 
was a kid, so that is the thing that we 
want to address. That is the issue we 
want to address. We do want prices to 
go down. We don’t want it to be $5 a 
gallon. 

I was putting gas in a rental car in 
California, and I looked over at the guy 
next to me. I paid probably $2.60 a gal-
lon in Kentucky, and I think it was 
$4.80 there. I said: Do you guys have 
any idea what the rest of America is 
paying for gasoline? 

We are here to address it, and we are 
addressing it by a bill authored by my 
good friend, the chairman of the En-
ergy Subcommittee, a member of the 
Energy and Commerce Committee, and 
a leader in this arena. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. LATTA). 

b 1310 
Mr. LATTA. Mr. Speaker, I thank my 

friend, the chairman of the full com-
mittee of the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of my 
bill, H.R. 3109, the REFINER Act. This 
legislation will direct the National Pe-
troleum Council to report to Congress 
and the Department of Energy on pe-
trochemical refiners in the United 
States. 

This legislation is essential to ensur-
ing that the U.S. can reliably produce 
enough refined products domestically. 
The Energy Information Administra-
tion projects global demand for liquid 
fuels to increase by about 20 million 
barrels per day by 2050. Alarmingly, 
over the last several years, North 
America has lost an estimated 1 mil-
lion barrels of fuel per day due to low 
refining capacity. 

The last report from the National Pe-
troleum Council on refining was com-
pleted over 20 years ago. 

The report must include information 
concerning the contribution of refin-
eries to U.S. energy security; capacity 
projections of U.S. petrochemical refin-
eries; opportunities for expanding ca-
pacities and risks to those refineries; 
an assessment of any State or Federal 
executive actions, regulations, or poli-
cies that have caused or contributed to 
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a decline in U.S. petrochemical refin-
ery capacity; and recommendations for 
how to increase refinery capacity. 

American refineries have played a 
crucial role in providing secure, afford-
able, and high-value petroleum prod-
ucts to global customers. Importantly, 
this legislation would help identify 
States that have caused or contributed 
to a decline in U.S. petrochemical re-
finery capacity. 

Hostile regulatory environments, 
like in California, have led to the shut-
tering of several refineries. California 
used to be home to over 40 refineries in 
the 1980s. This number has now de-
creased to 14 as of last year, with two 
additional refineries slated to close in 
early 2026. 

These anticipated closures will dis-
rupt fuel supplies and increase energy 
prices for consumers, businesses, and 
farmers. 

An analysis by the University of 
Southern California anticipates retail 
gas prices in the State could increase 
by as much as 75 percent under certain 
conditions. The bottom line: Fewer re-
fineries result in supply disruptions 
and higher fuel prices for Americans. 

The REFINER Act seeks to produce a 
detailed roadmap to strengthen and ex-
pand refinery capacity to increase 
American energy security and eco-
nomic growth. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support the legislation, and I thank the 
chairman for yielding. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, my 
point is that this report does not ask 
the people that are doing it to look 
into the change of law that would be 
necessary in order to bring refineries 
back. 

The reason why we lost so many re-
fineries, particularly on the East Coast 
and New Jersey, was because the ban 
on the export of crude oil was lifted 10 
years ago. You don’t need a refinery if 
you can export the crude, but this re-
port doesn’t address that at all. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as she 
may consume to the gentlewoman from 
Florida (Ms. CASTOR), the ranking 
member of our Energy Subcommittee. 

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I thank the gentleman for yielding the 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to 
H.R. 3109. 

I know my Republican colleagues 
want to pretend that this is a simple, 
unbiased study bill, but it is not. The 
bill asks the National Petroleum Coun-
cil, a council that is made up of mem-
bers from the oil and gas industry, to 
create a report that says that the 
United States needs more oil and gas. I 
fear that what this is a recipe for is 
higher electric bills and higher costs 
for hardworking Americans who al-
ready are being crushed by higher bills. 

There are unbiased public servants 
who could write this report—for exam-
ple, at the Department of Energy—but, 
of course, Elon Musk and the Trump 
administration have pushed out more 
than 3,500 public servants there. As a 

result, the Department of Energy is in 
trouble. The Department has even had 
to ask external lawyers for things like 
defending against challenges relating 
to their illegal cancelations of projects 
across the country. 

To bring this bill at a time when peo-
ple really want to see the Congress 
work to solve problems, I think, dem-
onstrates that Members are out of 
touch. It is part of a very disturbing 
Republican trend, led by the President, 
to purge the government of real ex-
perts and to slash and burn, like med-
ical research, finding the cures and 
treatments that we need to survive and 
thrive; trying to illegally dismantle 
the Department of Education; and 
going after public health and really ru-
ining a lot of the expert public health 
advice that helps keep our neighbors 
healthy and safe. 

Then, here, when we are talking 
about oil and gas and their lobbyists, 
they are so firmly in control of the 
agenda here in the United States Con-
gress. I just think my colleagues are 
not solving problems. Watching the 
President just remain out of touch is 
so painful to people back home that 
they feel betrayed. 

Even during the Republican shut-
down, was the President focused on 
trying to negotiate a solution there or 
trying to take us out of the healthcare 
crisis? No. He was giving the White 
House a makeover. He tore down the 
entire East Wing to make way for a 
90,000-square-foot, $300 million ball-
room, funded by corporations that have 
a lot to gain monetarily; and he had 
‘‘Great Gatsby’’ parties at Mar-a-Lago 
with dancing girls. It is just mind-bog-
gling. 

Back to electric bills. Let’s not for-
get that President Trump convened oil 
industry executives and lobbyists at 
his home last year to ask for $1 billion 
for his Presidential campaign. Well, 
now they are coming to collect. 

Even after almost 2 months, when 
Speaker JOHNSON had the House of 
Representatives shut down because he 
didn’t want to find a solution to rising 
healthcare costs and he wanted to 
avoid a vote to release the Epstein 
files, we could have been focusing on, 
behind the scenes, some ways to lower 
costs and solve real problems, but they 
continue to bring bills like this: a 
study on how we produce more oil and 
gas. 

Here is the connection to higher 
bills. While they want to pad the prof-
its of oil and gas companies, what they 
are doing to sabotage jobs and cleaner, 
cheaper energy now is showing up in 
people’s electric bills, and they are 
angry. 

I was with neighbors a couple of 
weeks ago who were burning their elec-
tric bills because costs are increasing 
so dramatically. 

Why? On January 20, the President 
froze Federal leasing for wind projects 
and blocked permits for projects that 
had already been approved. 

On February 5, the Army Corps of 
Engineers halted permits for 168 renew-
able energy projects on private lands. 

In March, as part of his tariff war, he 
imposed a 10 percent tax on energy im-
ported from Canada, hitting Mid-
western States with higher gas prices. 

In April, the Trump administration 
abruptly fired the entire staff over-
seeing the low-income Home Energy 
Assistance Program, which helps work-
ing families afford their utility bills. 
Weeks later, the White House proposed 
cutting it entirely. 

In May, the Secretary of Energy or-
dered an old Michigan coal plant to 
stay online, forcing the company to 
spend nearly $1 million a day. These 
are costs that are passed on to families 
across the Midwest. 

In June, the Trump administration’s 
EPA proposed a rule to allow coal and 
gas power plants to emit unlimited 
amounts of climate pollution, locking 
us into a dirtier and more expensive fu-
ture. 

In July, Republicans passed their big, 
ugly bill, which will saddle American 
families with price hikes of at least 
$110 next year and up to $4,000 annually 
within a decade. 

In August, EPA announced an illegal 
cancellation of the $7 billion Solar for 
All Grant Initiative, which was in-
tended to bring affordable energy to 
more than 900,000 hardworking Amer-
ican households. 

In September, the Trump administra-
tion unveiled a more than $600 million 
bailout for coal plants to keep them 
online. 

In October, while shutting down the 
government to deny Americans access 
to affordable healthcare, the White 
House tried to claw back billions in 
clean energy funds. 

These actions are costly, and Amer-
ican families deserve better. We should 
be working together to solve problems 
and not wasting time on trying to fig-
ure out how we pad the profits of in-
dustries. Instead, we should be looking 
out for the pocketbooks of the people 
who sent us here. People deserve bet-
ter. Hardworking Americans expect 
better of this Congress. 

I hope that we can send a message on 
this bill and the next one that we are 
not going to put up with it anymore. 
We want real solutions to lower the 
cost of living. 

b 1320 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will remind all persons in the 
gallery that they are here as guests of 
the House and that any manifestation 
of approval or disapproval of pro-
ceedings is in violation of the rules of 
the House. 

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

It is frustrating that we lost 42 days 
because our side of the aisle wanted to 
open the government and wanted to 
have the government operating. We 
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wanted to sit down and work through 
the issues before us, not choosing to 
not fund the government. 

I was always embarrassed to even 
look in the eye—I voted for all of it— 
to go see a TSA agent at the airport in 
Nashville in my home State of Ten-
nessee where I fly out of, the FAA peo-
ple going to work at the airport. I was 
embarrassed coming here and seeing 
the people sitting in front of us here, 
the people guarding the doors of the 
Capitol building, with no respect, hav-
ing them come to work without respect 
and paying them. That was extremely 
frustrating to me. It is just beyond 
pale that that happened. 

On the Epstein files, the Speaker 
tried to come and unanimous consent 
the Epstein files. Remember, last week 
he came down and said let’s pass the 
Epstein files, and the other side of the 
aisle objected to it. I don’t know why 
they would object to passing the files. 

They held it up for several days. I 
know there were a few rallies that hap-
pened, and then we all voted. It was 
427–1. Were they trying to get the Ep-
stein files out, or were they trying to 
make sure people got in town for their 
rallies? That is what I would like to 
know. 

The National Petroleum Council that 
we are referring to in this bill is a part 
of the Department of Energy. All 
through government, we have councils 
of people that are experts in their 
fields who come to D.C. The Depart-
ment of Labor has them. People from 
the labor community come and have 
councils to give advice on bills. 

We know we have ample crude. We 
know the ingenuity of the American 
people to have ample crude. What we 
are talking about today is where 40 re-
fineries in California have gone to 14. If 
you want affordability, not only do you 
have to be able to get the crude out of 
the ground, you have to refine it to 
where we can use it. 

As we are shrinking refining capacity 
in this country and increasing demand, 
if we don’t increase supply, we are not 
going to have affordability. You can 
talk about affordability all you want, 
but you have got to have the supply to 
address it. That is what we are focused 
on doing today. 

We want the experts to give us their 
information. We don’t have to do what 
they say. We want to take their infor-
mation, take the good ideas and try to 
implement them into where we can 
provide lower prices. 

If you think this doesn’t work, come 
buy gas in Kentucky. Then go to my 
good friends who are sitting here from 
California and buy gas in their State, 
then tell us what does efficient energy 
policy do for affordability. I will chal-
lenge them to do that. I will say you 
can buy the most expensive gas in Ken-
tucky, and we will compare that to 
what is going on in California. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. CARTER), 
my good friend and very important 
member of the Energy and Commerce 
Committee. 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today in support of H.R. 3109, 
the REFINER Act. 

For too long, America has fallen be-
hind in refining capacity. In fact, we 
have lost an estimated 1 million bar-
rels of fuel per day due to low refining 
capacity. 

The Biden administration declared 
war on American energy by suspending 
oil and gas leasing on Federal lands, 
delaying permits for energy infrastruc-
ture, and canceling the Keystone XL 
pipeline. 

With President Trump and House Re-
publicans in charge, those days are 
over with now. 

The REFINER Act offers a common-
sense solution to this critical issue. 
This bill requires the National Petro-
leum Council to submit a report to 
Congress analyzing the capacity of 
American refining and recommending 
how we can increase our refining ca-
pacity. 

The American people elected us to 
lower prices, especially prices at the 
pump. This bill will provide crucial 
data and guidance on how we can best 
reinforce our domestic energy infra-
structure and help ensure fuel costs are 
low for Americans. 

This bill is an important step toward 
delivering American energy domi-
nance. It is something the President 
has worked on and is diligent about. 

If we are going to power domestic 
manufacturing, if we are going to beat 
China in the AI race, and then deliver 
on affordable energy for all, we must 
ensure that domestic refining can keep 
up. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank my friend Rep-
resentative LATTA for introducing this 
important piece of legislation, and I 
urge its immediate adoption. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, listen-
ing to my colleagues on the Republican 
side of the aisle, this report obviously 
does absolutely nothing to address the 
prices of power and electricity that 
continues to go up. 

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD 
a document from the Joint Economic 
Committee, as well as a link to the 
document located at: https:// 
www.jec.senate.gov/public/lcache/files/ 
22e24fd6-4db7-44c6-93a9-9710c6f48b85/elec-
tricity-bills-report.pdf 

[From the Joint Economic Committee 
Minority, Nov. 2025] 

STATE-BY-STATE DATA: ANNUAL ELECTRICITY 
BILLS UP $100 PER FAMILY IN 2025 

Last year, President Donald Trump repeat-
edly promised that energy bills across the 
country would be ‘‘cut in half’’ within 12 
months. However, this new Joint Economic 
Committee—Minority analysis finds that 
electricity costs are increasing significantly, 
with households in nearly every state on 
track to pay more for electricity this year 
compared to last year. 

The Committee estimated full-year 2025 
electricity costs per state based on the 
monthly electricity bill data released by the 
federal Energy Information Administration 
(EIA) for January–August of 2025. The Com-
mittee projects that annual electricity costs 
will be at least 5 percent higher than last 
year in 37 states plus D.C., and at least 10 

percent higher than last year in 10 states 
plus D.C. On average, the Committee 
projects that American households will pay 
approximately $100 more per household in 
electricity costs this year. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, last 
year, as I think everyone knows, Presi-
dent Donald Trump repeatedly prom-
ised that energy bills across the coun-
try would be cut in half within 12 
months of his taking office. This shows 
a State-by-State analysis of how much 
electricity bills have gone up instead of 
being cut. 

Just to mention to my two col-
leagues, here in Kentucky, it says that 
they have gone up 11.8 percent; in Ohio, 
9.9 percent; in New Jersey, 13.6 percent. 
Certainly nothing like the cut in half 
that President Donald Trump prom-
ised. This report projects that Amer-
ican households will pay approximately 
$100 more per household in electricity 
costs this year. 

We are going to deal with this pricing 
issue when we get to the next bill 
about LNG, which, again, is only going 
to increase prices. It is clear that the 
Republicans have no intention of deal-
ing with this crisis of affordability 
with electric or power bills, as well. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. DESAULNIER). 

Mr. DESAULNIER. Mr. Speaker, I 
will say to my friend from Kentucky 
that it has been a long time since you 
have been to the Bay Area, so I will 
take you up on your offer. 

One of the reasons I wanted to come 
down and speak to this is because I rep-
resent an area in the Bay Area that has 
five refineries in it. They have been 
valuable tax providers and employers 
for many years. One of them is about 
to close and another one is in the proc-
ess of closing. Two others have spent 
billions of dollars to work on transi-
tional fuels, to put investment into 
those refineries to produce biofuels 
that are part of the transition to clean-
er, safer, more economical energy 
sources. The last one, Chevron, is doing 
both. 

I must say I am reminded, as I sit 
here, to the same arguments 30 years 
ago having been involved at the local 
level in California about secondhand 
smoke and tobacco when the tobacco 
industry was insisting that the To-
bacco Institute do studies about the 
cost to smokers by passing secondhand 
smoke ordinances that figured out the 
full cost to consumers for people who 
didn’t smoke. 

As a former restaurant owner, who 
didn’t allow people to smoke, it just re-
minds me of the same thing. I believe 
in research because I have worked with 
a refinery and oil companies for many 
years. I was one of those regulators. I 
represented the Bay Area on the Cali-
fornia Air Resources Board for 10 
years. I was appointed by two Repub-
licans, by the way, and one Democrat. 

What we have done is, we are 
transitioning. Twenty-five percent of 
the cars in northern California last 
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year were EVs. They were alternative 
fuels. We knew this was coming. We 
have tried to work and invest in the re-
finery community on how we transi-
tion for the local government, who re-
quired those taxes, and for the employ-
ers-employees who need those jobs. 

Let’s do research on how we transi-
tion and give States the ability to 
transition, if they choose, and local 
governments to transition. While I 
value the research, let’s be honest 
about having more research that is 
more objective and consider the full 
cost to changing our energy. 

Almost 50 million Americans live 
within a mile of a refinery or a heavy 
processing plant. Their public health 
costs are disproportionately affected 
by what we know from traditional pol-
lutants, particulate matter, and smog. 
Then when you add carbon into it, the 
economic model changes completely. 

Mr. Speaker, I suggest to Mr. GUTH-
RIE, before he comes out to the Bay 
Area, we have a collegial conversation 
and we can go to those refineries. I 
would particularly like to take him to 
the ones that have invested on the 
transition because we know we need a 
transition for those of us who want to 
go to as near-zero emissions as pos-
sible, and we are succeeding. 

I will remind my colleagues, too, 
across the aisle that the Chinese are 
our global competition. The Chinese 
auto manufacturing industry is about 
to become the largest auto manufac-
turer in the world. They are all EVs. 

They are moving to this. While we 
try to protect traditional energy 
sources, let’s be smart about the tran-
sition economically for American con-
sumers and taxpayers. 

I don’t disagree with looking at ca-
pacity, but let’s do it in a broader and 
more objective way that tells the full 
story as truthfully as possible, so we as 
policymakers can be more thoughtful 
about the short-term impacts of our 
policy decisions, as well as in the mid-
term and long term. 

b 1330 

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

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate my friend 
from California, and I actually do love 
going to California. I haven’t been in 
the bay area in a couple of years, and 
we will figure out an opportunity to 
come there. My family tries to go to 
California as much as we can. I know 
he is from the beautiful bay area. Actu-
ally, when I was talking about the high 
price of gas, it was down in southern 
California, which has its own beauty, 
as well. 

I am a fan of California. Other than 
Kentucky, I think California is one of 
the prettiest States we have in the 
Union. From the redwoods to the Yo-
semite Valley, it is absolutely stun-
ning. I absolutely would love to come 
back out to the bay area because it is 
beautiful, as well. 

In this bill, we are talking about 
electricity prices. China is building the 

electric car industry, but they are also 
building the power generation, like a 
coal plant a week, I think, to provide 
the energy for that. 

This bill we are talking about is on 
gasoline and diesel. Remember, every-
thing that arrives to a store comes on 
a truck. Sometimes they come on a 
train, but the last mile is almost al-
ways or is always a truck. Diesel 
prices, fuel prices, matter in terms of 
food prices and about everything else 
that we consume. 

This is important to do. Electric af-
fordability is also important to do, and 
we are committed. We will work to-
gether to get our prices down, but we 
have to produce more. 

That is what we are wondering. How 
do we efficiently, effectively, safely, 
and cleanly produce more gasoline and 
diesel? You can’t do it without more 
refining capacity unless you decrease 
demand for it. That is not the avenue 
we have to go, either. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. WEBER), 
my good friend and the vice chair of 
the Subcommittee on Energy of the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the chairman for the time. 

Mr. Speaker, it is interesting to me 
that our friends across the aisle say 
that we already have enough oil. It is 
also interesting that President Obama, 
when he—the gentleman from Georgia, 
BUDDY CARTER, mentioned the Key-
stone pipeline. It would have come into 
my district in Texas, 830,000 barrels of 
oil a day. That is what we are talking 
about refining on the Gulf Coast of 
Texas. If you transfer that to 18-wheel-
ers, it is about 5,253 18-wheeler tankers 
on the road every day. The pipeline is 
the best way to do this. 

Mr. Speaker, in Texas, we understand 
better than anyone else that America’s 
energy strength depends on what hap-
pens to the oil after it comes out of the 
ground. The Keystone pipeline is a 
good example. 

Mr. Speaker, it is our refineries, the 
men and women who run them, and the 
communities built around those busi-
nesses that turn our resources into 
fuels and products that power everyday 
life. 

The REFINER Act takes on a ques-
tion that Washington has ignored for 
far too long: Are we doing enough to 
protect and expand America’s ability 
to refine the energy we produce? Right 
now, unfortunately, the answer is no, 
we are not. 

Over the last several years, Amer-
ica’s refining capacity has gone back-
ward. We have lost more than a million 
barrels of capacity per day, and several 
facilities have shut down altogether. 
The gentleman from California men-
tioned one of them. 

In several States, hostile policies are 
pushing refineries out so fast that fam-
ilies are now facing higher prices and 
increased dependence on foreign fuel. 

That is not how you build energy se-
curity, Mr. Speaker. That is how you 
weaken it. 

Meanwhile, global demand for fuels is 
still rising and is expected to grow as 
much as 20 million barrels a day by 
2050. 

The world isn’t slowing down, Mr. 
Speaker, and neither should American 
energy. 

The REFINER Act takes a serious 
look at that situation, directs the Na-
tional Petroleum Council to review our 
refining capacity, identify where we 
are vulnerable, and highlight opportu-
nities for us to expand. In other words, 
it gives us the facts we need to 
strengthen a critical part of our energy 
supply chain. 

When refineries close, families suffer; 
small businesses suffer; transportation 
costs rise; and prices jump at the 
pump. The whole region becomes de-
pendent on foreign suppliers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. WIL-
LIAMS of Texas). The time of the gen-
tleman has expired. 

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
an additional 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
that is exactly the opposite of the en-
ergy dominance vision that we are 
working toward under President 
Trump. 

Let me tell you this, Mr. Speaker— 
you know this—in Texas, we know 
what happens when refineries thrive. 
We fuel the Nation. We even supply our 
allies. We make money doing this, and 
we support thousands of good-paying 
jobs. 

The REFINER Act recognizes that 
refining isn’t an afterthought. It is a 
foundational piece of our national se-
curity, as well as our economic 
strength. 

I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 
3109. 

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

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, as I 
mentioned, other than the Common-
wealth of Kentucky, California is one 
of those beautiful States in our—they 
are all beautiful, actually. We live in a 
wonderful country. There is nothing 
prettier than the tunnel view from Yo-
semite Valley. 

I don’t know, with your lines chang-
ing so much, but I know my good 
friend from California used to rep-
resent our beautiful natural resources 
in the National Park of Yosemite Val-
ley. He still does. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
MCCLINTOCK), my good friend and a 
classmate elected the same year. 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, no 
one has suffered more than Califor-
nians because of the left’s war on fossil 
fuels. Forty years of folly are now driv-
ing energy prices out of reach for work-
ing families and driving those working 
families out of California. 

In 1980, 40 refineries served the Cali-
fornia market, producing abundant 
gasoline at easily affordable prices. Mr. 
LATTA said 14 refineries were left. His 
numbers are old. We are now down to 
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nine refineries, and two more of those, 
Phillips in southern California and 
Valero in northern California, are clos-
ing by April. That will leave us just 
seven refineries to serve the State. 

Californians already pay the highest 
gasoline prices in the United States, 
averaging $4.64 a gallon as of yester-
day. The same gallon costs only $2.56 in 
Oklahoma. 

When we lose these next two refin-
eries, economists at UC Berkeley pre-
dict Californians will be paying more 
than $8 a gallon by the summer. Left-
wing zealots like Gavin Newsom obsess 
over a 1-degree rise in global tempera-
tures over the next century, but they 
couldn’t care less that they are making 
it impossible for growing numbers of 
Californians to heat their homes or get 
to work. 

This is not only a quality-of-life issue 
for Californians and a cautionary tale 
for the rest of the country. It is a na-
tional security risk, as well. Forty 
military bases depend on these dwin-
dling West Coast refineries. As Cali-
fornia strangles production, we must 
increasingly rely on foreign imports 
from our enemies. 

H.R. 3109 requires the National Pe-
troleum Council to report on ways to 
reverse such foolish and self-destruc-
tive policies. What has happened to 
California is the predictable result of 
bad policy made by fools. 

I hope the REFINER Act will shine a 
light on their folly and recommend 
ways to reverse the damage that they 
have caused before they can do any 
more harm to our Nation’s prosperity 
and security. 

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

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. FONG), who is from Bakers-
field, California, and was elected just 
recently to Congress. 

Mr. FONG. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in strong support of H.R. 3109, the RE-
FINER Act. 

This legislation is critical to 
unleashing our energy potential, low-
ering costs for hardworking families, 
and protecting our national security. 

U.S. refineries are vital to our energy 
ecosystem. They convert crude oil into 
fuels and countless products, ranging 
from shoes and plastics to cell phones, 
computers, solar panels, medical de-
vices, and even space suits. They make 
gasoline and diesel for our cars and 
trucks, and they make jet fuel for our 
planes. 

Yet, over the past few years, our re-
fining capacity has declined due to bur-
densome Federal and State policies. 

I know this bitter reality all too well 
in my home State of California. 

b 1340 
From 2020 to 2022, we lost more than 

1 million barrels of production capac-
ity per day, and refinery closures are 
projected to slash that capacity by 20 
percent over the next year. Twenty 
percent of our refining capacity is 
going to disappear overnight. 

Since 2018, over 360 energy companies 
have left California. Oil production has 
dropped by 47 million barrels over the 
past 5 years, and foreign imports now 
account for over 60 percent of our crude 
supply in California. 

Californians pay nearly $5 a gallon. 
In fact, Californians are paying the 
highest gas and electricity prices in 
the Nation, thanks to Governor Gavin 
Newsom’s radical-left failed energy 
policies. California has an affordability 
crisis that Governor Gavin Newsom 
created, but this crisis also goes well 
beyond the pump. 

As California fuel production de-
clines, it jeopardizes our national secu-
rity and undermines our military read-
iness, as multiple strategic military 
bases rely on California fuel. With 
threats from our foreign adversaries, 
like China, only continuing to grow, we 
cannot risk leaving our defenses weak-
ened. 

The REFINER Act is common sense. 
It will help identify ways to expand re-
fining capacity, protect our energy in-
frastructure, and strengthen our na-
tional security. 

Mr. Speaker, we must act now to re-
store American energy dominance, se-
cure affordable fuel for families, and 
protect our Nation’s military defense. I 
urge my colleagues to support H.R. 
3109. 

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

Mr. Speaker, I urge President Trump 
and my Republican colleagues to start 
taking the American affordability cri-
sis seriously. President Trump is sim-
ply out of touch with the reality that 
American families are facing. 

Earlier this week, he seemed to 
mockingly suggest that ‘‘affordability’’ 
is a word the Democrats made up to at-
tack him. Well, that is rich coming 
from a man who has declared bank-
ruptcy six times. The American people 
are hurting because of President 
Trump and the Republican policies, 
and they should not be mocked for 
that. Even FOX News reported last 
night that 76 percent of Americans 
view the economy negatively. 

Americans are struggling to afford 
basic necessities. A new report from 
The Century Foundation found that 
utility prices are up 32 percent since 
2022. That is nearly three times the 
rate of inflation. Nearly a quarter of 
that jump occurred just this year 
alone. These rising costs are debili-
tating to the middle class. Nearly 1 in 
20 households are in severe utility debt. 

Roughly 4 million Americans are at 
risk of having their utility bills sent to 
collections. It is an incredible number. 
They have done nothing wrong. They 
just can’t afford to keep up with the 
exponential rise in electricity prices. 
They can’t afford to pay the bill. 

Now, the two bills that are on the 
floor today, in my opinion, will only 
increase the average utility bill even 
further. Just last week, the U.S. En-
ergy Information Association found 
that natural gas prices will rise by 16 

percent in 2026, primarily due to in-
creased LNG exports amid flat produc-
tion growth. 

Secretary Chris Wright promised to 
double LNG exports to countries like 
China within 5 years. The next bill that 
we are going to consider is all about 
giving more LNG to China, to Beijing, 
to Communist China. Why are we help-
ing them? 

The American people desperately 
need a solution to lower energy costs 
at home. Why does the President or the 
Secretary refuse to take care of the 
American people that the Trump ad-
ministration is supposed to represent? 

Now, I have said it before, but it 
bears repeating: The Trump adminis-
tration only cares about bailing out 
themselves and their fossil fuel friends. 

It is time for Republicans to come to 
the table to work with Democrats on a 
solution to this affordability crisis, and 
it can begin here with the Energy and 
Commerce Committee. 

I urge my colleagues to oppose this 
bill, and I yield back the balance of my 
time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time to close. 

Mr. Speaker, we are all concerned 
about rising prices. My friend from 
New Jersey talked about since 2022, 
and he said the emphasis is on what 
has happened in the first few months of 
this year. 

The decisions were made prior to the 
present Trump administration to take 
power offline. I know in my community 
down in Bowling Green, Kentucky, a 
few years ago with the polar vortex, we 
actually had blackouts, we had to have 
rolling blackouts because of taking 
power offline. 

We all want to address it. The way 
we address this is not taking power off-
line, not building new, safer—my good 
friend from California talked about 
what they are doing in California to 
make refineries cleaner and safer, and 
that is what we want. We want refin-
eries to refine in a safe, responsible, 
and sustainable way. We can work to-
gether to do that. 

On the LNG we are going to talk 
about in just a few minutes, we do have 
the gas in our country. We have people 
who can develop, particularly in your 
home State, Mr. Speaker. The problem 
is, can we move it to where it needs to 
go. We know the challenge isn’t the ac-
cess to gas, it is actually moving it to 
where it needs to be. 

We need to work together. I think 
Natural Resources today had a mark-
up, T&I is working on a markup, and 
we hopefully can work together as 
Members across the aisle in the Energy 
and Commerce Committee to do our 
share to make sure this explosive 
growth of energy is not just in gas and 
diesel but also in electricity. We need 
every electron we can produce to beat 
China. 

Talking about China, China is strug-
gling and working as hard as they can 
to beat us to control the data that 
flows around the world through AI. It 
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is our job on this committee to see 
that that doesn’t happen for this coun-
try, and that is because we have to 
have enough energy. 

Again, this is a Department of En-
ergy council, made up of people in the 
industry, to give us a report to see 
where we should go in making sure 
that America has proper refining. It is 
not a report that is going to produce 
what we do. It is the kind of report 
that informs us in what we do. I know 
on our side of the aisle—I think on 
both sides of the aisle—we try to take 
as much information as we can to 
make a reasonable decision to make 
sure we have clean, sustainable, but 
ample and safe fuel for this country in 
order to get groceries to the grocery 
store, either through diesel or gasoline. 

Prices matter. It hurts families when 
their electric bills are high and when 
their grocery bills are high because 
people have to eat and they have to 
have a safe and clean place to live. This 
is what this is about. This is what our 
struggle is over, and this is what we 
are going to accomplish as a com-
mittee. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage a ‘‘yes’’ 
vote on H.R. 3109, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

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

Pursuant to House Resolution 879, 
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 the 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 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Mr. 
Ferrari, one of it’s clerks, announced 
that the Senate has passed bills of the 
following titles in which the concur-
rence of the House is requested: 

S. 2741. An Act to establish within the En-
vironmental Protection Agency the Office of 
Mountains, Deserts, and Plains, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 2878. An Act to reauthorize funding to 
monitor, assess, and research the Great 
Lakes Basin, and for other purposes. 

S. 3022. An Act to amend the Save Our Seas 
2.0 Act to reauthorize certain Environmental 
Protection Agency programs, and for other 
purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the request of the 
House of Representatives that the Sen-
ate return to the House the bill (H.R. 
3426) entitled ‘‘An Act to amend title 
40, United States Code, to limit the 

construction of new courthouses under 
certain circumstances, and for other 
purposes.’’. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to Public Law 96–388, as 
amended by Public Law 97–84, and fur-
ther amended by Public Law 106–292, 
the Chair, on behalf of the President 
pro tempore, appoints the following 
Senator to the United States Holocaust 
Memorial Council for the 119th Con-
gress: 

The Senator from Florida (Mr. 
SCOTT). 

f 

UNLOCKING OUR DOMESTIC LNG 
POTENTIAL ACT OF 2025 

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to House Resolution 879, I call up 
the bill (H.R. 1949) to repeal restric-
tions on the export and import of nat-
ural gas, and ask for its immediate 
consideration in the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 879, the bill is 
considered read. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 
H.R. 1949 

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 ‘‘Unlocking 
our Domestic LNG Potential Act of 2025’’. 
SEC. 2. ADVANCING UNITED STATES GLOBAL 

LEADERSHIP. 
Section 3 of the Natural Gas Act (15 U.S.C. 

717b) is amended— 
(1) by striking subsections (a) through (c); 
(2) by redesignating subsections (e) and (f) 

as subsections (a) and (b), respectively; 
(3) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub-

section (c), and moving such subsection after 
subsection (b), as so redesignated; 

(4) in subsection (a), as so redesignated, by 
amending paragraph (1) to read as follows: 

‘‘(1) The Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission (in this subsection referred to as the 
‘Commission’) shall have the exclusive au-
thority to approve or deny an application for 
authorization for the siting, construction, 
expansion, or operation of a facility to ex-
port natural gas from the United States to a 
foreign country or import natural gas from a 
foreign country, including an LNG terminal. 
In determining whether to approve or deny 
an application under this paragraph, the 
Commission shall deem the exportation or 
importation of natural gas to be consistent 
with the public interest. Except as specifi-
cally provided in this Act, nothing in this 
Act is intended to affect otherwise applica-
ble law related to any Federal agency’s au-
thorities or responsibilities related to facili-
ties to import or export natural gas, includ-
ing LNG terminals.’’; and 

(5) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

‘‘(d)(1) Nothing in this Act limits the au-
thority of the President under the Constitu-
tion, the International Emergency Economic 
Powers Act (50 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.), the Na-
tional Emergencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1601 et 
seq.), part B of title II of the Energy Policy 
and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6271 et seq.), 
the Trading With the Enemy Act (50 U.S.C. 
4301 et seq.), or any other provision of law 
that imposes sanctions on a foreign person 
or foreign government (including any provi-
sion of law that prohibits or restricts United 
States persons from engaging in a trans-

action with a sanctioned person or govern-
ment), including a country that is des-
ignated as a state sponsor of terrorism, to 
prohibit imports or exports. 

‘‘(2) In this subsection, the term ‘state 
sponsor of terrorism’ means a country the 
government of which the Secretary of State 
determines has repeatedly provided support 
for international terrorism pursuant to— 

‘‘(A) section 1754(c)(1)(A) of the Export 
Control Reform Act of 2018 (50 U.S.C. 
4318(c)(1)(A)); 

‘‘(B) section 620A of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2371); 

‘‘(C) section 40 of the Arms Export Control 
Act (22 U.S.C. 2780); or 

‘‘(D) any other provision of law.’’. 

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

The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
GUTHRIE) and the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) each will control 
30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 
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GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material on H.R. 1949. 

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

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

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, in February 2016, the 

first cargo of U.S. LNG set sail from 
the lower 48, making the United States 
a natural gas exporter for the first 
time since the 1960s. 

Since then, exports have increased 
from 5 billion cubic feet per day in 2016 
to nearly 12 billion cubic feet per day 
in 2024, making the U.S. the global 
leader in LNG in less than a decade. 

U.S. LNG has played an undeniably 
important role in providing affordable, 
abundant, and clean energy to the 
world. This could not have been more 
evident than in 2022, when Russia in-
vaded Ukraine, disrupting global com-
modity markets and leaving Europe 
without secure access to energy. 

Immediately, for our friends in Eu-
rope, U.S. producers began sending car-
gos of American gas to the Continent 
to fuel their economies and heat their 
homes, helping some of our most im-
portant global allies and friends. 

However, in January 2024, the Biden- 
Harris administration announced an il-
legal and indefinite ban on new export 
authorizations, all in the name of 
vaguely stated climate change goals. 
Current law is clear. Requiring a statu-
tory presumption in favor of exports 
are in the public interest. 

Plus, the vast majority of studies 
show that not only do LNG exports 
boost our energy security but they also 
help maintain low domestic natural 
gas prices for Americans. 
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