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groundbreaking research its students 
produce every day. 

With her historic donations to Bowie 
State University, Morgan State Uni-
versity, and the University of Mary-
land Eastern Shore, MacKenzie has 
proven herself to be an honorary Mary-
lander, an American who cares about 
investing in our future, an American 
who understands the critical impor-
tance of education in our State, in our 
Nation, and for our kids and for our fu-
ture. I thank MacKenzie Scott. 

f 

HEALTHCARE AND 
AFFORDABILITY 

(Ms. DEAN of Pennsylvania asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend her remarks.) 

Ms. DEAN of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I began this week in my dis-
trict at Penn State Abington’s new 
Collegiate Recovery Program with stu-
dents in recovery for drug or alcohol 
addiction or who have been affected by 
others with addiction. 

It is a place for students to be in 
community with each other and with 
professors and experts in addiction and 
recovery. How I wish every school and 
every family would have such an oppor-
tunity. 

What are we doing here in D.C.? The 
President and Republicans in Congress 
are ripping the hope of recovery away 
for so many, slashing and shuttering 
SAMHSA, the Substance Abuse and 
Mental Health Services Administra-
tion. 

Their big, beautiful bill gutted nearly 
$1 trillion from Medicaid. In my State, 
100,000 people through Medicaid have 
access to treatment and to recovery. 
That is in jeopardy. 

In 19 days, ACA tax credits will ex-
pire, spiking premiums overnight. Mr. 
Speaker, 30,000 Pennsylvanians have al-
ready dropped coverage. By the end of 
January, it is estimated by my Gov-
ernor that 150,000 will be without insur-
ance. 

The students I met with are so 
young. They have people and resources 
on their side. I have such hope for 
them. We should want the same for ev-
eryone. 

f 

WE DON’T NEED ANOTHER 
REGIME-CHANGE WAR 

(Mr. KHANNA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. KHANNA. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to sound the alarm on the mili-
tary buildup in the Caribbean, edging 
us closer to a regime-change war in 
Venezuela. 

The Trump administration has sent 
the USS Gerald R. Ford aircraft carrier, 
our largest aircraft carrier. Mr. Speak-
er, 10 percent of our Navy is in the Car-
ibbean, including destroyers and sub-
marines. 

We have got 15,000 troops in Florida 
and Puerto Rico, including marines 

who are ready for amphibious landings, 
and we have F–35s and B–52s flying 
across the Caribbean and Venezuelan 
airspace. 

After Iraq, after Libya, after 20 years 
in Afghanistan, after Yemen, we do not 
need another regime-change war. It is 
time for the American people to oppose 
a regime-change war in Venezuela. 

f 

PUTTING UP POINTS ON THE 
SCOREBOARD 

(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, here is the scoreboard. It 
seems the game of mid-decade redis-
tricting is still ongoing. I commend In-
diana for recognizing that this isn’t 
good for democracy, and it is not good 
for our country. 

It is wrong for Democrats and it is 
wrong for Republicans to draw maps 
mid-decade for the sole purpose of put-
ting up points on the scoreboard, which 
is why I introduced the RESET Act and 
call on Congress to pass it. Congress 
must restore electoral stability to en-
hance trust. 

With elections every other year, 
imagine assemblies across the country 
waiting to see the results, only to re-
draw the congressional districts to run 
up the points. The people deserve bet-
ter. The people deserve their voices to 
be heard. We must put our constituents 
first. Stop the political gamesmanship 
and bring this redistricting madness to 
an end. 

f 

CONGRATULATING SOUTH SIDE 
HIGH SCHOOL GIRLS’ 
VOLLEYBALL TEAM 

(Ms. GILLEN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. GILLEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today with great pride to congratulate 
South Side High School’s girls’ 
volleyball team on winning the New 
York State Class A girls’ volleyball 
championship. 

On behalf of Nassau County and New 
York’s Fourth Congressional District, I 
want to take this opportunity to com-
mend and celebrate these young ath-
letes for their dedication, their team-
work, and their perseverance. 

This year’s championship marks 
South Side’s second State title in pro-
gram history and its first since 1993, a 
testament to the strong foundation 
built by players and coaches over 
many, many years. 

I congratulate the Cyclones on their 
remarkable victory. They have made 
Rockville Centre and New York’s 
Fourth Congressional District very 
proud. 
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APPOINTMENT OF INDIVIDUALS 
TO THE COMMISSION TO STUDY 
THE POTENTIAL TRANSFER OF 
THE WEITZMAN NATIONAL MU-
SEUM OF AMERICAN JEWISH 
HISTORY TO THE SMITHSONIAN 
INSTITUTION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MOORE of Utah). The Chair announces 
the Speaker’s appointment, pursuant 
to section 2(b)(2) of the Commission to 
Study the Potential Transfer of the 
Weitzman National Museum of Amer-
ican Jewish History to the Smithso-
nian Institution Act (Public Law 118– 
144), and the order of the House of Jan-
uary 3, 2025, of the following individ-
uals on the part of the House to the 
Commission to Study the Potential 
Transfer of the Weitzman National Mu-
seum of American Jewish History to 
the Smithsonian Institution: 

Mr. Paul Packer, Boca Raton, Flor-
ida 

Mr. Michael Goldfarb, McLean, Vir-
ginia 

f 

IMPROVING INTERAGENCY CO-
ORDINATION FOR PIPELINE RE-
VIEWS ACT 

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Speaker, pursuant 
to House Resolution 936, I call up the 
bill (H.R. 3668) to promote interagency 
coordination for reviewing certain au-
thorizations under section 3 of the Nat-
ural Gas Act, and for other purposes, 
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation in the House. 

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

LIAMS of Texas). Pursuant to House 
Resolution 936, the bill is considered 
read. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 
H.R. 3668 

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 ‘‘Improving 
Interagency Coordination for Pipeline Re-
views Act’’. 
SEC. 2. PROMOTING INTERAGENCY COORDINA-

TION FOR REVIEW OF NATURAL GAS 
PIPELINES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) COMMISSION.—The term ‘‘Commission’’ 

means the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission. 

(2) FEDERAL AUTHORIZATION.—The term 
‘‘Federal authorization’’ has the meaning 
given that term in section 15(a) of the Nat-
ural Gas Act (15 U.S.C. 717n(a)). 

(3) NEPA REVIEW.—The term ‘‘NEPA re-
view’’ means the process of reviewing a pro-
posed Federal action under section 102 of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(42 U.S.C. 4332). 

(4) PROJECT-RELATED NEPA REVIEW.—The 
term ‘‘project-related NEPA review’’ means 
any NEPA review required to be conducted 
with respect to the issuance of an authoriza-
tion under section 3 of the Natural Gas Act 
or a certificate of public convenience and ne-
cessity under section 7 of such Act. 

(b) COMMISSION NEPA REVIEW RESPONSIBIL-
ITIES.—In acting as the lead agency under 
section 15(b)(1) of the Natural Gas Act for 
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the purposes of complying with the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 
4321 et seq.) with respect to an authorization 
under section 3 of the Natural Gas Act or a 
certificate of public convenience and neces-
sity under section 7 of such Act, the Com-
mission shall, in accordance with this sec-
tion and other applicable Federal law— 

(1) be the only lead agency; 
(2) coordinate as early as practicable with 

each agency designated as a participating 
agency under subsection (d)(3) to ensure that 
the Commission develops information in con-
ducting its project-related NEPA review that 
is usable by the participating agency in con-
sidering an aspect of an application for a 
Federal authorization for which the agency 
is responsible; and 

(3) take such actions as are necessary and 
proper to facilitate the expeditious resolu-
tion of its project-related NEPA review. 

(c) DEFERENCE TO COMMISSION.—In making 
a decision with respect to a Federal author-
ization required with respect to an applica-
tion for authorization under section 3 of the 
Natural Gas Act or a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under section 7 of 
such Act, each agency shall give deference, 
to the maximum extent authorized by law, 
to the scope of the project-related NEPA re-
view that the Commission determines to be 
appropriate. 

(d) PARTICIPATING AGENCIES.— 
(1) IDENTIFICATION.—The Commission shall 

identify, not later than 30 days after the 
Commission receives an application for an 
authorization under section 3 of the Natural 
Gas Act or a certificate of public conven-
ience and necessity under section 7 of such 
Act, any Federal or State agency, local gov-
ernment, or Indian Tribe that may issue a 
Federal authorization or is required by Fed-
eral law to consult with the Commission in 
conjunction with the issuance of a Federal 
authorization required for such authoriza-
tion or certificate. 

(2) INVITATION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 45 days 

after the Commission receives an application 
for an authorization under section 3 of the 
Natural Gas Act or a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under section 7 of 
such Act, the Commission shall invite any 
agency identified under paragraph (1) to par-
ticipate in the review process for the appli-
cable Federal authorization. 

(B) DEADLINE.—An invitation issued under 
subparagraph (A) shall establish a deadline 
by which a response to the invitation shall 
be submitted to the Commission, which may 
be extended by the Commission for good 
cause. 

(3) DESIGNATION AS PARTICIPATING AGEN-
CIES.—Not later than 60 days after the Com-
mission receives an application for an au-
thorization under section 3 of the Natural 
Gas Act or a certificate of public conven-
ience and necessity under section 7 of such 
Act, the Commission shall designate an 
agency identified under paragraph (1) as a 
participating agency with respect to an ap-
plication for authorization under section 3 of 
the Natural Gas Act or a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under section 7 of 
such Act unless the agency informs the Com-
mission, in writing, by the deadline estab-
lished pursuant to paragraph (2)(B), that the 
agency— 

(A) has no jurisdiction or authority with 
respect to the applicable Federal authoriza-
tion; 

(B) has no special expertise or information 
relevant to any project-related NEPA re-
view; or 

(C) does not intend to submit comments 
for the record for the project-related NEPA 
review conducted by the Commission. 

(4) EFFECT OF NON-DESIGNATION.— 

(A) EFFECT ON AGENCY.—Any agency that is 
not designated as a participating agency 
under paragraph (3) with respect to an appli-
cation for an authorization under section 3 
of the Natural Gas Act or a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity under sec-
tion 7 of such Act may not request or con-
duct a NEPA review that is supplemental to 
the project-related NEPA review conducted 
by the Commission, unless the agency— 

(i) demonstrates that such review is legally 
necessary for the agency to carry out respon-
sibilities in considering an aspect of an ap-
plication for a Federal authorization; and 

(ii) requires information that could not 
have been obtained during the project-re-
lated NEPA review conducted by the Com-
mission. 

(B) COMMENTS; RECORD.—The Commission 
shall not, with respect to an agency that is 
not designated as a participating agency 
under paragraph (3) with respect to an appli-
cation for an authorization under section 3 
of the Natural Gas Act or a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity under sec-
tion 7 of such Act— 

(i) consider any comments or other infor-
mation submitted by such agency for the 
project-related NEPA review conducted by 
the Commission; or 

(ii) include any such comments or other in-
formation in the record for such project-re-
lated NEPA review. 

(e) WATER QUALITY IMPACTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 

401 of the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act (33 U.S.C. 1341), an applicant for a Fed-
eral authorization shall not be required to 
provide a certification under such section 
with respect to the Federal authorization. 

(2) COORDINATION.—With respect to any 
NEPA review for a Federal authorization to 
conduct an activity that will directly result 
in a discharge into the navigable waters 
(within the meaning of the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act), the Commission 
shall identify as an agency under subsection 
(d)(1) the State in which the discharge origi-
nates or will originate, or, if appropriate, the 
interstate water pollution control agency 
having jurisdiction over the navigable 
waters at the point where the discharge 
originates or will originate. 

(3) PROPOSED CONDITIONS.—A State or 
interstate agency designated as a partici-
pating agency pursuant to paragraph (2) may 
propose to the Commission terms or condi-
tions for inclusion in an authorization under 
section 3 of the Natural Gas Act or a certifi-
cate of public convenience and necessity 
under section 7 of such Act that the State or 
interstate agency determines are necessary 
to ensure that any activity described in 
paragraph (2) conducted pursuant to such au-
thorization or certification will comply with 
the applicable provisions of sections 301, 302, 
303, 306, and 307 of the Federal Water Pollu-
tion Control Act. 

(4) COMMISSION CONSIDERATION OF CONDI-
TIONS.—The Commission may include a term 
or condition in an authorization under sec-
tion 3 of the Natural Gas Act or a certificate 
of public convenience and necessity under 
section 7 of such Act proposed by a State or 
interstate agency under paragraph (3) only if 
the Commission finds that the term or condi-
tion is necessary to ensure that any activity 
described in paragraph (2) conducted pursu-
ant to such authorization or certification 
will comply with the applicable provisions of 
sections 301, 302, 303, 306, and 307 of the Fed-
eral Water Pollution Control Act. 

(f) SCHEDULE.— 
(1) DEADLINE FOR FEDERAL AUTHORIZA-

TIONS.—A deadline for a Federal authoriza-
tion required with respect to an application 
for authorization under section 3 of the Nat-
ural Gas Act or a certificate of public con-

venience and necessity under section 7 of 
such Act set by the Commission under sec-
tion 15(c)(1) of such Act shall be not later 
than 90 days after the Commission completes 
its project-related NEPA review, unless an 
applicable schedule is otherwise established 
by Federal law. 

(2) CONCURRENT REVIEWS.—Each Federal 
and State agency— 

(A) that may consider an application for a 
Federal authorization required with respect 
to an application for authorization under 
section 3 of the Natural Gas Act or a certifi-
cate of public convenience and necessity 
under section 7 of such Act shall formulate 
and implement a plan for administrative, 
policy, and procedural mechanisms to enable 
the agency to ensure completion of Federal 
authorizations in compliance with schedules 
established by the Commission under section 
15(c)(1) of such Act; and 

(B) in considering an aspect of an applica-
tion for a Federal authorization required 
with respect to an application for authoriza-
tion under section 3 of the Natural Gas Act 
or a certificate of public convenience and ne-
cessity under section 7 of such Act, shall— 

(i) formulate and implement a plan to en-
able the agency to comply with the schedule 
established by the Commission under section 
15(c)(1) of such Act; 

(ii) carry out the obligations of that agen-
cy under applicable law concurrently, and in 
conjunction with, the project-related NEPA 
review conducted by the Commission, and in 
compliance with the schedule established by 
the Commission under section 15(c)(1) of such 
Act, unless the agency notifies the Commis-
sion in writing that doing so would impair 
the ability of the agency to conduct needed 
analysis or otherwise carry out such obliga-
tions; 

(iii) transmit to the Commission a state-
ment— 

(I) acknowledging receipt of the schedule 
established by the Commission under section 
15(c)(1) of the Natural Gas Act; and 

(II) setting forth the plan formulated under 
clause (i) of this subparagraph; 

(iv) not later than 30 days after the agency 
receives such application for a Federal au-
thorization, transmit to the applicant a no-
tice— 

(I) indicating whether such application is 
ready for processing; and 

(II) if such application is not ready for 
processing, that includes a comprehensive 
description of the information needed for the 
agency to determine that the application is 
ready for processing; 

(v) determine that such application for a 
Federal authorization is ready for processing 
for purposes of clause (iv) if such application 
is sufficiently complete for the purposes of 
commencing consideration, regardless of 
whether supplemental information is nec-
essary to enable the agency to complete the 
consideration required by law with respect 
to such application; and 

(vi) not less often than once every 90 days, 
transmit to the Commission a report describ-
ing the progress made in considering such 
application for a Federal authorization. 

(3) FAILURE TO MEET DEADLINE.—If a Fed-
eral or State agency, including the Commis-
sion, fails to meet a deadline for a Federal 
authorization set forth in the schedule estab-
lished by the Commission under section 
15(c)(1) of the Natural Gas Act, not later 
than 5 days after such deadline, the head of 
the relevant Federal agency (including, in 
the case of a failure by a State agency, the 
Federal agency overseeing the delegated au-
thority) shall notify Congress and the Com-
mission of such failure and set forth a rec-
ommended implementation plan to ensure 
completion of the action to which such dead-
line applied. 
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(g) CONSIDERATION OF APPLICATIONS FOR 

FEDERAL AUTHORIZATION.— 
(1) ISSUE IDENTIFICATION AND RESOLUTION.— 
(A) IDENTIFICATION.—Federal and State 

agencies that may consider an aspect of an 
application for a Federal authorization shall 
identify, as early as possible, any issues of 
concern that may delay or prevent an agency 
from working with the Commission to re-
solve such issues and granting such author-
ization. 

(B) ISSUE RESOLUTION.—The Commission 
may forward any issue of concern identified 
under subparagraph (A) to the heads of the 
relevant agencies (including, in the case of 
an issue of concern that is a failure by a 
State agency, the Federal agency overseeing 
the delegated authority, if applicable) for 
resolution. 

(2) REMOTE SURVEYS.—If a Federal or State 
agency considering an aspect of an applica-
tion for a Federal authorization requires the 
person applying for such authorization to 
submit data, the agency shall consider any 
such data gathered by aerial or other remote 
means that the person submits. The agency 
may grant a conditional approval for the 
Federal authorization based on data gath-
ered by aerial or remote means, conditioned 
on the verification of such data by subse-
quent onsite inspection. 

(3) APPLICATION PROCESSING.—The Commis-
sion, and Federal and State agencies, may 
allow a person applying for a Federal author-
ization to fund a third-party contractor to 
assist in reviewing the application for such 
authorization. 

(h) ACCOUNTABILITY, TRANSPARENCY, EFFI-
CIENCY.—For an application for an authoriza-
tion under section 3 of the Natural Gas Act 
or a certificate of public convenience and ne-
cessity under section 7 of such Act that re-
quires multiple Federal authorizations, the 
Commission, with input from any Federal or 
State agency considering an aspect of the ap-
plication, shall track and make available to 
the public on the Commission’s website in-
formation related to the actions required to 
complete the Federal authorizations. Such 
information shall include the following: 

(1) The schedule established by the Com-
mission under section 15(c)(1) of the Natural 
Gas Act. 

(2) A list of all the actions required by each 
applicable agency to complete permitting, 
reviews, and other actions necessary to ob-
tain a final decision on the application. 

(3) The expected completion date for each 
such action. 

(4) A point of contact at the agency respon-
sible for each such action. 

(5) In the event that an action is still pend-
ing as of the expected date of completion, a 
brief explanation of the reasons for the 
delay. 

(i) PIPELINE SECURITY.—In considering an 
application for an authorization under sec-
tion 3 of the Natural Gas Act or a certificate 
of public convenience and necessity under 
section 7 of such Act, the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission shall consult with 
the Administrator of the Transportation Se-
curity Administration regarding the appli-
cant’s compliance with security guidance 
and best practice recommendations of the 
Administration regarding pipeline infra-
structure security, pipeline cybersecurity, 
pipeline personnel security, and other pipe-
line security measures. 

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 Ohio (Mr. 
LATTA) and the gentleman from New 

Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) each will control 
30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. LATTA). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. LATTA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-

imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material on H.R. 3668. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. LATTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, our Nation is at the 

crossroads when it comes to powering 
our future. This pivotal moment will 
shape our economic trajectory, na-
tional security, and global competi-
tiveness. 

After years of modest growth in elec-
tricity consumption, the next 5 years 
could see upwards of 128 gigawatts of 
new demand. The vast majority of this 
demand growth will require new, base-
load, dispatchable power, and natural 
gas will fill that gap. 

Unfortunately, the build-out of inter-
state natural gas pipeline infrastruc-
ture has faced significant challenges. 
Approvals are often delayed due to a 
lack of coordination, pure inaction, or 
outright obstruction by States and rel-
evant Federal agencies. 

Section 401 of the Clean Water Act 
has turned into a procedural 
chokepoint with varying application 
and drawn-out State reviews, under-
mining otherwise federally authorized 
projects. 

This has resulted in energy shortages 
in certain areas of the country, expos-
ing consumers to high prices and our 
grid to increased vulnerability. 

In fact, a recent study estimated that 
pipeline blockades have already driven 
average natural gas prices up by 160 
percent in major demand centers. This 
doesn’t have to be the case. 

Activist States like New York have 
used their delegated authority under 
section 401 to repeatedly kill interstate 
natural gas pipeline projects. These 
Clean Water Act denials haven’t been 
because of legitimate water quality im-
pact concern. The basis of these block-
ades has been in the name of radical 
climate agendas, ignoring what is best 
for consumers, grid reliability, and 
economic growth. 

During the 2013 to 2021 time period, 
several pipeline projects were canceled, 
leading to a pipeline capacity growth 
of only 26 percent. Meanwhile, natural 
gas demand increased by 49 percent. 
This trend will be compounded if there 
are not statutory reforms. 

H.R. 3668 would strengthen the Fed-
eral Energy Regulatory Commission’s, 
FERC, lead agency role and further de-
fine the process for participating agen-
cies. 

Additionally, under this legislation, 
instead of having to obtain a section 
401 certification from a State through 
its EPA-delegated authority, FERC 

would incorporate this water quality 
review into its existing National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act, NEPA, review, 
including any terms or conditions pro-
posed by States that are required for 
compliance with the underlying stat-
ute. 

Opponents argue that this legislation 
will gut the Clean Water Act. However, 
this legislation doesn’t even amend the 
Clean Water Act. It maintains statu-
tory protections of legitimate water 
quality concerns. 

FERC already analyzes water quality 
impacts as part of the NEPA process, 
imposes mitigation measures as need-
ed, and is equipped to respond to raised 
concerns as part of the review process. 

Again, nothing in this legislation al-
ters the environmental review of these 
projects. Expanding natural gas pipe-
line capacity is estimated to save 
Americans $76 billion by 2040. 

Without statutory reforms to section 
401 of the Clean Water Act, these sav-
ings will not be realized, our Nation 
will not be able to compete with China 
in the intelligence race, and our elec-
tric grid will experience serious vulner-
abilities. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this legislation, 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 opposi-
tion to H.R. 3668. This bill is an out-
right assault on our Nation’s environ-
mental laws. It completely strips 
States of their ability to enforce clean 
water laws when it comes to pipelines. 

I have to say, Mr. Speaker, that I was 
surprised when I first saw this provi-
sion in the bill. I thought Republicans 
were the party of States’ rights, so 
surely they wouldn’t take away a 
State’s right to enforce their laws and 
have a voice in the pipeline siting proc-
ess. 

Democrats offered an amendment at 
our committee markup that would 
have struck this provision, and Repub-
licans voted against it. 

Here we are. Republicans are on the 
House floor pushing forward legislation 
that actively and intentionally sells 
out States’ rights. Much like their 
promise to lower prices, I guess that 
was also just an empty campaign slo-
gan. 

Their bill goes even further than 
that. It also makes the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, or FERC, re-
sponsible for enforcing the Clean Water 
Act for pipelines. Now, there is just one 
problem with that, and that is that 
FERC has no idea how to do that. 

At an Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee hearing in April, we heard from 
FERC that they do not currently have 
the staff expertise or resources to exe-
cute this bill properly. 

This bill is also a bad solution in 
search of a nonexistent problem. FERC 
confirmed for us that they have not 
even seen issues with State clean water 
permits for pipelines. As usual, Repub-
licans simply do not care about the 
facts. 
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The language surrounding the Clean 

Water Act is not the only defect with 
this bill. Despite claiming that the bill 
aims to improve interagency coordina-
tion for pipeline permits and authoriza-
tions, the bill actually discourages it 
by pitting agencies against each other. 

b 0920 

Instead of letting FERC work col-
laboratively with other agencies, as 
the process does now, this bill makes 
FERC the adversary of other agencies 
by forcing it to breathe down every 
other agency’s neck and make deci-
sions on whether to exclude other 
agencies from the review process en-
tirely. That is simply not an efficient 
or collaborative process, in my opinion. 

I also want to take a moment to note 
that while Republicans are obsessed 
with destroying our public health and 
environmental laws in order to speed 
up the construction of more pipelines, 
they have failed to pass basic laws to 
ensure that those pipelines are safe. 

The authorization for pipeline safety 
activities at the Pipeline and Haz-
ardous Materials Safety Administra-
tion, or PHMSA, expired about 2 years 
ago. At no point in the last 2 years 
have Republicans put a bill on the floor 
that would reauthorize pipeline safety 
activities. I guess they don’t care 
about that either. 

Instead, they have allowed the 
Trump administration to run rough-
shod over the very concept of safety, 
repealing numerous rules designed to 
protect our communities and workers, 
and even withdrawing the rule that was 
required by law that President Trump 
himself signed. 

This bill, Mr. Speaker, and other en-
ergy bills we considered this week out 
of the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce are not a serious attempt at a 
permitting package. I know the Repub-
licans keep saying that this is permit-
ting reform. That is absolutely not 
true. They do absolutely nothing to 
make it easier to expand or improve 
our power grid, despite this being a 
time when our grid reliability is a 
growing threat. 

For years, Democrats have been 
clear: A permitting package is impos-
sible without reforms to the way we 
build transmission lines that transport 
electricity across the country. None of 
these bills addresses that either. 

Instead, we have a slate of bills that 
cut corners for fossil fuel infrastruc-
ture, abolish States’ rights to have a 
role in the pipeline process, and serve 
absolutely no one, except the worst 
corporate polluters, all while the 
Trump administration blocks and can-
cels new clean energy projects across 
the country. 

Mr. Speaker, these bills basically 
double down on failed Republican en-
ergy policies that have already driven 
up energy bills on American families 
and pollution in just the 10 months 
since Trump took office. 

The President promised to cut Amer-
icans’ power bills in half. Instead, he 

and Republicans are causing them to 
soar with their backward policies and 
their war on cheaper clean energy. 

Electricity prices are up 13 percent 
nationwide, and Trump calls the issue 
of affordability a hoax. That is how out 
of touch the President is, and the Re-
publicans continue to blindly follow 
him down the path. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
vote ‘‘no’’ on this bill, and I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. HUDSON). 

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Speaker, my bill, 
H.R. 3668, would guarantee we protect 
the environment, ensure we protect 
public health, and lower energy costs 
by speeding up energy projects through 
much-needed reforms to the permitting 
of interstate natural gas pipelines. 

The development of interstate pipe-
lines currently faces significant regu-
latory and statutory hurdles. In fact, 
in 2024, we produced less than half the 
pipeline miles we built just 5 years ago. 

Our regulatory and statutory permit-
ting process must both protect the en-
vironment and reflect the urgency and 
importance of the projected growth in 
natural gas demand. 

Despite the Federal Energy Regu-
latory Commission being granted in-
creased authority under the Energy 
Policy Act of 2005, pipeline project ap-
provals are consistently delayed be-
cause of a lack of coordination between 
the numerous agencies involved in the 
permitting process. 

My bill would make this process 
more efficient by bringing stake-
holders, including agencies, to the 
table so concerns can be identified 
early in the process. From there, agen-
cies participating in the permitting 
process would perform important envi-
ronmental reviews while complying 
with schedules established by FERC. 

H.R. 3668 would also improve the 
water quality review process by mov-
ing that responsibility from the States 
to FERC. 

For the past decade, a few States, es-
pecially in the Northeast, have used 
this federally delegated section 401 au-
thority to obstruct interstate projects. 
These States have stood outside the 
FERC-led National Environmental Pol-
icy Act process and used their section 
401 authority as a one-State veto of a 
multistate project of national signifi-
cance. This has been detrimental to the 
development of critical pipeline infra-
structure. 

I want to be clear: My bill would con-
tinue the safeguards of the environ-
ment. We have some of the strongest 
environmental laws on the planet. This 
legislation protects those laws while 
expediting critical energy infrastruc-
ture. 

We want to fuel our Nation forward. 
If we want to lower costs for con-
sumers, win the AI race against China, 
and strengthen our position as an en-
ergy superpower, it is critical that we 
have a regulatory and statutory proc-

ess in place that allows us to build in-
frastructure in this country. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
join me in support of this legislation. 

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

Mr. Speaker, let me say I have great 
respect for the sponsor of this bill, the 
gentleman from North Carolina, but I 
can’t believe that he raised the issue of 
electricity prices in the context of this 
bill. 

The bottom line is that electricity 
prices are up 13 percent nationwide just 
since President Trump took office—I 
already mentioned that—and natural 
gas prices are up 8 percent nationwide 
since a year ago, 14 percent in my 
home State of New Jersey, in part due 
to increased exports of liquefied nat-
ural gas. Both of these figures are vast-
ly outpacing inflation, which is already 
sky high, thanks to the President’s 
tariffs and the healthcare and housing 
crisis. 

Let there be no mistake that Repub-
licans and President Trump own this 
affordability crisis, and affordability 
isn’t, as the President said, a Demo-
cratic scam. It is an issue that is im-
pacting hundreds of millions of Amer-
ican families that, each week, are 
struggling to make ends meet. 

Energy affordability is especially 
critical. Eighty million Americans are 
struggling to pay their utility bills. 
Republicans refuse to do anything 
about it, and this bill is only going to 
make it worse. 

In fact, Mr. Speaker, the Republicans 
have made this whole situation with 
electricity prices so much worse. The 
big, ugly bill that they passed this 
summer will raise electricity prices by 
over 61 percent over the next decade, 
thanks to its attacks on clean energy. 
The President’s pursuit of unlimited 
LNG exports would increase natural 
gas costs by over 50 percent, and that is 
on top of the thousands of dollars that 
the President’s tariffs have already 
cost American families. 

The Republicans have no plan to ad-
dress the affordability crisis. American 
families are forced to pay the price, 
and this bill is only going to make it 
worse. 

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

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, just to point out some 
things here, when you are talking 
about changes in electricity prices over 
the last 20 years, it is important to 
look at this chart. This is from the 
EIA. If you look at the top 12—and as 
the gentleman from North Carolina 
pointed out about his legislation, espe-
cially in New England, the States up 
there, look at what has happened here. 
Look at California, Hawaii, Maine, 
Massachusetts, Connecticut, and Rhode 
Island in the top six. We can see these 
prices going up. Round up the top 12, 
and Vermont, New Hampshire, New 
York, and New Jersey are also in there. 
What is happening is why we have to 
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have this legislation. When States are 
pushing back on trying to get the pipe-
lines in and pushing for just one type 
of energy source, it is hurting their 
people. 

We know that because, earlier this 
year, there was an article that came 
out that the New England Governors 
were all complaining that their citi-
zens were going to pay 40 percent more 
for utility prices this fall. Why is that? 
It is right here. This is why this legis-
lation is needed. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. WEBER), 
the vice chairman of the Sub-
committee on Energy. 

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Gosh, Mr. 
Speaker, fairy tales begin ‘‘once upon a 
time.’’ You know how those begin. We 
are hearing one today right here in our 
very presence, saying that somehow 
the One Big Beautiful Bill Act has 
caused this problem. 

Mr. Speaker, the plain and simple 
fact is that America’s population is 
growing, our economy is growing, and 
natural gas already provides more than 
40 percent of the electricity Americans 
rely on every day. 

b 0930 

Mr. Speaker, during the time period 
of 2013 to 2021, several pipeline projects 
were canceled, leading to a pipeline ca-
pacity growth of only 26 percent. Let 
that sink in. Meanwhile, natural gas 
demand has increased by 49 percent. Do 
that math. 

This trend will be compounded if 
there are not statutory reforms. It is 
absolutely dishonest to try to blame 
LNG for this. America can’t run with-
out energy, Mr. Speaker. Like it or 
not, a lot of that energy comes from 
natural gas. 

Listen to this. When we stopped 
building pipelines between 2013 and 
2021, over 25 million homes were put at 
risk. That is exactly what H.R. 3668 
fixes. This bill clarifies that the Fed-
eral Energy Regulatory Commission is 
the leading agency for coordinating the 
environmental review process for inter-
state natural gas pipelines. It requires 
other Federal and State agencies to 
align their reviews with FERC’s 
timeline. 

It is written with a clear objective, 
reducing delays and approving coordi-
nation. Did I mention that gas has 
really needed to be given to a lot more 
American households? 

Here is what we are going to do. We 
have already seen what happens when 
we don’t build. Again, pipeline can-
cellations put over 25 million, with an 
m, homes at risk. Do the math. With 
the average 3.15 people in that house-
hold, that is nearly 79 million, with an 
m, 79 million people affected. Mr. 
Speaker, that doesn’t even account for 
higher prices or the hit to our energy 
security or the actual possibility that 
our energy security will be severely 
damaged. 

Mr. Speaker, if we want reliable 
power and lower costs, we have got to 

stop telling fairy tales, and we have 
got to start doing. That is exactly what 
my friend and colleague, Congressman 
HUDSON’s, bill does. I urge my col-
leagues to support it. 

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

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. ALLEN). 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Mr. LATTA for yielding time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
3668, the Improving Interagency Co-
ordination for Pipeline Reviews Act of-
fered by Chairman HUDSON. 

My Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee colleagues and I have been hard 
at work this year, crafting common-
sense legislative solutions to improve 
our burdensome Federal permitting 
process. The bill before us today is just 
one example. 

Due to unclear review processes and 
a lack of coordination amongst govern-
ment agencies, pipeline infrastructure 
approvals in this country have been 
significantly delayed in many cases, 
often resulting in insufficient infra-
structure to transport our clean nat-
ural gas. 

The result is an electric grid that is 
less reliable and increased utility 
prices for hardworking Americans. 
While natural gas demand is expected 
to reach an all-time high, accounting 
for more than 40 percent of electric 
generation in the U.S. next year, this 
is clearly a pressing issue that must be 
addressed immediately. H.R. 3668 is the 
answer. 

This legislation bolsters FERC’s rule 
as the lead agency in the natural gas 
pipeline review process, empowering 
them to oversee communication be-
tween agencies and streamline pipeline 
reviews and approvals so Americans 
can access the energy they need on a 
daily basis. 

Mr. Speaker, the build-out of inter-
state natural gas pipeline infrastruc-
ture is essential to ensuring domestic 
energy can be transported efficiently 
and meet growing electricity demands. 
H.R. 3668 should be an easy ‘‘yes’’ vote 
for Members on both sides of the aisle. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. LANDSMAN), 
a member of the Energy and Commerce 
Committee. 

Mr. LANDSMAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the ranking member for yielding 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, it is simple. The bill 
weakens States’ rights and their abil-
ity to manage clean water. It essen-
tially says: Look, we will send these 
pipelines through our communities and 
through our States. We don’t want to 
hear anything from these communities. 
We don’t want them to raise objec-
tions, even if it is around the quality of 
water and the quality of air. 

It is also true that it doesn’t fun-
damentally address the larger issue, or 
a big issue, of the rising costs of energy 
and the impact that the global trade 

wars that this administration has pur-
sued has had on the rising costs of util-
ity bills. 

For this reason, at the appropriate 
time, I will offer a motion to recommit 
this bill back to committee. If the 
House rules had permitted, I would 
have offered an amendment to this bill, 
requiring the Department of Energy to 
tell the American people in a report 
how this administration’s illegal tar-
iffs, these trade wars, have raised 
prices on electricity and gas. 

The Joint Economic Committee esti-
mates that families have already paid 
$1,200 more this year because of the 
tariffs. The tariffs and the trade wars 
have jacked up prices, and that in-
cludes energy prices. We need account-
ability. The American people deserve 
to know how much this is costing them 
so that they can push on us to end 
these trade wars and the high cost of 
living, including energy costs. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to include in the RECORD the text 
of this amendment immediately prior 
to the vote on the motion to recommit. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. LANDSMAN. Mr. Speaker, I hope 

my colleagues will join me in voting 
for the motion to recommit. 

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. BALDERSON). 

Mr. BALDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of the Improving 
Interagency Coordination for Pipeline 
Reviews Act. This legislation will bring 
much-needed reforms to the Federal 
permitting process. 

Natural gas has become the founda-
tion of America’s energy mix, account-
ing for almost 40 percent of our total 
energy production and 43 percent of 
electricity generation. 

The shale revolution has ushered in a 
new era of American energy independ-
ence and revitalized communities in 
Ohio and across the Appalachian region 
as they tap into the vast natural gas 
reserves beneath our feet. 

In order to move this energy from 
the well pad to the customer, we need 
modern and reliable infrastructure. Far 
and away, the best way to transport 
natural gas from point A to B is by 
pipeline. It is safer, more efficient, and 
cheaper, and further reducing costs for 
consumers. 

Because of the outdated regulations, 
a lack of coordination, and political 
obstruction, critical pipelines that pro-
vide reliable and affordable energy for 
our constituents have been delayed or 
blocked altogether. 

The truth is America’s power demand 
is surging. To meet this challenge and 
power the future, we need pipelines. 
This legislation streamlines regulatory 
oversight, establishes clear timelines 
for environmental reviews, and helps 
lower costs for American families by 
unleashing our full energy potential. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 
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Mr. Speaker, I once again rise in 

strong opposition to this bill. I have to 
say that I keep hearing from my Re-
publican colleagues about permitting 
reform. In fact, they have been calling 
this permitting week here in the 
House. 

The reality is they are not interested 
in any kind of permitting reform un-
less it involves streamlining the abil-
ity to eliminate barriers for fossil 
fuels, for gas pipelines, for example. 

b 0940 
They have no interest in dealing with 

permitting reform in general that, per-
haps, would help bring clean sources of 
energy to the public. I would like to 
have more opportunities for clean en-
ergy and for renewables, and we can 
certainly work on permitting reform in 
that regard. However, the President 
doesn’t want that. The President says 
that there shouldn’t be any windmills, 
there shouldn’t be any solar panels, 
and there shouldn’t be any renewables 
at all. The only thing he wants to do is 
go back to fossil fuels: oil, gas, and 
coal. 

When I hear about permitting reform 
on the other side, I kind of laugh. That 
is because we could be working to-
gether with Republicans on proposals 
that would lower the costs of energy 
and unleash domestic clean energy. 
Permitting reform, in an effort to 
eliminate barriers to clean energy, 
could be on the table, but they don’t 
want to do that. 

Instead of proposals to make things 
better, Republicans are offering bills 
that would discriminate against clean 
energy, would mandate old and expen-
sive coal plants to stay online long 
past their retirement date, and this 
bill, which would strip States of their 
ability to enforce their clean water 
laws on gas pipelines. 

Instead of doing what I would con-
sider the hard work to find a bipartisan 
path forward, Republicans are simply 
giving up. I think this is incredibly 
damaging to the House as an institu-
tion. Republicans could have worked 
hand in hand with Democrats here and 
in the Senate, and we could have then 
all worked together to find a path for-
ward. Instead, bullied into submission 
by President Trump and the MAGAs, 
Republicans are moving bills with no 
Democratic support, and they are cut-
ting the House entirely out of any dis-
cussions with regard to any permitting 
reform. It is just a shame. 

Instead of discussing this bill that es-
sentially pollutes our waters, we 
should be discussing legislation that 
would make it easier to plan, permit, 
and pay for an expansion of the power 
grid. A lot of that could be based on 
clean energy. Instead of discussing this 
legislation, we should be discussing 
ways to reinstate the billions in grants 
and loans that were approved by Con-
gress that the Trump administration 
illegally cut off during the Republican 
shutdown. 

Instead of discussing this awful bill 
today, we could be discussing proposals 

to grant certainty to energy developers 
so the President can’t just arbitrarily 
cancel a wind or a solar project just be-
cause he doesn’t like the way it looks, 
which is what he says all the time. 

There is a lot that we could be doing 
with regard to trying to bring more en-
ergy to market, including clean en-
ergy, but we are not doing those 
things. Instead, we are here discussing 
a partisan Republican bill that strips 
States of their rights and is going no-
where. 

That is just the way it is, I guess. It 
is unbelievable. 

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

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentlewoman from 
North Dakota (Mrs. Fedorchak), who is 
the at-large Representative. 

Mrs. FEDORCHAK. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today in strong support of H.R. 
3668, the Improving Interagency Co-
ordination for Pipeline Reviews Act. 

The truth is, interstate natural gas 
pipelines are what keep our lights on, 
our showers hot, and prices reasonable. 

To the gentleman from New Jersey’s 
point, interstate pipelines also have 
provided the largest decrease in emis-
sions in our country, and they have 
made it possible to deliver by backing 
up all of the renewables that are on the 
system. 

Mr. Speaker, overnight lows this 
weekend in my State of North Dakota 
are forecasted to be 20 degrees below 
zero. Having heat provided by natural 
gas is literally the difference between 
comfort and chaos, and, yes, between 
life and death in States like mine. 

If we want affordable and dependable 
energy in our country, then we must 
build the infrastructure that delivers 
it. However, too often these projects 
are delayed or blocked by a Federal 
permitting process that is far too in-
consistent. When one State can derail 
an interstate pipeline, then entire re-
gions pay the price. We have already 
seen this time and time again in the 
Northeast. In the Northeast, shortages 
have already threatened reliability and 
driven prices through the roof. 

This bill brings long-overdue ac-
countability and coordination to the 
Federal permitting process for inter-
state natural gas pipelines. It strength-
ens FERC’s lead role, requires State 
and Federal partners to follow clear 
timelines, and requires reviews to take 
place concurrently, not in endless suc-
cession. Moreover, it still preserves 
every requirement under the Clean 
Water Act. 

This bill modernizes the permitting 
process so we can build the pipelines 
that keep energy affordable, so we can 
build the pipelines that power our 
economy, and so can build the pipelines 
that strengthen America’s energy secu-
rity. 

Mr. Speaker, did I mention that we 
can build the pipelines that keep en-
ergy available and affordable for Amer-
icans? 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this important legislation. 

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

Mr. Speaker, once again, I rise in 
strong opposition to this bill. I heard 
what the previous speaker said, and 
this rehashes the same thing that we 
discussed with some of the bills that 
were voted on yesterday, which is this 
notion that somehow fossil fuels are re-
liable and renewables are not. 

There are reliability problems with 
every form of energy, but what we need 
to do is to say that we are going to do 
all of the above. In other words, we are 
not going to just say, as the Repub-
licans want, we are only using fossil 
fuels: oil, gas, and coal. There are prob-
lems with reliability with those. 

We need to have everything, all of 
the above. Republicans keep saying 
that they are for all of the above, but 
the President and Republicans contin-
ually say: No renewables, no wind, no 
solar, and other forms of renewables. 

This idea that somehow one form of 
energy is more reliable than another is 
simply not the case. 

However, that is not what I want to 
talk about as I close, Mr. Speaker. I 
want you to understand and my col-
leagues to understand how concerned I 
am about pipeline safety which, of 
course, they simply ignore. 

I mentioned this earlier, but one of 
the things that really disturbs me 
about this bill is that Republicans are 
pushing to remove environmental safe-
guards for gas pipelines at the same 
time they are refusing to act on vitally 
important pipeline safety legislation. 

Authorization for PHMSA, the pipe-
line safety statute that we have, ex-
pired over 2 years ago on September 30, 
2023. Since then, Republicans haven’t 
moved a single bill on pipeline safety 
to the floor of the House. They simply 
have not. It is certainly not because 
everything is going well with pipeline 
safety. DOGE devastated PHMSA’s 
pipeline safety office in the Depart-
ment of Energy. 

Energy Transfer, a pipeline company 
and key ally of President Trump, is at-
tempting to declare pipeline safety en-
forcement unconstitutional in the 
courts. This spring, pipeline safety en-
forcement actions dropped to a new 
low. It is just a disaster over at the De-
partment of Energy. There is nobody 
doing anything about pipeline safety. 

Democrats wondered if this was an 
oversight by Republicans. Surely they 
would want to ensure that pipelines are 
safe before making it easier to build 
more of them. Mr. Speaker, my col-
league Ranking Member CASTOR filed 
an amendment to this bill that would 
have prohibited this bill from taking 
effect until Congress reauthorized the 
pipeline safety bill. 

Unfortunately, Republicans blocked 
it from coming to the floor. Appar-
ently, they are happy to talk about re-
moving environmental protections for 
gas pipelines, but are still, I would 
think, ashamed to talk about how they 
are letting vital safety provisions ex-
pire. 
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Congress cannot guarantee the safety 

of pipelines if the folks who are sup-
posed to be policing them are no longer 
on the beat. My point is that they keep 
talking about permitting reform, but 
they don’t work with us on that. They 
keep saying that they want all kinds of 
energy, but they cut off any possibility 
of clean energy with renewables. Then 
they say that we don’t need to have 
any kind of restrictions whatsoever or 
investigation to review when we site 
pipelines, but at the same time they 
gut and refuse to do anything about 
pipeline safety in general. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, this bill is a 
threat to our safety, and it is a threat 
to the environment. I urge my col-
leagues to oppose it, and I yield back 
the balance of my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, natural gas is the most 
affordable and reliable energy solution. 
Also, if it comes from the United 
States, then it is clean. An expanded 
pipeline capacity is critical to lowering 
costs for American families and busi-
nesses. 

We have had hearings on pipeline 
safety this past summer. 

For too long, States have used sec-
tion 401 authority as a one-State veto 
of multistate projects with national 
significance. 

Again, the facts speak for them-
selves. Mr. Speaker, if you want to 
look at the top 12, it is New England, 
New Jersey, and New York. If you 
want, Mr. Speaker, ask these people 
who live there, or ask their Governors, 
their State legislators, or their regu-
lators why their prices are so high. 
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It is simple. It is because, again, 
these States have used that veto. 

As global natural gas demand is pro-
jected to continue to grow for decades 
to come, investment in pipeline 
projects will be of utmost importance 
for keeping prices low for our Nation 
and to keep it secure. 

In the 1970s, when we had an oil em-
bargo across this country when the 
Arabs cut us off, we were told we had 
no energy in this country. What has 
happened? If you put the right laws in 
place and have the regulations that fol-
low and turn the entrepreneurs and 
innovators loose in this country, we 
are number one in the world—number 
one in the world. We produce more nat-
ural gas. It is the cleanest. 

This is what we are looking at. We 
had a hearing early this year with our 
RTOs and ISOs that regulate across the 
energy grid out there. They told us all 
the same thing. We have to produce 
more energy in this country, not less, 
and at the same time, we better not be 
taking any generation offline. 

Right now, we are scheduled to take 
115 gigawatts of power offline in this 
country. Our adversaries in Communist 
China are doing what? They are 
outproducing us. We are projected to 
need 170 gigawatts on top of that. 

It is time that people wake up. We 
have an all-of-the-above policy in this 
country. Republicans brought it forth 
in 2008. In 2008, we said that we are not 
going to pick the winners and losers, 
and that is important. When the Fed-
eral Government wants to go out there 
and pick the winners and losers, this 
country is going to lose. 

H.R. 3668 is the solution. I thank the 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
HUDSON) for his leadership, and I urge 
all of my colleagues to support this 
bill. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
FINE). All time for debate has expired. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 936, 
the previous question is ordered on the 
bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 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. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

Mr. LANDSMAN. Mr. Speaker, I have 
a motion to recommit at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Landsman of Ohio moves to recommit 

the bill H.R. 3668 to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

The material previously referred to 
by Mr. LANDSMAN is as follows: 

Mr. Landsman moves to recommit the bill 
H.R. 3668 to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce with instructions to report the 
same back to the House forthwith, with the 
following amendment: 

Add at the end the following: 
SEC. 3. CONDITION. 

This Act shall not take effect until the 
date on which the Secretary of Energy pub-
lishes a report detailing how tariffs imposed 
after January 20, 2025, on imported goods 
have increased the prices of electricity and 
natural gas. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 2(b) of rule XIX, the pre-
vious question is ordered on the motion 
to recommit. 

The question is on the motion to re-
commit. 

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

Mr. LANDSMAN. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 9 of rule XX, this 15- 
minute vote on the motion to recom-
mit H.R. 3668 will be followed by a 5- 
minute vote on: 

Passage of H.R. 3668; if ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 194, nays 
204, not voting 34, as follows: 

[Roll No. 333] 

YEAS—194 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Amo 

Ansari 
Auchincloss 
Balint 

Barragán 
Beatty 
Bell 

Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop 
Bonamici 
Brown 
Brownley 
Budzinski 
Bynum 
Carbajal 
Carson 
Carter (LA) 
Case 
Casten 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Cherfilus- 

McCormick 
Chu 
Cisneros 
Clark (MA) 
Cleaver 
Cohen 
Conaway 
Costa 
Courtney 
Craig 
Crow 
Cuellar 
Davids (KS) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (NC) 
Dean (PA) 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deluzio 
DeSaulnier 
Dexter 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Elfreth 
Escobar 
Espaillat 
Evans (PA) 
Fields 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Foushee 
Frankel, Lois 
Friedman 
Frost 
Garamendi 
Garcia (CA) 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Gillen 
Golden (ME) 
Goldman (NY) 
Gomez 
Gonzalez, V. 
Goodlander 
Gottheimer 
Gray 
Green, Al (TX) 

Grijalva 
Harder (CA) 
Hayes 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Hoyle (OR) 
Huffman 
Ivey 
Jackson (IL) 
Jacobs 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (TX) 
Kamlager-Dove 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy (NY) 
Khanna 
Krishnamoorthi 
Landsman 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latimer 
Lee (NV) 
Lee (PA) 
Leger Fernandez 
Levin 
Liccardo 
Lieu 
Lofgren 
Lynch 
Magaziner 
Mannion 
Matsui 
McBath 
McBride 
McClain Delaney 
McClellan 
McCollum 
McDonald Rivet 
McGarvey 
McGovern 
McIver 
Meeks 
Menendez 
Meng 
Min 
Moore (WI) 
Morelle 
Morrison 
Moskowitz 
Mrvan 
Neal 
Neguse 
Norcross 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Olszewski 
Omar 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pappas 

Pelosi 
Perez 
Peters 
Pettersen 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Pou 
Pressley 
Quigley 
Randall 
Raskin 
Riley (NY) 
Rivas 
Ross 
Ruiz 
Ryan 
Salinas 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schneider 
Scholten 
Schrier 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Simon 
Smith (WA) 
Sorensen 
Soto 
Stansbury 
Stanton 
Stevens 
Strickland 
Subramanyam 
Suozzi 
Sykes 
Takano 
Thanedar 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tlaib 
Tokuda 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres (NY) 
Trahan 
Tran 
Underwood 
Vargas 
Vasquez 
Velázquez 
Vindman 
Walkinshaw 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson Coleman 
Whitesides 
Williams (GA) 
Wilson (FL) 

NAYS—204 

Alford 
Allen 
Amodei (NV) 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Barr 
Barrett 
Baumgartner 
Bean (FL) 
Begich 
Bentz 
Bergman 
Biggs (AZ) 
Biggs (SC) 
Boebert 
Bost 
Brecheen 
Bresnahan 
Buchanan 
Burchett 
Burlison 
Calvert 
Cammack 
Carey 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Ciscomani 
Cline 
Cloud 
Clyde 
Cole 
Collins 

Comer 
Crane 
Crank 
Crawford 
Davidson 
De La Cruz 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Downing 
Dunn (FL) 
Edwards 
Ellzey 
Emmer 
Estes 
Evans (CO) 
Ezell 
Fallon 
Fedorchak 
Feenstra 
Fine 
Finstad 
Fischbach 
Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flood 
Fong 
Foxx 
Franklin, Scott 
Fry 
Fulcher 
Garbarino 
Gill (TX) 
Goldman (TX) 

Gonzales, Tony 
Gooden 
Gosar 
Graves 
Greene (GA) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Hageman 
Hamadeh (AZ) 
Haridopolos 
Harrigan 
Harris (MD) 
Harris (NC) 
Harshbarger 
Hern (OK) 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill (AR) 
Hinson 
Houchin 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hunt 
Hurd (CO) 
Issa 
Jack 
Jackson (TX) 
James 
Johnson (SD) 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Kean 
Kelly (MS) 
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Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy (UT) 
Kiggans (VA) 
Kiley (CA) 
Kim 
Knott 
Kustoff 
LaHood 
LaLota 
LaMalfa 
Langworthy 
Latta 
Lawler 
Lee (FL) 
Letlow 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luna 
Luttrell 
Mackenzie 
Malliotakis 
Maloy 
Mann 
Massie 
Mast 
McCaul 
McClain 
McClintock 
McCormick 
McDowell 
McGuire 
Messmer 
Meuser 
Miller (IL) 

Miller (OH) 
Miller (WV) 
Miller-Meeks 
Mills 
Moolenaar 
Moore (AL) 
Moore (NC) 
Moore (WV) 
Moran 
Murphy 
Nehls 
Newhouse 
Norman 
Nunn (IA) 
Obernolte 
Ogles 
Onder 
Owens 
Palmer 
Patronis 
Perry 
Pfluger 
Reschenthaler 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rose 
Rouzer 
Rulli 
Salazar 
Schmidt 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Self 
Sessions 

Shreve 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smucker 
Spartz 
Stauber 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Stutzman 
Taylor 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiffany 
Timmons 
Turner (OH) 
Valadao 
Van Drew 
Van Duyne 
Van Epps 
Van Orden 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Westerman 
Wied 
Williams (TX) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Yakym 
Zinke 

NOT VOTING—34 

Aderholt 
Arrington 
Bice 
Bilirakis 
Boyle (PA) 
Casar 
Clarke (NY) 
Clyburn 
Correa 
Crenshaw 
Crockett 
Donalds 

Figures 
Garcia (TX) 
Gimenez 
Himes 
Johnson (GA) 
Jordan 
Mace 
Mfume 
Moore (UT) 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Nadler 

Ramirez 
Roy 
Rutherford 
Sánchez 
Scalise 
Strong 
Swalwell 
Veasey 
Waters 
Womack 

b 1024 

Messrs. McCORMICK, DOWNING, 
PATRONIS, and PFLUGER changed 
their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Ms. POU, Messrs. DAVIS of Illinois, 
BEYER, and GREEN of Texas changed 
their vote from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated against: 
Mr. MOORE of Utah. Mr. Speaker, had I 

been present, I would have voted NAY on Roll 
Call No. 333. 

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. This is a 

5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 213, nays 
184, not voting 36, as follows: 

[Roll No. 334] 

YEAS—213 

Alford 
Allen 
Amodei (NV) 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Barr 
Barrett 
Baumgartner 

Bean (FL) 
Begich 
Bentz 
Bergman 
Biggs (AZ) 
Biggs (SC) 
Boebert 
Bost 
Brecheen 
Bresnahan 
Buchanan 

Burchett 
Burlison 
Calvert 
Cammack 
Carey 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Ciscomani 
Cline 
Cloud 
Clyde 

Cole 
Collins 
Comer 
Costa 
Crane 
Crank 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Davidson 
Davis (NC) 
De La Cruz 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Downing 
Dunn (FL) 
Edwards 
Ellzey 
Emmer 
Estes 
Evans (CO) 
Ezell 
Fallon 
Fedorchak 
Feenstra 
Fine 
Finstad 
Fischbach 
Fitzgerald 
Fleischmann 
Flood 
Fong 
Foxx 
Franklin, Scott 
Fry 
Fulcher 
Garbarino 
Gill (TX) 
Golden (ME) 
Goldman (TX) 
Gonzales, Tony 
Gonzalez, V. 
Gooden 
Gosar 
Graves 
Gray 
Greene (GA) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Hageman 
Hamadeh (AZ) 
Haridopolos 
Harrigan 
Harris (NC) 
Harshbarger 
Hern (OK) 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill (AR) 

Hinson 
Houchin 
Hudson 
Hunt 
Hurd (CO) 
Issa 
Jack 
Jackson (TX) 
James 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (SD) 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Kean 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy (UT) 
Kiggans (VA) 
Kiley (CA) 
Kim 
Knott 
Kustoff 
LaHood 
LaLota 
LaMalfa 
Langworthy 
Latta 
Lawler 
Lee (FL) 
Letlow 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luna 
Luttrell 
Mackenzie 
Malliotakis 
Maloy 
Mann 
Mast 
McCaul 
McClain 
McClintock 
McCormick 
McDowell 
McGuire 
Messmer 
Meuser 
Miller (IL) 
Miller (OH) 
Miller (WV) 
Miller-Meeks 
Mills 
Moolenaar 
Moore (AL) 
Moore (NC) 
Moore (UT) 
Moore (WV) 
Moran 
Murphy 
Nehls 

Newhouse 
Norman 
Nunn (IA) 
Obernolte 
Ogles 
Onder 
Owens 
Palmer 
Patronis 
Perez 
Perry 
Pfluger 
Reschenthaler 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rose 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Rulli 
Salazar 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Self 
Sessions 
Shreve 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smucker 
Spartz 
Stauber 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Stutzman 
Taylor 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiffany 
Timmons 
Turner (OH) 
Valadao 
Van Drew 
Van Duyne 
Van Epps 
Van Orden 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Westerman 
Wied 
Williams (TX) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Yakym 
Zinke 

NAYS—184 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Amo 
Ansari 
Auchincloss 
Balint 
Barragán 
Beatty 
Bell 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop 
Bonamici 
Brown 
Brownley 
Budzinski 
Bynum 
Carbajal 
Carson 
Carter (LA) 
Case 
Casten 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Cherfilus- 

McCormick 
Chu 
Cisneros 
Clark (MA) 
Cleaver 
Cohen 
Conaway 
Courtney 
Craig 
Crow 
Davids (KS) 
Davis (IL) 

Dean (PA) 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deluzio 
DeSaulnier 
Dexter 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Elfreth 
Escobar 
Espaillat 
Evans (PA) 
Fields 
Fitzpatrick 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Foushee 
Frankel, Lois 
Friedman 
Frost 
Garamendi 
Garcia (CA) 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Gillen 
Goldman (NY) 
Gomez 
Goodlander 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al (TX) 
Grijalva 
Harder (CA) 
Hayes 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Hoyle (OR) 
Huffman 
Ivey 

Jackson (IL) 
Jacobs 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (TX) 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy (NY) 
Khanna 
Krishnamoorthi 
Landsman 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latimer 
Lee (NV) 
Lee (PA) 
Leger Fernandez 
Levin 
Liccardo 
Lieu 
Lofgren 
Lynch 
Magaziner 
Mannion 
Massie 
Matsui 
McBath 
McBride 
McClain Delaney 
McClellan 
McCollum 
McDonald Rivet 
McGarvey 
McGovern 
McIver 
Meeks 

Menendez 
Meng 
Min 
Moore (WI) 
Morelle 
Morrison 
Mrvan 
Neal 
Neguse 
Norcross 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Olszewski 
Omar 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Pelosi 
Peters 
Pettersen 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Pou 
Pressley 
Quigley 
Randall 

Raskin 
Riley (NY) 
Rivas 
Ross 
Ruiz 
Ryan 
Salinas 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schneider 
Scholten 
Schrier 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sherman 
Simon 
Smith (WA) 
Sorensen 
Soto 
Stansbury 
Stanton 
Stevens 
Strickland 
Subramanyam 
Suozzi 

Sykes 
Takano 
Thanedar 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tlaib 
Tokuda 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres (NY) 
Trahan 
Tran 
Underwood 
Vargas 
Vasquez 
Velázquez 
Vindman 
Walkinshaw 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson Coleman 
Whitesides 
Williams (GA) 
Wilson (FL) 

NOT VOTING—36 

Aderholt 
Bice 
Bilirakis 
Boyle (PA) 
Casar 
Clarke (NY) 
Clyburn 
Correa 
Crockett 
DeGette 
Donalds 
Figures 

Garcia (TX) 
Gimenez 
Harris (MD) 
Himes 
Horsford 
Huizenga 
Johnson (GA) 
Jordan 
Kamlager-Dove 
Mace 
Mfume 
Moskowitz 

Moulton 
Mullin 
Nadler 
Ramirez 
Rutherford 
Sánchez 
Sewell 
Strong 
Swalwell 
Veasey 
Waters 
Womack 

b 1033 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Ms. CROCKETT. Mr. Speaker, had I been 
present, I would have voted YEA on Roll Call 
No. 333 and NAY on Roll Call No. 334. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mr. WOMACK. Mr. Speaker, I was unavoid-

ably absent and unable to vote. Had I been 
present, I would have voted NAY on Roll Call 
No. 333 and YEA on Roll Call No. 334. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Ms. GARCIA of Texas. Mr. Speaker, due to 

illness, I was unable to vote during the vote 
series. Had I been able to vote, I would have 
voted YEA on the Motion to Recommit H.R. 
3668 and NAY on H.R. 3668, Improving Inter-
agency Coordination for Pipeline Reviews Act. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mrs. BICE. Mr. Speaker, I was unable to at-

tend votes today. Had I been present, I would 
have voted NAY on Roll Call No. 333 and 
YEA on Roll Call No. 334. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mr. CORREA. Mr. Speaker, I was nec-

essarily absent and missed the following votes 
on the House floor. Had I been present, I 
would have voted accordingly: YEA on Roll 
Call No. 333, Motion to Recommit on H.R. 
3668, and YEA on Roll Call No. 334, Passage 
of H.R. 3668, Improving Interagency Coordina-
tion for Pipeline Reviews Act. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mr. MOULTON. Mr. Speaker, I was unable 

to be present today. Had I been present, I 
would have voted YEA on Roll Call No. 333 
and NAY on Roll Call No. 334. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I missed votes 

due to a personal matter. Had I been present, 
I would have voted YEA on Roll Call No. 333 
and NAY on Roll Call No. 334. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mrs. RAMIREZ. Mr. Speaker, had I been 
present, I would have voted YEA on Roll Call 
No. 333 and NAY on Roll Call No. 334. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. JORDAN. Mr. Speaker, I was absent 
from the House during today’s two roll call 
votes. Had I been present, I would have voted 
NAY on Roll Call No. 333 and YEA on Roll 
Call No. 334. 

f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 740 

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Speaker, I hereby 
remove my name as cosponsor of H.R. 
740. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman’s request is granted. 

f 

CELEBRATING DR. WILLIAM STEW-
ART MITCHELL III’s 100th BIRTH-
DAY 

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

Mr. BEAN of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise to celebrate a milestone that truly 
brings a smile. This week, Dr. William 
Stewart Mitchell III of Fleming Island, 
Florida, marks his 100th birthday, a 
century defined by faith, family, and 
devoted service to our Nation. 

Dr. Mitchell graduated valedictorian 
of Hamilton County High School before 
entering the Navy in 1943. Recognizing 
his talent, the Navy placed him in the 
B–12 program at Emory University, 
where he again graduated valedictorian 
from dental school. He went on to serve 
with the 1st Marine Division at Camp 
Lejeune, providing essential care as a 
naval officer in the Dental Corps. His 
distinguished career spanned sea serv-
ice, Active Duty, Reserve Duty, and re-
tiring as a lieutenant commander. 

Mr. Speaker, Dr. Mitchell has built a 
legacy of excellence and dedication to 
others. Today, I honor him as he cele-
brates 100 years on this planet, and I 
recognize a life that has given this Na-
tion countless reasons to smile. It is a 
privilege to share his story with this 
Chamber. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish Dr. Mitchell a 
happy birthday. 

f 

RECOGNIZING WASHINGTON UNI-
VERSITY WOMEN’S SOCCER 
TEAM 

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

Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to rec-
ognize the Washington University 
women’s soccer team, who just secured 
their second-straight Division III na-
tional championship. These student- 
athletes reflect the best of St. Louis. 

What they achieved this season 
didn’t happen by accident. It came 
from years of work, a culture of ac-
countability, and a shared belief that 

success in the classroom and success in 
competition strengthen each other. 

St. Louis is proud of them, and 
WashU is proud of them. Their run re-
minds us that our city grows stronger 
when we invest in our young people. 

I congratulate the players, coaching 
staff, and entire community. I will 
admit, a lot of us are already looking 
forward to the three-peat next year. 

f 

RECOGNIZING PIONEER HIGH 
SCHOOL FOOTBALL TEAM 

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

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
honor the Pioneer High School football 
team. The Pioneer Panthers had an in-
credible season and a well-deserved 
visit to the 1A State Championship 
finals. 

While the end of this football season 
wasn’t what the Pioneer team really 
had hoped for, each and every one of 
the football players on this team 
should be proud of the hard work that 
allowed them to reach the State cham-
pionship. Their dedication in every 
game is an inspiration to their school 
and community. 

I also thank the parents, teachers, 
staff, and coaches for all of their con-
tributions and support throughout this 
football season. 

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate the Pio-
neer Panthers on reaching the IHSAA 
1A Football State Championship. I 
know they will continue to deliver 
great successes on and off the football 
field in the years to come. 

f 

b 1040 

HONORING 13TH ANNIVERSARY OF 
SANDY HOOK SHOOTING 

(Mrs. HAYES asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Mrs. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today as this Sunday marks the 13th 
anniversary of the shooting at Sandy 
Hook Elementary School in Newtown, 
Connecticut. On December 14, 2012, a 
senseless act of gun violence claimed 
the lives of 20 innocent children and 6 
selfless educators. 

This day continues to be one of grave 
reflection and sadness for the people of 
Connecticut. There are no words to de-
scribe the heartbreak I felt on that 
day. After all these years, the hurt is 
still raw, and I still feel that same 
heaviness. 

Communities across the State and 
the Nation remember the stories of 
those children in that kindergarten 
class. We honor their memories and re-
affirm a shared commitment to end the 
epidemic of gun violence. 

Mr. Speaker, today we remember, re-
flect, and honor the lives of those we 
lost and hold the Newtown and Sandy 
Hook community up in prayer. 

CELEBRATING 50TH ANNIVERSARY 
OF HI-TEST LABORATORIES 

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

Mr. MCGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
recognize the 50th anniversary of a 
great company in my district. 

Mr. Speaker, 50 years ago, Bill 
Yancey founded HI-TEST Laboratories 
to test naval equipment and ships to 
make sure they can survive shock and 
vibration. 

Using machines and explosives, HI- 
TEST has tested everything from the 
smallest electronic component to en-
tire completed ships, which requires 
40,000 pounds of explosives. 

HI-TEST ensures that our sailors and 
marines are kept safe and that our 
ships can continue to fight. They have 
a facility which is the biggest and best 
in the entire world, and their all-Amer-
ican crew of engineers and craftsmen 
are the best in the world, as well. 

Mr. Speaker, located in the Fifth Dis-
trict of Virginia, this company, still 
owned by Bill and operated by his fam-
ily, keeps America in the fight on the 
sea. 

f 

HEALTHCARE CRISIS IN NORTH 
CAROLINA 

(Ms. ROSS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. ROSS. Mr. Speaker, we have 
reached the precipice of a full-blown 
healthcare crisis in North Carolina and 
this country. ACA tax credits are only 
weeks away from expiring. Unless Con-
gress acts, an estimated 157,000 North 
Carolinians will lose their coverage. 

This week, I led my North Carolina 
colleagues in demanding actions from 
Speaker JOHNSON. What is his strategy? 
Where is the plan? 

I am the proud cosponsor of a bipar-
tisan solution to this crisis, but Speak-
er JOHNSON refuses to put any bill on 
the floor for a vote. Next week is our 
last legislative week of the year and 
our last chance to preserve access to 
lifesaving care for our constituents. 

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the people 
of North Carolina, I am pleading with 
my Republican colleagues to join 
Democrats in saving healthcare for 
millions of Americans. 

f 

CELEBRATING 125TH 
ANNIVERSARY OF GREAT DANE 

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

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor the 125th anni-
versary of Great Dane. The company 
began in 1900 as the Savannah Blowpipe 
Company in Savannah, Georgia. 

What began as a blowpipe company 
turned into a steel products company, 
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