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Rules Committee, with final selections
being made by congressional leader-
ship.

This model is not unprecedented. It
closely follows the appointment proc-
ess Congress previously adopted for the
Architect of the Capitol, a reform en-
acted on a bipartisan basis and the one
that has helped strengthen congres-
sional control over a Kkey legislative
branch institution.

My bill also addresses the governance
of the United States Copyright Office.
Because the Copyright Office carries
out executive-type functions, H.R. 6028
provides that the Register of Copy-
rights will be appointed by the Presi-
dent with the advice and consent of the
Senate.

Some of the improvements that were
made just within the last couple of
months made sure we had smooth
working there because the Copyright
Office, while it is in the executive
branch, has to work closely with the
Librarian of Congress. I believe the
language that was ironed out between
the parties makes a lot of sense and
works well for the American people.

My bill better aligns government re-
sponsibilities with the appropriate con-
stitutional framework. Ultimately, the
bill is about clarity, accountability,
and good governance. By modernizing
leadership structures and clarifying
lines of authority, we can strengthen
the institutions that support Congress
and serve the Nation as a whole, and
we can ensure that these institutions
are positioned to serve both Congress
and the American people more effec-
tively for years to come.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 6028, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
6028, the Legislative Branch Agencies
Clarification Act.

The bill updates the appointment
process for the heads of two legislative
branch agencies, the Library of Con-
gress and the Government Publishing
Office, and creates a new Presidential
appointment, subject to Senate con-
firmation, for the Register of Copy-
rights.

I thank the sponsor of the bill and
my colleague on the Committee on
House Administration Mr. GRIFFITH,
Chairman STEIL, and both their staff
for working with us to improve prior
versions of the legislation.

For the legislative record, I will
probably repeat some of the things
that my colleague has said.

The amended bill makes clear that
the U.S. Copyright Office, currently
part of the Library, remains in the leg-
islative branch. It protects the Copy-
right Office workforce. All of them will
continue to enjoy the same rights,
privileges, and protections they hold
today as Library employees. That was
very important to us.

I have long said that the Librarian of
Congress should be appointed by Con-
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gress. Still, we must make this change
thoughtfully and be mindful of the con-
sequences, particularly, again, for the
Copyright Office.

Copyright authority is enshrined in
Article I, Section 8, Clause 8 of the
Constitution, and the Copyright Office
has resided in the legislative branch for
well over one century.

I appreciate Mr. GRIFFITH’S com-
ments about the 19th century, how dif-
ferent things were and the importance
of doing all of this work. This bill is
really very important, particularly be-
cause so much of the work is legisla-
tive and because of the ability for the
modern legislature to have responsi-
bility here.

All of that should remain within the
legislature and remain within the Con-
gress. That is the intent of this bill.

The copyright economy contributes,
and this is somewhat of an astounding
figure, more than $2 trillion to our
economy each year. It supports more
than 11 million American jobs, and
only with a stable, reliable, and apo-
litical copyright system will we con-
tinue to have the benefits of that econ-
omy.

The bill helps preserve it at a critical
moment for copyright stakeholders and
the millions of Library users. I particu-
larly point that out in the midst of the
emergence of AI, which uses a great
many materials for learning that are
copyrighted. These issues continue to
be in the public eye, and they will con-
tinue to be important.

The Library and the Copyright Office
have operated in partnership for more
than 150 years. The Copyright Office
depends on the Library’s infrastruc-
ture, and the Library builds its collec-
tions through copyright deposits. Sev-
ering that relationship would harm
both institutions, something we clearly
do not want to do. The revised bill rec-
ognizes that.

It establishes a significant transition
period. It allows the Copyright Office
to continue using Library support serv-
ices and requires the Register to con-
sult with the Librarian before taking
any action affecting the Library’s ac-
cess to Copyright Office deposits.

It safeguards the rights of Copyright
Office employees, as I indicated earlier,
and keeps the office in the legislative
branch, where it belongs.

Again, I thank Chairman STEIL and
certainly the sponsor of the bill, Mr.
GRIFFITH, for accepting these changes
and for working in a cooperative, col-
laborative, and bipartisan spirit. It has
taken a little while, but I think the
final product has improved as a result
of it.

For too long, Congress has allowed
its own authority and capacity to atro-
phy. The Library, the Copyright Office,
and the other support agencies we rely
on are funded from a legislative branch
budget that amounts to roughly four-
tenths of 1 percent of all Federal dis-
cretionary spending. If we are serious
about legislating on questions as com-
plex, as I mentioned, as AI and copy-
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right, we must be serious about sus-
taining the institutions that make
that work possible.

There are challenges. I think this
was the work of compromise, so there
are some changes that I think both
sides would like to make, but this does
ensure that the Librarian of Congress
can be hired and fired only by Congress
and does so while preserving both the
Library and Copyright Office as the
preeminent institutions in their fields.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘‘yes,”” and I reserve the balance of
my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the com-
ments of my colleague Mr. MORELLE. I
agree with everything that he added
and said, some of which we overlapped
and some of which we didn’t.

This was truly a work where we are
trying to do the right thing for the
right purposes, and both sides worked
together to reach what I think is actu-
ally a better bill. I know there were
compromises, but it is a better bill
than what we originally had, and I ap-
preciate that.

Mr. Speaker, I am prepared to close,
and I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, again,
let me thank the sponsor of the bill,
my friend Mr. GRIFFITH, for his hard
work. I thank Chairman STEIL for his
partnership in working together to pro-
tect these important legislative branch
agencies and Congress’ Article I pre-
rogatives.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this very fine piece of legisla-
tion, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Speaker, I urge
my colleagues to support H.R. 6028, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BENTZ). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. GRIFFITH) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 6028, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————
O 1550

BLOCK THE USE OF TRANS-
ATLANTIC TECHNOLOGY IN IRA-
NIAN MADE DRONES ACT

Mr. MAST. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2505) to require the development
of strategies and options to prevent the
export to Iran of certain technologies
related to unmanned aircraft systems,
and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2505

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
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SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Block the
Use of Transatlantic Technology in Iranian
Made Drones Act”.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds the following:

(1) The Iranian regime has provided finan-
cial and material support, including the pro-
vision of unmanned aircraft systems, to
United States adversaries, including ter-
rorist organizations such as Hamas,
Hezbollah, the Houthis, and Palestinian Is-
lamic Jihad, and the Russian Federation as a
part of its illegal war of aggression against
Ukraine.

(2) In 2022, the United States established an
interagency task force to investigate how
United States and Western-made technology
has been incorporated into unmanned air-
craft systems produced by Iran and take ap-
propriate steps in response.

(3) On June 9, 2023, the Department of
State, the Department of Justice, the De-
partment of Commerce, and the Department
of the Treasury issued a joint advisory to
alert persons and businesses globally to the
threat of Iran’s unmanned aircraft systems
and the need to take appropriate steps to
avoid or prevent any activities that would
support the further development of Iran’s
unmanned aircraft program.

(4) In recent years the United States en-
acted sanctions targeting—

(A) the unmanned aircraft industry and
missile industry of Iran;

(B) entities, individuals, and vessels that
played a central role in facilitating and fi-
nancing the clandestine sale of Iranian un-
manned aerial vehicles; and

(C) entities associated with the Iranian de-
fense ministry’s procurement of critical
components for missiles and drones.

SEC. 3. SENSE OF CONGRESS.

It is the sense of Congress that—

(1) controlling the end use of dual use tech-
nology and highly ubiquitous parts thereof
in the global market is difficult for manufac-
turers and government regulators alike;

(2) Iranian-made unmanned aircraft sys-
tems play a key role in the Russian Federa-
tion’s illegal war of aggression against
Ukraine, including attacks on civilian popu-
lation centers and critical infrastructure
such as power plants and ports; and

(3) the United States, along with the allies
and partners of the United States, must en-
sure that technology designed or produced
by United States or using certain United
States software, technology, or production
equipment, is not used to support the Rus-
sian Federation’s war of aggression against
Ukraine or used by Hamas to attack Israel,
particularly in the case of unmanned aircraft
systems produced by Iran.

SEC. 4. STRATEGIES TO PREVENT EXPORT TO
IRAN OF CERTAIN TECHNOLOGIES
RELATED TO UNMANNED AIRCRAFT
SYSTEMS.

(a) DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE STRATEGY.—

(1) STRATEGY REQUIRED.—The Secretary of
Commerce (in consultation with the Sec-
retary of State, the Secretary of Defense,
and the Director of National Intelligence)
shall develop a strategy to prevent the ille-
gal export to Iran by United States persons
regarding technologies used or that may be
used in the design, development, production,
or operational employment of unmanned air-
craft systems by Iran, including the fol-
lowing microelectronics:

(A) Microcontrollers.

(B) Voltage regulators.

(C) Digital signal controllers.

(D) GPS modules.

(E) Microprocessors.

(2) ELEMENTS.—The strategy under para-
graph (1) shall include, at a minimum, the
following elements:
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(A) A process for the Secretary of Com-
merce (in coordination with the Secretaries
and heads specified in paragraph (1)) to
proactively identify—

(i) current and emerging technologies used
or that may be used by Iran in the design,
development, production, or operational em-
ployment of unmanned aircraft systems (in-
cluding critical components thereof);

(ii) United States manufacturers of such
technologies; and

(iii) foreign manufacturers
proliferators of such technologies.

(B) A process for the Secretary of Com-
merce (in coordination with the Secretaries
and heads specified in paragraph (1)) to
proactively identify third-party distributors
and resellers of the technologies specified in
subparagraph (A)(i) that, through the use of
intermediaries with no or nominal oper-
ations or assets, or through other mecha-
nisms, contrive to circumvent export con-
trols for such items with respect to Iran.

(C) A methodology for the Secretary of
Commerce to proactively engage the United
States manufacturers identified pursuant to
the process under subparagraph (A)(ii), to
provide such manufacturers with timely up-
dates to the list of third-party distributors
and resellers identified pursuant to the proc-
ess under subparagraph (B).

(3) SUBMISSION.—Not later than 60 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of Commerce shall submit to
the appropriate congressional committees
the strategy under paragraph (1).

(4) ForM.—The report required by sub-
section (a)(1) shall be submitted in unclassi-
fied form, but portions of the report de-
scribed in paragraphs (1) and (2) may contain
a classified annex, so long as such annex is
provided separately from the unclassified re-
port.

(b) DEPARTMENT OF STATE STRATEGY.—

(1) STRATEGY REQUIRED.—The Secretary of
State (in coordination with the Secretary of
Commerce, the Secretary of Defense, and the
Director of National Intelligence) shall de-
velop a strategy to prevent the export to
Iran of technologies from the United States
and allied and partner countries which are
used, or may be used, by Iran in the design,
development, production, or operational em-
ployment of unmanned aircraft systems (in-
cluding the microelectronics listed in sub-
paragraphs (A) through (F) of subsection
(a)@)).

(2) ELEMENTS.—The strategy under para-
graph (1) shall include, at a minimum, the
following elements:

(A) A process for the Secretary of State (in
consultation with the relevant Secretaries
and heads specified in paragraph (1)) to
proactively identify foreign manufacturers
of the technologies referred to in such para-
graph.

(B) A process for the Secretary of State to
engage with any ally or partner of the
United States regarding technologies which
have been incorporated into an unmanned
aircraft system produced by Iran, for the
purpose of synchronizing the export control
regime of such ally or partner with the
United States export controls developed by
the Secretary of Commerce pursuant to the
strategy under subsection (a) with respect to
such technology.

(3) SUBMISSION.—Not later than 90 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of State shall submit to the
appropriate congressional committees the
strategy under paragraph (1).

(4) ForM.—The report required by sub-
section (b)(1) shall be submitted in unclassi-
fied form, but portions of the report de-
scribed in paragraphs (1) and (2) may contain
a classified annex, so long as such annex is
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provided separately from the unclassified re-
port.

(c) REQUIREMENT FOR SECRETARY OF DE-
FENSE TO DEVELOP RANGE OF OPTIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of Defense (in coordination
with the Secretary of State and the Director
of National Intelligence) shall develop a
range of options that may be employed by
the Armed Forces of the United States to
counter or otherwise deny Iran the ability to
acquire technologies used, or that may be
used, in the design, development, production,
or operational employment of unmanned air-
craft systems by Iran, including the fol-
lowing technologies:

(A) Microcontrollers.

(B) Voltage regulators.

(C) Digital signal controllers.

(D) GPS modules.

(E) Microprocessors.

(F) Computer Aided Design (CAD) soft-
ware.

(G) Computer numerical control machines.

(2) BRIEFING.—Not later than 45 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary of Defense shall provide to the ap-
propriate congressional committees a brief-
ing on the options developed under para-
graph (1).

SEC. 5. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional
committees’ means the following:

(A) The Committee on Foreign Affairs, the
Committee on Armed Services, and the Per-
manent Select Committee on Intelligence of
the House of Representatives.

(B) The Committee on Foreign Relations,
the Committee on Armed Services, the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs and the Permanent Select Committee
on Intelligence of the Senate.

(2) UNMANNED AIRCRAFT; UNMANNED AIR-
CRAFT SYSTEM.—The terms ‘‘unmanned air-
craft’” and ‘‘unmanned aircraft system’’ have
the meanings given those terms in section
130i of title 10, United States Code.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. MAST) and the gentleman
from California (Mr. BERA) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MAST. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have b legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material on H.R. 2505.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
2505, the Block the Use of Trans-
atlantic Technology in Iranian Made
Drones Act.

Iranian drones are being used to ter-
rorize civilians and attack Americans
and our allies throughout the world.
Too often, those drones contain tech-
nology that originated in the United
States or in Europe.

That should alarm every Member of
this body.

Iran has become one of the world’s
leading exporters of unmanned aerial
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systems to rogue regimes and terrorist
proxies. Its drones have been used by
Russia to strike Ukrainian cities, en-
ergy infrastructure, and civilians. They
have been supplied to Iranian-backed
groups across the Middle East, and
they are part of Iran’s broader strategy
to destabilize the region.

Many of the components found in
these drones are commercially avail-
able dual-use technologies, products
that may have legitimate civilian ap-
plications but can be repurposed for le-
thal military use.

Existing sanctions and export con-
trols are clearly not enough. If Amer-
ican and allied technology is still end-
ing up inside Iranian-made drones,
then we need to identify the gaps,
tighten the enforcement, and work
more closely with our partners to stop
it.

That is exactly what this bill does.

It requires the Departments of Com-
merce, State, and Defense to develop
coordinated strategies and options to
prevent Iran from acquiring U.S. and
allied technologies used in unmanned
aerial systems.

It strengthens interagency coordina-
tion and engagement with our allies to
ensure that we block Iran’s access to
drone technology.

This is not just about Iran. It is
about making sure American innova-
tion is not exploited by our adversaries
to kill innocent people.

Every Iranian drone that reaches
Russia, Hezbollah, the Houthis, or
other malign actors strengthens Amer-
ica’s enemies, and it puts lives at risk.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Mr. KEATING for
introducing this important piece of
legislation, which passed out of the
committee with broad bipartisan sup-
port, and I urge my colleagues to sup-
port H.R. 2505.

Mr. Speaker, I will add this: Iranian
drones are not just a regional threat.
They are a global threat. They are
being used to attack Ukraine, threaten
Israel, empower terrorist proxies, and
undermine international security. The
United States cannot allow American
or allied technology to become the
backbone of Iran’s drone arsenal.

This bill helps to close those gaps. It
is a commonsense, low-cost, high-im-
pact measure to protect U.S. tech-
nology, support our allies, and counter
Iran’s malign activities.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes”
on H.R. 2505.

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

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, August 28, 2025.
Hon. BRIAN MAST,
Rayburn House Office Building,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN MAST: I write concerning
H.R. 2505, the Block the Use of Transatlantic
Technology in Iranian Made Drones Act. As
a result of your having consulted with us on
provisions within H.R. 2505 that fall within
the Rule X jurisdiction of the Committee on
Armed Services, I agree to forego any fur-
ther consideration of this resolution so that
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it may proceed expeditiously to the House
floor for consideration.

The Committee on Armed Services takes
this action with our mutual understanding
that by foregoing consideration of H.R. 2505
at this time, we do not waive any jurisdic-
tion over subject matter contained in this or
similar legislation and that our committee
will be appropriately consulted and involved
as this resolution or similar legislation
moves forward so that we may address any
remaining issues in our jurisdiction.

This legislation contains provisions that
may require further modification prior to
final consideration to ensure the support of
the House Committee on Armed Services,
particularly language related to export mat-
ters.

Finally, I ask that a copy of our exchange
of letters on this matter be included by
House Committee on Foreign Affairs in the
Congressional Record during floor consider-
ation, to memorialize our understanding.
Thank you for the cooperative spirit in
which you have worked regarding this mat-
ter and others between our respective com-
mittees.

Sincerely,
MICHAEL D. ROGERS,
Chairman, House Committee on
Armed Services.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS,
Washington, DC, June 8, 2026.
Hon. MIKE ROGERS,
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN ROGERS: Thank you for
consulting with the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee and agreeing to be discharged from
further consideration of H.R. 2505, the Block
the Use of Transatlantic Technology in Ira-
nian Made Drones Act, so that the measure
may proceed expeditiously to the House
floor.

I agree that your forgoing further action
on this measure does not in any way dimin-
ish or alter the jurisdiction of your com-
mittee, or prejudice its jurisdictional prerog-
atives on this measure or similar legislation
in the future. I would support your effort to
seek appointment of an appropriate number
of conferees from your committee to any
House-Senate conference on this legislation.

I will seek to place our letters on this bill
into the Congressional Record during floor
consideration. I appreciate your cooperation
regarding this legislation and look forward
to continuing to work together as this meas-
ure moves through the legislative process.

Sincerely,
BRIAN MAST,
Chairman.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 2505, the Block the Use of
Transatlantic Technology in Iranian
Made Drones Act.

I thank my colleague from Massachu-
setts, Representative KEATING, for his
leadership in advancing bipartisan ef-
forts to counter Iran’s drone program,
a threat that continues to hound
Ukraine, and now our own forces and
allies in the Middle East.

Since Russia’s full-scale invasion of
Ukraine, Iran has exported thousands
of Shahed drones to the Russian mili-
tary, fueling attacks on Ukrainian in-
frastructure and civilians.

Now, Iranian drones continue to
threaten and damage critical energy,
military, and civilian infrastructure
across the Middle East.
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Most recently, Iranian drones struck
Kuwait International Airport, heavily
damaging a passenger terminal, Killing
one person, wounding dozens more, and
briefly closing the airfield.

H.R. 2505 closes critical gaps in en-
forcement and aligns our intelligence
and interdiction policies with our na-
tional security interests. I encourage
my colleagues to support this bipar-
tisan bill to help ensure that the
United States and European tech-
nologies smuggled by illicit inter-
mediaries don’t fuel Iran’s drone pro-
gram.

Mr. Speaker, this bill closes a crit-
ical gap in enforcement to ensure that
U.S. and European technologies don’t
fuel Iran’s drone program.

This is a commonsense bill that will
defend civilians and protect our allies
and partners, and I encourage my col-
leagues to support this legislation.

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

Mr. MAST. Mr. Speaker, I urge my
colleagues to vote ‘‘yes” on H.R. 2505,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. MAST)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 2505.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

US-JAPAN-ROK TRILATERAL
COOPERATION ACT

Mr. MAST. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3429) to establish an inter-par-
liamentary dialogue to facilitate closer
cooperation between the United States,
Japan, and the Republic of Korea on
shared interests and values.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H. R. 3429

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 “US-Japan-
ROK Trilateral Cooperation Act’.

SEC. 2. SENSE OF CONGRESS.

It is the sense of Congress that—

(1) the United States should continue to
strengthen trilateral cooperation between
the United States, Japan, and the Republic
of Korea (in this Act referred to as the
“ROK”’) to enhance and implement a shared
vision to meet regional challenges and to
promote a free, open, inclusive, resilient, and
healthy Indo-Pacific region;

(2) the historic Camp David summit on Au-
gust 18, 2023, marked a new era of trilateral
partnership between the United States,
Japan, and the ROK, reaffirming their com-
mitment to align collective efforts for re-
gional security and prosperity;

(3) the Spirit of Camp David, as outlined in
the joint statement, should guide future tri-
lateral cooperation, emphasizing shared val-
ues, strategic alignment, and commitment
to regional peace and stability;
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