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So the conference report was agreed 

to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. Madam Speaker, I 
was not able to vote today for medical rea-
sons. 

Had I been present on rollcall vote 653, I 
would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 

Had I been present on rollcall vote 654, I 
would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 

Had I been present on rollcall vote 655, I 
would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

Had I been present on rollcall vote 656, I 
would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 

Had I been present on rollcall vote 657, I 
would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

Had I been present on rollcall vote 658, I 
would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

Had I been present on rollcall vote 659, I 
would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

Had I been present on rollcall vote 660, I 
would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

Had I been present on rollcall vote 661, I 
would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

Had I been present on rollcall vote 662, I 
would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

Had I been present on rollcall vote 663, I 
would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

Had I been present on rollcall vote 664, I 
would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 

Had I been present on rollcall vote 665, I 
would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mr. CUELLAR. Madam Speaker, on 

Wednesday, December 2nd, I am not re-
corded on any votes because I was absent 
due to family reasons. If I had been present, 
I would have voted: ‘‘nay,’’ on rollcall 653, on 
ordering the Previous Question providing for 
further consideration of H.R. 8, the North 
American Energy Security and Infrastructure 
Act of 2015; providing for consideration of the 
conference report to accompany S. 1177, to 
reauthorize the Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act of 1965 to ensure that every 
child achieves. 

‘‘Nay,’’ on rollcall 654, on agreeing to H. 
Res. 542—Providing for further consideration 

of H.R. 8, the North American Energy Security 
and Infrastructure Act of 2015; providing for 
consideration of the conference report to ac-
company S. 1177, to reauthorize the Elemen-
tary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to 
ensure that every child achieves. 

‘‘Yea,’’ on rollcall 655, on the motion to in-
struct conferees on H.R. 644. 

‘‘Nay,’’ on rollcall 656, on the Upton amend-
ment to H.R. 8. 

‘‘Nay,’’ on rollcall 657, on the Tonko amend-
ment to H.R. 8. 

‘‘Yea,’’ on rollcall 658, on the Gene Green 
amendment to H.R. 8. 

‘‘Nay,’’ on rollcall 659, on the Beyer amend-
ment to H.R. 8. 

‘‘Nay,’’ on rollcall 660, on the Schakowsky 
amendment to H.R. 8. 

‘‘Yea,’’ on rollcall 661, on the Tonko amend-
ment to H.R. 8. 

‘‘Yea,’’ on rollcall 662, on the Castor amend-
ment to H.R. 8. 

‘‘Yea,’’ on rollcall 663, on the Polis amend-
ment to H.R. 8. 

‘‘Yea,’’ on rollcall 664, on the Barton/Cuellar/ 
McCaul/Flores/Conaway amendment to H.R. 
8. 

‘‘Yea,’’ on rollcall 665, on agreeing to the 
Conference Report to Accompany S. 1177— 
Every Student Succeeds Act. 

f 

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW 

Mr. CRAMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that, when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at 9 a.m. tomorrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
YOUNG of Iowa). Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ne-
braska? 

There was no objection. 
f 

NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY SECU-
RITY AND INFRASTRUCTURE 
ACT OF 2015 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 542 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill, H.R. 8. 

Will the gentlewoman from Ten-
nessee (Mrs. BLACK) kindly resume the 
chair. 

b 1921 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
8) to modernize energy infrastructure, 
build a 21st century energy and manu-
facturing workforce, bolster America’s 
energy security and diplomacy, and 
promote energy efficiency and govern-
ment accountability, and for other pur-
poses, with Mrs. BLACK (Acting Chair) 
in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-

mittee of the Whole rose earlier today, 
amendment No. 25 printed in House Re-
port 114–359 offered by the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. BARTON) had been dis-
posed of. 
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AMENDMENT NO. 26 OFFERED BY MR. CRAMER 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 26 printed 
in House Report 114–359. 

Mr. CRAMER. Madam Chair, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill, add the following: 
TITLE ll—OTHER MATTERS 

SEC. llll. VOLUNTARY VEGETATION MANAGE-
MENT OUTSIDE RIGHTS-OF-WAY. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION.—The Secretary of the 
Interior or the Secretary of Agriculture may 
authorize an owner or operator of an electric 
transmission or distribution facility to man-
age vegetation selectively within 150 feet of 
the exterior boundary of the right-of-way 
near structures for selective thinning and 
fuel reduction. 

(b) STATUS OF REMOVED VEGETATION.—Any 
vegetation removed pursuant to this section 
shall be the property of the United States 
and not available for sale by the owner or op-
erator. 

(c) LIMITATION ON LIABILITY.—An owner or 
operator of an electric transmission or dis-
tribution facility shall not be held liable for 
wildlife damage, loss, or injury, including 
the cost of fire suppression, resulting from 
activities carried out pursuant to subsection 
(a) except in the case of harm resulting from 
the owner or operator’s gross negligence or 
criminal misconduct. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 542, the gentleman 
from North Dakota (Mr. CRAMER) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from North Dakota. 

Mr. CRAMER. Madam Chair, this 
amendment simply authorizes the vol-
untary—and I stress voluntary—vege-
tation management within 150 feet of 
the exterior boundary of the right-of- 
way near structures on U.S. Forest 
Service land. 

As a former energy regulator and a 
utility commissioner, I know there are 
many threats to power lines running 
across this country. Most of the time, 
this comes down to vegetation, as odd 
as it might seem, but especially in 
areas where there are a lot of trees and 
that are remote areas hard to get to. 

Off-right-of-way vegetation manage-
ment on these lands are the responsi-
bility of the United States Forest Serv-
ice. But for any number of reasons, 
they aren’t conducting this critical 
work to ensure the reliability of our 
electricity. 

Utility companies don’t want to do 
the work off their right-of-way due to 
the lack of clarity in their legal liabil-
ity or a strict liability standard. This 
amendment provides that legal cer-
tainty and holds utilities accountable 
for gross negligence or criminal mis-
conduct. 

Lastly, Madam Chair, it is important 
to note that this amendment dem-
onstrates that this is not—and I stress 
is not—a backdoor to logging and pre-
vents the sale of the vegetation by the 
utility and clarifies it shall be the 
property of the United States. 

Madam Chair, I would also emphasize 
that the Edison Electric Institute and 
the American Public Power Associa-
tion support this amendment. 

Mr. UPTON. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. CRAMER. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Michigan. 

Mr. UPTON. Madam Chair, I want to 
stress that this authorizes voluntary 
vegetation management within 150 feet 
of the exterior boundary of the right- 
of-way, prevents the sale of vegetation, 
and limits legal liability. I think it is 
a good amendment. 

Madam Chair, I urge my colleagues 
to support it. 

Mr. CRAMER. Madam Chair, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Chair, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New Jersey is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Chair, the 
manager’s amendment to H.R. 8 al-
ready includes a provision which would 
hand over management of vast swaths 
of U.S. public lands to private corpora-
tions and other utility providers under 
the guise of preventing forest fires. 

This provision was inserted in the 
dead of night, and the full House won’t 
get to vote on it. This is a terrible way 
to treat our public lands. 

As if this weren’t enough, this 
amendment would go even further, al-
lowing electric utilities to clear-cut a 
football field-length swath of national 
forest adjacent to transmission rights- 
of-way. 

It would also shift liability for fire 
damage caused by transmission infra-
structure from the utilities to the 
American taxpayers, and that is just 
not right. 

The Forest Service and the BLM are 
already working with utilities to im-
prove right-of-way maintenance, and 
both agencies testified before the Nat-
ural Resources Committee that prior 
agency approval is not necessary for 
emergency vegetation maintenance 
work. 

Mr. HUFFMAN offered a commonsense 
amendment at markup which would 
have required proactive planning by 
utilities in coordination with land 
managers to identify and address po-
tential fire threats, but every Repub-
lican voted against it. Instead, they are 
supporting legislation which would 
lead to less responsible stewardship of 
the American people’s forests. 

According to the National Inter-
agency Fire Center, power lines were 
responsible for causing only 0.03 per-
cent of forest fires in past 5 years. 

Madam Chair, if Republicans were se-
rious about preventing and fighting 
forest fires, they would work with us to 
adequately fund the Forest Service and 
fix the problem of fire borrowing, 
which last year burned up 52 percent of 
the agency’s budget. 

But this isn’t about solving a prob-
lem. This is about control. It is regret-
table that House Republicans seek to 

give away the people’s land to private 
interests. It is outrageous that this 
would happen. 

Madam Chair, I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on 
the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. CRAMER. Madam Chair, I just 

want to correct a couple of the state-
ments made sincerely by the opposi-
tion to this. I want to be clear that the 
cost of this is borne not by the tax-
payers, but by the utilities themselves. 
The reason that they are not able to do 
it now, of course, is because of a lack of 
clarity and the liability. So this simply 
clears that part of it up. 

Again, I want to get back to I was a 
regulator for nearly 10 years. Some 
people may remember not so many 
years ago a major rolling brownout 
that led to blackouts in the north-
eastern part of this country. 

All of that was caused by trees grow-
ing into transmission lines. It has a 
cascading effect. And, yes, if it is a 
large forest, those trees growing into 
transmission lines can also create for-
est fires. 

This is a very basic approach. Most of 
the arguments that the gentleman 
raised are to the underlying bill, not to 
this amendment. This amendment is 
very straightforward. 

I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote. 
Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-

ance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from North Dakota (Mr. 
CRAMER). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from North Dakota will 
be postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 27 OFFERED BY MR. DUFFY 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 27 printed 
in House Report 114–359. 

Mr. DUFFY. Madam Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill, add the following 
new title: 

TITLE VII—OTHER MATTERS 
SEC. 7001. ASSESSMENT OF REGULATORY RE-

QUIREMENTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency shall ensure that the require-
ments described in subsection (b) are satis-
fied. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—The Administrator 
shall satisfy— 

(1) section 4 of Executive Order 12866 (5 
U.S.C. 601 note) (relating to regulatory plan-
ning and review) and Executive Order 13563 (5 
U.S.C. 601 note) (relating to improving regu-
lation and regulatory review) (or any suc-
cessor Executive order establishing require-
ments applicable to the uniform reporting of 
regulatory and deregulatory agendas); 
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(2) section 602 of title 5, United States 

Code; 
(3) section 8 of Executive Order 13132 (5 

U.S.C. 601 note) (relating to federalism); and 
(4) section 202(a) of the Unfunded Mandates 

Reform Act of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1532(a)). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 542, the gentleman 
from Wisconsin (Mr. DUFFY) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. DUFFY. Madam Chair, today I 
rise to talk about a commonsense 
amendment, an amendment that takes 
aim at excessive bureaucratic rule-
making at the EPA. 

b 1930 

The EPA has long been known to 
issue onerous and costly rules with lit-
tle regard to the impact on American 
businesses and the families who run 
those businesses. 

According to some estimates, 17 of 
the EPA’s major rules implemented be-
tween 2000 and 2013 have imposed an 
annual economic impact of $90 billion— 
a $90 billion annual impact per year, 
which means real jobs and a real im-
pact on our economy. 

Adding to the frustration, the EPA 
often ignores longstanding executive 
orders that require them to improve 
their own regulatory coordination 
planning and reviews. These executive 
orders were issued under the Clinton 
and Obama administrations, two ad-
ministrations that have a very positive 
outlook towards the EPA. By no 
stretch of the imagination do we con-
sider them conservatives. 

These orders require departments, 
but not independent regulatory agen-
cies like the EPA, to follow certain 
guidelines when it comes to major 
rules that would have a dramatic im-
pact on State, local, or tribal govern-
ment, or private sector expenditures in 
the aggregate of more than $100 million 
a year. So those are big rules that have 
big impacts. 

The mercury rule put forward by the 
EPA is a prime example of that. It was 
going to cost $10 billion. This summer, 
the U.S. Supreme Court struck down 
that rule because the EPA unreason-
ably failed to consider the cost. My 
amendment would require the EPA to 
actually follow existing requirements 
to improve regulatory planning, co-
ordination, and reviews. 

American families and businesses 
can’t afford the EPA to continue with 
duplicative and overreaching regula-
tions. The EPA should have to follow 
the same rules that other departments 
in American government must follow. 

Mr. UPTON. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. DUFFY. I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. UPTON. I just want to say to the 
Chair and colleagues, this amendment 
requires the EPA to satisfy regulatory 
planning review requirements estab-
lished by both the Clinton and Obama 
administrations. 

I think the amendment is a good one, 
and I urge my colleagues to support it. 

Mr. DUFFY. Madam Chair, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Chair, I claim 
the time in opposition to the amend-
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New Jersey is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Chair, I rise 
in opposition to this amendment which 
would require EPA to satisfy within 30 
days certain regulatory requirements 
included in three executive orders in 
two sections of the U.S. Code. This 
amendment is a solution in search of a 
problem. 

EPA, in carrying out its responsibil-
ities to write regulations as required 
by various statutes—for example, the 
Clean Air Act and the Clean Water 
Act—already complies with the EPA’s 
specific responsibilities included in the 
three executive orders and two sections 
cited in this amendment. 

I say ‘‘EPA’’ specifically because 
some of these laws and executive or-
ders impose ongoing obligations on 
these agencies and place responsibility 
on parties other than the EPA—for ex-
ample, the Vice President and the Ad-
ministrator of the Office of Informa-
tion and Regulatory Affairs within the 
Office of Management and Budget. In 
such cases, it will not be possible for 
EPA to ‘‘ensure that the requirements 
of subsection (b) are satisfied,’’ as the 
amendment requires. 

In addition, some matters, such as 
the publication of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Agenda in the Federal Reg-
ister, as cited in section 602 of title 5 of 
the U.S. Code, are handled by the Gen-
eral Services Administration on behalf 
of other Federal agencies and are 
therefore similarly outside of the 
EPA’s control. 

Moreover, Madam Chair, this amend-
ment has the potential to lead to con-
fusion in the future because it requires 
the EPA also to satisfy requirements 
in any successor executive orders that 
may establish requirements applicable 
to the uniform reporting of regulatory 
and deregulatory agendas. 

What happens if these successor exec-
utive orders are not consistent with 
the current ones? Then we have a situ-
ation where EPA is forced to comply 
with competing executive orders, lead-
ing to unnecessary confusion. 

Let’s avoid this possibility by defeat-
ing this amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. DUFFY. Madam Chair, some of 

my friends across the aisle’s arguments 
are: Don’t let the people know. Let’s 
not be transparent. Let’s have the EPA 
implement rules with no comment, no 
transparency, and no input from the 
American people. 

That is not what our Founders envi-
sioned. They envisioned a form of gov-
ernment where it was transparent and 
we all had a say in the process. These 
aren’t radical ideas. This is common 
sense. 

Listen, a quote: ‘‘Regulations shall 
be adopted through a process that in-
volves public participation.’’ That 
wasn’t from Ronald Reagan or George 
Bush. That was Barack Obama. 

‘‘Each agency, where feasible and ap-
propriate, shall seek the views of those 
who are likely to be affected.’’ Not 
Ronald Reagan, not George Bush, but 
Barack Obama. 

This stuff makes sense. Open the 
process up, let the American people see 
the impact and the rules that are being 
proposed, just like in every other gov-
ernment agency. The EPA shouldn’t 
get special treatment. 

Transparency, good government, 
American involvement from the people 
in the process is what this amendment 
is about. I encourage all of my col-
leagues to support good government 
and a great amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. PALLONE. Madam Chair, let me 

just say that this process with the EPA 
is very transparent, they do consider 
costs, and I disagree with the gen-
tleman. 

I urge opposition to this amendment. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. DUFFY. Madam Chair, I yield 

back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. DUFFY). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 28 OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 28 printed 
in House Report 114–359. 

Mr. GOSAR. Madam Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill, add the following 
new title: 

TITLE VII—OTHER MATTERS 
SEC. 7001. DEFINITIONS. 

In this title: 
(1) COVERED CIVIL ACTION.—The term ‘‘cov-

ered civil action’’ means a civil action con-
taining a claim under section 702 of title 5, 
United States Code, regarding agency action 
(as defined for the purposes of that section) 
affecting a covered energy project on Federal 
land. 

(2) COVERED ENERGY PROJECT.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘covered en-

ergy project’’ means— 
(i) the leasing of Federal land for the ex-

ploration, development, production, proc-
essing, or transmission of oil, natural gas, 
coal, geothermal, hydroelectric, biomass, 
solar, or any other source of energy; and 

(ii) any action under the lease. 
(B) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘‘covered energy 

project’’ does not include any dispute be-
tween the parties to a lease regarding the ob-
ligations under the lease, including any al-
leged breach of the lease. 
SEC. 7002. EXCLUSIVE VENUE FOR CERTAIN 

CIVIL ACTIONS RELATING TO COV-
ERED ENERGY PROJECTS. 

Venue for any covered civil action shall lie 
in the United States district court in which 
the covered energy project or lease exists or 
is proposed. 
SEC. 7003. TIMELY FILING. 

To ensure timely redress by the courts, a 
covered civil action shall be filed not later 
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than the end of the 90-day period beginning 
on the date of the final Federal agency ac-
tion to which the covered civil action re-
lates. 
SEC. 7004. EXPEDITION IN HEARING AND DETER-

MINING THE ACTION. 
The court shall endeavor to hear and deter-

mine any covered civil action as expedi-
tiously as practicable. 
SEC. 7005. LIMITATION ON INJUNCTION AND PRO-

SPECTIVE RELIEF. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—In a covered civil action, 

a court shall not grant or approve any pro-
spective relief unless the court finds that the 
relief— 

(1) is narrowly drawn; 
(2) extends no further than necessary to 

correct the violation of a legal requirement; 
and 

(3) is the least intrusive means necessary 
to correct the violation. 

(b) DURATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—A court shall limit the du-

ration of preliminary injunctions to halt 
covered energy projects to not more than 60 
days, unless the court finds clear reasons to 
extend the injunction. 

(2) ADMINISTRATION.—In the case of an ex-
tension, the extension shall— 

(A) only be in 30-day increments; and 
(B) require action by the court to renew 

the injunction. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Sections 504 of title 5 and 

2412 of title 28, United States Code (com-
monly known as the ‘‘Equal Access to Jus-
tice Act’’), shall not apply to a covered civil 
action. 

(b) COURT COSTS.—A party to a covered 
civil action shall not receive payment from 
the Federal Government for the attorneys’ 
fees, expenses, or other court costs incurred 
by the party. 
SEC. 7006. LEGAL STANDING. 

A challenger that files an appeal with the 
Department of the Interior Board of Land 
Appeals shall meet the same standing re-
quirements as a challenger before a United 
States district court. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 542, the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. GOSAR. Madam Chair, I rise 
today to offer a commonsense amend-
ment to H.R. 8. The Gosar-Bridenstine- 
Yoho amendment ensures timely re-
view for legal challenges of energy 
projects and limits attorneys’ fees for 
such challenges in order to discourage 
frivolous lawsuits and foster American 
energy production. 

This amendment will streamline the 
process and encourage production of 
natural gas, hydropower, clean coal, 
geothermal, solar, oil, biomass, and all 
other sources of energy that are pro-
duced on Federal lands. 

Specifically, this amendment re-
quires that U.S. district courts hear 
and determine covered civil action 
challenges as expeditiously as practical 
and that all covered actions be filed 
within 90 days of the final Federal 
agency action. 

This amendment is a responsible, 
commonsense step that a government 
accountable to the people should take 
to show proper stewardship of the 
public’s dollar, time, and resources. If 
you support transparency and cutting 

red tape that is holding up energy de-
velopment, then you should support 
this amendment. 

Just this week, the House passed leg-
islation unanimously in the form of 
H.R. 3279, the Open Book on Equal Ac-
cess to Justice Act. This bipartisan bill 
tracks how much money is paid out 
under the Equal Access to Justice Act, 
EAJA, and from which agencies. This 
legislation was necessary because, 
while Congress used to track such in-
formation, these practices were 
stopped in 1995. 

The Gosar-Bridenstine-Yoho amend-
ment improves on this excellent bipar-
tisan work by limiting attorney fees 
and frivolous lawsuits against covered 
energy products, including renewables. 

While no one knows the exact cost of 
EAJA payouts, as they have occurred 
untracked and in the dark for 20 years, 
the Government Accountability Office 
last reported in 2009 that special inter-
est Washington, D.C., lawyers were 
billing the Federal Government at ex-
orbitant rates, as high as $750 an hour. 

It seems only appropriate that H.R. 
3279 should be signed into law, those re-
porting requirements should kick in, 
and our amendment should be adopted 
before the Federal Government squan-
ders more taxpayer money paying out 
D.C. trial attorneys who specialize in 
holding up American energy produc-
tion. 

House Natural Resources Chairman 
ROB BISHOP supports our commonsense 
amendment. 

Our amendment is endorsed by the 
Americans for Limited Government; 
the American Petroleum Institute; An-
glers United, Inc.; Arizona Builders Al-
liance; the Arizona Farm Bureau; Ari-
zona Liberty; Arizona Pork Council; 
AZ BASS Nation; the Bass Federation; 
Concerned Citizens for America; Gavel 
Resources; Grand Canyon State Elec-
tric Cooperative Association; the Rural 
Public Lands County Council; Shake, 
Rattle and Troll Radio; Sulfur Springs 
Valley Electric Cooperative; the Yuma 
County Chamber of Commerce; and 
countless citizens around the country 
who are tired of red tape and bureauc-
racy holding up American energy pro-
duction. 

I thank the chair and ranking mem-
ber for their tireless efforts on the 
North American Energy Security and 
Infrastructure Act, and I strongly sup-
port H.R. 8. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
Gosar-Bridenstine-Yoho amendment. 

Mr. UPTON. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. GOSAR. I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. UPTON. Madam Chair, I thank 
the gentleman for the amendment. 

We have talked to the Natural Re-
sources Committee staff. Obviously, 
that is something that Chairman 
BISHOP supports. 

This amendment does ensure the 
timely review for legal challenges of 
energy projects. It is a worthy amend-
ment, and I urge my colleagues to sup-
port it. 

Mr. GOSAR. Madam Chair, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Madam 
Chair, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Madam 
Chair, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment to H.R. 8. 

This amendment is another example 
of pro-corporate, anti-environmental 
legislation designed by large corpora-
tions to restrict access to the courts 
for the average citizen. 

The Gosar amendment ignores sepa-
ration of powers by telling the Federal 
courts how to do their job, restricting 
the type of relief a court can grant, and 
penalizing successful challenges 
brought under the Equal Access to Jus-
tice Act. This, in turn, limits access to 
legal relief for those challenging gov-
ernment decisions. 

Let’s say you are a farmer or a 
rancher or a landowner and you live 
adjacent to Federal land that is being 
leased out to an energy company for 
fracking and you are worried about 
what is going to happen to your drink-
ing water, you are worried about the 
price of your house, and you are wor-
ried about the health of your children. 
Well, this amendment will greatly 
interfere with your ability to challenge 
the decision of the Federal agency 
granting the permit. It will tie the 
hands of the courts in terms of decid-
ing the case in a fair and just way. 

For nearly 70 years, the Administra-
tive Procedure Act, or APA, has served 
as the foundation for administrative 
agency action and ensures that agency 
action taking place in the rulemaking 
process is fair, efficient, and flexible 
enough to accommodate the myriad of 
agency actions it governs along with 
the challenges of daily life. 

Judicial review of agency action is a 
hallmark of the APA, and it is critical 
to ensuring that government action 
does not harm or adversely affect the 
public. The Gosar amendment would 
discard decades of wisdom and jurispru-
dence preserving the right of judicial 
review. 

First, it would reduce the statute of 
limitations for judicial review of agen-
cy action under the APA to 90 days. 
This is down from 6 years for most 
claims brought against the United 
States in cases involving onshore and 
offshore energy leasing, development, 
and transmission on Federal lands. 

This razor-thin window for review 
would effectively immunize govern-
ment action involving energy projects 
from public accountability, allowing 
those agencies to opt out of our civil 
justice system. 

Second, the amendment limits a judi-
cial stay of final agency action by re-
quiring courts to only consider wheth-
er relief would be the least intrusive or 
narrowly drawn relief possible to cor-
rect a violation. 

Courts, however, typically consider 
other things, such as where the public 
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interest lies. This sweeping limitation 
would dramatically interfere with the 
courts’ ability to provide relief, tilting 
the outcome against the public inter-
est. 

Lastly, this amendment slams the 
door to the courthouse by prohibiting 
access to funds under the Equal Access 
to Justice Act. By enacting the Equal 
Access to Justice Act, Congress recog-
nized that individuals and organiza-
tions should not be deterred from chal-
lenging unjustified governmental ac-
tion simply because it costs too much. 

For three decades, veterans, seniors, 
persons with disabilities, small busi-
nesses, and nonprofit organizations 
from across the ideological spectrum 
have relied upon the Equal Access to 
Justice Act to challenge illegal govern-
ment action. This amendment would 
cripple the rights of those concerned or 
opposed to an energy project by pre-
venting those who cannot afford to liti-
gate a case against a big corporation 
from recovering fees, expenses, and 
court costs when they win. 

It is time for this Congress to stand 
up for everyday Americans. I urge my 
colleagues to stand for the rights of the 
individual and local communities and 
oppose this misguided amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

b 1945 

Mr. GOSAR. Madam Chair, this 
amendment is simple. Either you are 
with American energy producers, or 
you are with overpaid, high-priced 
Washington, D.C., attorneys and ex-
tremist special interest groups that are 
holding up American energy produc-
tion. 

This amendment still allows the pub-
lic to seek assistance in Federal court 
and actually encourages that an up-or- 
down review of their legal challenges 
occur in a more timely manner. 

This amendment does not affect 
NEPA or environmental requirements 
whatsoever. All American energy pro-
ducers will still have to go through the 
full environmental review and permit-
ting process. As I mentioned earlier 
with regard to previous amendments, 
that process takes an average of 1,709 
days to complete, and it allows public 
input from all Americans. 

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Madam 
Chair, you are with American people— 
farmers, ranchers, landowners, just 
regular, ordinary people—or you are 
with the Big Business corporations 
that are seeking to rape and pillage, on 
occasion, the land without any draw-
back of having to be taken into the 
courthouse to deal with what they 
have done or with what they are about 
to do. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. GOSAR. Madam Chair, as I stat-

ed earlier, the amendment encourages 
an all-of-the-above energy strategy and 
has specific language that ensures the 
amendment applies to solar, natural 
gas, hydropower, clean coal, geo-

thermal, oil, biomass, and any other 
source of energy that is produced on 
Federal lands. It actually embraces and 
supports those folks out there in Amer-
ica; so I ask all of our folks to vote for 
the Gosar-Bridenstine-Yoho amend-
ment. 

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 29 OFFERED BY MR. UPTON 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 29 printed 
in House Report 114–359. 

Mr. UPTON. Madam Chair, as the 
designee of Evan Jenkins, I offer 
amendment No. 29. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill, add the following 
new title: 

TITLE VII—OTHER MATTERS 
SEC. 7001. STUDY TO IDENTIFY LEGAL AND REGU-

LATORY BARRIERS THAT DELAY, 
PROHIBIT, OR IMPEDE THE EXPORT 
OF NATURAL ENERGY RESOURCES. 

Not later than 1 year after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary of Energy 
and the Secretary of Commerce shall jointly 
transmit to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce and the Committee on Natural 
Resources of the House of Representatives, 
and the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation and the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources of the Senate, 
the results of a study to— 

(1) identify legal and regulatory barriers 
that delay, prohibit, or impede the export of 
natural energy resources, including govern-
ment and technical (physical or market) bar-
riers that hinder coal, natural gas, oil, and 
other energy exports; and 

(2) estimate the economic impacts of such 
barriers. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 542, the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. UPTON) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. UPTON. Madam Chair, this 
amendment requires the Department of 
Energy and the Department of Com-
merce to conduct a study regarding the 
legal and regulatory barriers that 
delay, prohibit, or impede the export of 
natural energy resources. 

This amendment instructs the De-
partment of Energy and the Depart-
ment of Commerce to conduct this 
study to figure out which regulatory 
barriers may be prohibiting, delaying, 
or hindering the export of America’s 
natural resources, like coal and nat-
ural gas, which come in the form of 
permitting requirements, the threat of 
litigation, regulatory red tape, market 
forces, and more. 

I urge my colleagues to support it. 
Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-

ance of my time. 
Mr. PALLONE. Madam Chair, I claim 

the time in opposition. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from New Jersey is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Chair, I rise 
in opposition to this amendment, 
which would require the Department of 
Energy and the Department of Com-
merce to conduct a study on the legal 
and regulatory provisions that delay or 
prohibit the export of natural energy 
resources. 

This is another example, Madam 
Chair, of an amendment in search of a 
problem. The majority is, once again, 
making hyperbolic claims about the 
Federal Government blocking energy 
exports, but this is simply not true. 

To cite the example of LNG exports, 
the Department of Energy currently 
conducts a public interest review of all 
applications to export LNG to a coun-
try without a free trade agreement 
with the United States. The DOE has 
established a record of acting expedi-
tiously, and it has acted on all applica-
tions that have completed the NEPA 
process. To date, the DOE has approved 
nine final authorizations on seven 
projects. So, to imply there is a barrier 
in this case is simply not true. 

Further, any so-called barrier usu-
ally has a specific purpose: for exam-
ple, taking the time to ensure that 
public health is protected, that safety 
and environmental concerns are ade-
quately evaluated, that the export of 
our natural resources is actually in the 
national interest, and that consumers 
are not adversely impacted. 

Finally, the amendment doesn’t de-
fine ‘‘barrier.’’ So would other agen-
cies’ regulations, promulgated under 
other statutory authority, constitute a 
barrier? I am also not sure that the 
DOE and the Department of Commerce 
even have the appropriate expertise to 
assess these barriers. 

For these reasons, Madam Chair, I 
oppose this amendment as its being an 
unnecessary and vaguely defined study, 
and I urge my colleagues to do the 
same. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. UPTON). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 30 OFFERED BY MR. ROUZER 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 30 printed 
in House Report 114–359. 

Mr. ROUZER. Madam Chair, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill, add the following: 
TITLE ll—OTHER MATTERS 

SEC. llll. REPEAL OF RULE FOR NEW RESI-
DENTIAL WOOD HEATERS. 

The final rule entitled ‘‘Standards of Per-
formance for New Residential Wood Heaters, 
New Residential Hydronic Heaters and 
Forced-Air Furnaces’’ published at 80 Fed. 
Reg. 13672 (March 16, 2015) shall have no force 
or effect and shall be treated as if such rule 
had never been issued. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 542, the gentleman 
from North Carolina (Mr. ROUZER) and 
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a Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. ROUZER. Madam Chair, I rise 
today to offer an amendment to the 
North American Energy Security and 
Infrastructure Act. 

In early March of this year, the EPA 
published a final rule establishing new 
regulations for wood heaters. Manufac-
turers and consumers across the coun-
try are concerned about the negative 
impact of these new regulations. In es-
sence, these new requirements will in-
crease the cost to the point that wood 
heaters may very well be priced out of 
the marketplace. The best case sce-
nario is that consumers will be paying 
more. Now, Madam Chair, neither is a 
good outcome. 

According to reports, 10 percent of 
U.S. households still choose wood heat-
ers to keep their energy costs as low as 
possible. The number of households 
that rely on wood as their primary 
heating source—get this—rose by near-
ly one-third from 2005 to 2012. 

It is important to note that several 
States have worked to protect their 
residents from the consequences of 
these new regulations. Wisconsin, Mis-
souri, Michigan, Virginia, and my 
home State of North Carolina have all 
introduced or have passed legislation 
that prohibits their respective environ-
mental agencies from enforcing these 
burdensome, unnecessary regulations. 
The reason is that they know the costs 
of additional regulations are always 
passed down to the consumers. 

Simply put, the Federal Government 
has no business telling private citizens 
how they should heat their homes. 

Think about all of the folks in the 
Midwest and the Northeast who are 
going to need and want a wood heater. 
After all, this is America. If you want 
to have the opportunity to buy a wood 
heater, you ought to have that oppor-
tunity. It shouldn’t be priced out of the 
market. 

Madam Chair, I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
SMITH). 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. I thank the 
gentleman from North Carolina. 

Madam Chair, the EPA has decided 
that 12 million wood-burning stoves in 
2.4 million households across America 
need to be regulated. 

Back in the Eighth District of Mis-
souri, about 30,000 households use wood 
heat to warm their homes. Census data 
shows that households heating with 
wood grew 34 percent between 2000 and 
2010 and that low- and middle-income 
households are much more likely to 
use wood as a primary heating fuel. A 
given home in my district is five times 
more likely to be heated with wood 
than is the national average. 

Constituents I talk with daily are 
sick of this administration’s war on 
rural America. Rules like these dis-
proportionately hurt rural areas, which 
use much more wood heat than do 
urban or suburban environments: 57 

percent of households that primarily 
use wood for heat are in rural areas; 40 
percent are in the suburbs; and only 3 
percent are in urban areas. Times are 
already tough enough back home. 
Folks should not be punished for their 
self-reliance and their forethought to 
take advantage of an abundant, eco- 
friendly fuel like wood. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
eliminating this rule and keeping af-
fordable energy available to folks who 
need it the most. 

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Chair, I claim 
the time in opposition to the gentle-
man’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New Jersey is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Chair, this 
amendment will delay the implementa-
tion of the EPA’s important standards 
for residential wood heaters—finalized 
in February 2015—that will help im-
prove air quality, especially in commu-
nities where people burn wood for heat. 

The EPA updated these standards be-
cause the Clean Air Act requires the 
EPA to set new source performance 
standards for categories of stationary 
sources of pollution that cause or sig-
nificantly contribute to air pollution 
that may endanger public health or 
welfare, and the law requires the EPA 
to review these standards every 8 
years. 

The EPA issued the first NSPS for 
residential wood heaters in 1988. The 
Agency amended the standards once in 
1998 to prohibit the sale of wood heat-
ers to consumers if the manufacturer 
had used an invalid test to obtain EPA 
certification that the heater met NSPS 
requirements. The 1998 amendments 
did not change the emission limits in 
the original rule. This means the 
standards for wood heaters have not 
been updated in nearly 30 years. 

The EPA’s standards reflect signifi-
cant outreach to the public and inter-
ested stakeholders, including consulta-
tion with State, local, and tribal gov-
ernments and a Small Business Advo-
cacy Review Panel. 

The new standards will provide tre-
mendous health benefits by cutting 
harmful air pollution, including par-
ticle pollution, carbon monoxide, and 
air toxics. Particle pollution causes a 
range of adverse health effects, includ-
ing asthma, heart attacks, and stroke. 

The EPA estimates that the benefits 
of these standards will be up to $7.6 bil-
lion annually. Put another way, for 
every dollar spent to manufacture 
cleaner wood heaters, we will see up to 
$165 in health benefits. So blocking this 
rule is fiscally irresponsible. 

Some may claim that this rule will 
require people who use wood heaters to 
replace the models they currently use, 
but this standard applies only to the 
new manufacturing of wood heaters. It 
does not require people to replace the 
heaters they have already purchased. 
Let me repeat that. The EPA is not 
going into anyone’s home and forcing 
one to replace a heater one currently 

has. The final rule also has a gradual 5- 
year phase-in to allow manufacturers 
time to adapt. 

If this amendment were to become 
law and if the EPA is unable to imple-
ment these standards, manufacturers 
will be able to continue producing out-
dated wood heaters that pose risks to 
our air quality and to our health. 

The EPA’s rule is a reasonable one 
that is long overdue. It has important 
benefits, and it should be allowed to be 
implemented; so I urge my colleagues 
to oppose this amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. ROUZER. Mr. Chairman, this is a 

commonsense amendment that has 
been put forward in order to address an 
onerous, unnecessary rule. My question 
is: What are we going to try to regulate 
next—fireplaces? It is next on the list, 
it seems to me. 

I ask for the support of this amend-
ment, and I thank my colleague from 
Missouri for being here to offer his 
words of support for the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Chairman, I urge 
opposition to the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR (Mr. WOODALL). 

The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. ROUZER). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from North Carolina 
will be postponed. 
AMENDMENT NO. 31 OFFERED BY MS. CASTOR OF 

FLORIDA 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 31 printed 
in House Report 114–359. 

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill, add the following 
new title: 

TITLE VII—OTHER MATTERS 
SEC. 7001. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Promoting 
Renewable Energy with Shared Solar Act of 
2015’’. 
SEC. 7002. PROVISION OF INTERCONNECTION 

SERVICE AND NET BILLING SERVICE 
FOR COMMUNITY SOLAR FACILI-
TIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 111(d) of the Pub-
lic Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 1978 (16 
U.S.C. 2621(d)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(20) COMMUNITY SOLAR FACILITIES.— 
‘‘(A) DEFINITIONS.—In this paragraph: 
‘‘(i) COMMUNITY SOLAR FACILITY.—The term 

‘community solar facility’ means a solar 
photovoltaic system that— 

‘‘(I) allocates electricity to multiple indi-
vidual electric consumers of an electric util-
ity; 

‘‘(II) has a nameplate rating of 2 
megawatts or less; and 
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‘‘(III) is— 
‘‘(aa) owned by the electric utility, jointly 

owned, or third-party-owned; 
‘‘(bb) connected to a local distribution fa-

cility of the electric utility; and 
‘‘(cc) located on or off the property of a 

consumer of the electricity. 
‘‘(ii) INTERCONNECTION SERVICE.—The term 

‘interconnection service’ means a service 
provided by an electric utility to an electric 
consumer, in accordance with the standards 
described in paragraph (15), through which a 
community solar facility is connected to an 
applicable local distribution facility. 

‘‘(iii) NET BILLING SERVICE.—The term ‘net 
billing service’ means a service provided by 
an electric utility to an electric consumer 
through which electric energy generated for 
that electric consumer from a community 
solar facility may be used to offset electric 
energy provided by the electric utility to the 
electric consumer during the applicable bill-
ing period. 

‘‘(B) REQUIREMENT.—On receipt of a re-
quest of an electric consumer served by the 
electric utility, each electric utility shall 
make available to the electric consumer 
interconnection service and net billing serv-
ice for a community solar facility.’’. 

(b) COMPLIANCE.— 
(1) TIME LIMITATIONS.—Section 112(b) of the 

Public Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 
1978 (16 U.S.C. 2622(b)) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

‘‘(7)(A) Not later than 1 year after the date 
of enactment of this paragraph, each State 
regulatory authority (with respect to each 
electric utility for which the State has rate-
making authority) and each nonregulated 
utility shall commence consideration under 
section 111, or set a hearing date for consid-
eration, with respect to the standard estab-
lished by paragraph (20) of section 111(d). 

‘‘(B) Not later than 2 years after the date 
of enactment of this paragraph, each State 
regulatory authority (with respect to each 
electric utility for which the State has rate-
making authority), and each nonregulated 
electric utility shall complete the consider-
ation and make the determination under sec-
tion 111 with respect to the standard estab-
lished by paragraph (20) of section 111(d).’’. 

(2) FAILURE TO COMPLY.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 112(c) of the Pub-

lic Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 1978 (16 
U.S.C. 2622(c)) is amended— 

(i) by striking ‘‘such paragraph (14)’’ and 
all that follows through ‘‘paragraphs (16)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘such paragraph (14). In the 
case of the standard established by para-
graph (15) of section 111(d), the reference con-
tained in this subsection to the date of en-
actment of this Act shall be deemed to be a 
reference to the date of enactment of that 
paragraph (15). In the case of the standards 
established by paragraphs (16)’’; and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: ‘‘In 
the case of the standard established by para-
graph (20) of section 111(d), the reference con-
tained in this subsection to the date of en-
actment of this Act shall be deemed to be a 
reference to the date of enactment of that 
paragraph (20).’’. 

(B) TECHNICAL CORRECTION.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—Section 1254(b) of the En-

ergy Policy Act of 2005 (Public Law 109–58; 
119 Stat. 971) is amended by striking para-
graph (2). 

(ii) TREATMENT.—The amendment made by 
paragraph (2) of section 1254(b) of the Energy 
Policy Act of 2005 (Public Law 109–58; 119 
Stat. 971) (as in effect on the day before the 
date of enactment of this Act) is void, and 
section 112(d) of the Public Utility Regu-
latory Policies Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 2622(d)) 
shall be in effect as if those amendments had 
not been enacted. 

(3) PRIOR STATE ACTIONS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 112 of the Public 
Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 1978 (16 
U.S.C. 2622) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(g) PRIOR STATE ACTIONS.—Subsections 
(b) and (c) shall not apply to the standard es-
tablished by paragraph (20) of section 111(d) 
in the case of any electric utility in a State 
if, before the date of enactment of this sub-
section— 

‘‘(1) the State has implemented for the 
electric utility the standard (or a com-
parable standard); 

‘‘(2) the State regulatory authority for the 
State or the relevant nonregulated electric 
utility has conducted a proceeding to con-
sider implementation of the standard (or a 
comparable standard) for the electric utility; 
or 

‘‘(3) the State legislature has voted on the 
implementation of the standard (or a com-
parable standard) for the electric utility.’’. 

(B) CROSS-REFERENCE.—Section 124 of the 
Public Utility Regulatory Policy Act of 1978 
(16 U.S.C. 2634) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: ‘‘In the case of the stand-
ard established by paragraph (20) of section 
111(d), the reference contained in this sub-
section to the date of enactment of this Act 
shall be deemed to be a reference to the date 
of enactment of that paragraph (20).’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 542, the gentlewoman 
from Florida (Ms. CASTOR) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Florida. 
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Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, my amendment is a great oppor-
tunity to put solar power within reach 
of more families and small businesses 
across America. It amends the Public 
Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 1978 
under which Congress directs States to 
consider adopting certain regulatory 
policies. 

My amendment directs States to con-
sider solar projects up to 2 megawatts 
in size to be connected to their power 
distribution system and that utilities 
allow the electricity produced by the 
community solar facility to be credited 
directly to each of the consumers that 
owns a share of the system, thus offset-
ting the cost of the electricity that 
would normally be billed by the utility 
to the customer. 

Currently, 14 States and the District 
of Columbia have shared renewable 
policies in place. My amendment would 
encourage other States to consider im-
plementing new policies to promote 
community solar projects. 

Mr. Chair, 49 percent of households 
are currently unable to host a photo-
voltaic system because they do not 
own their building. They are renters or 
they do not have access to sufficient 
roof space, like high-rise buildings or 
multifamily buildings, or they live in 
buildings with too much shade or insuf-
ficient roof space to host such a photo-
voltaic system. 

It is also estimated that 48 percent of 
businesses are unable to host a solar 
array. So by opening the market to 
these customers, shared solar could 
represent as much as half of the dis-

tributed photovoltaic market in 2020, 
adding an additional 5.5 to 11 gigawatts 
of solar capacity across our country. 

One good example is what is hap-
pening in central Florida. The Orlando 
Utilities Commission has developed 
central Florida’s first community solar 
farm. The community solar farm gives 
Orlando residential and small business 
customers access to sustainable, main-
tenance-free solar energy without the 
hassles and costs associated with in-
stalling panels on their home or busi-
nesses. 

The 400-kilowatt array produces an 
average of 540,000 kilowatts annually, 
which is enough energy to meet the 
power needs of about 40 homes. This 
has great promise. It has great poten-
tial for families and small businesses 
that we all represent across the coun-
try. 

I would urge an ‘‘aye’’ vote. 
I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. UPTON. Mr. Chairman, I claim 

the time in opposition. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Michigan is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment requires States to consider 
electric utilities to allow community 
solar projects of up to 2 megawatts to 
connect to the electric grid. We do 
know that community solar is an ex-
citing new technology that many com-
munities and customers are seriously 
considering. 

I could say that I support the gentle-
woman’s community solar goals, but 
there are some concerns with the 
amendment. Namely, as drafted, it 
could violate some State electric serv-
ice laws, while also potentially being 
redundant of Federal standards cur-
rently imposed on States. 

But because it is not a mandate and 
uses PURPA for States to consider, 
which they are free to consider or re-
ject, we can accept the gentlewoman’s 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Mr. Chair-

man, I thank the chairman of the En-
ergy and Commerce Committee for rec-
ognizing the great promise and great 
potential for solar power for families 
and small businesses across the coun-
try. I thank him for urging an ‘‘aye’’ 
vote. 

I also urge an ‘‘aye’’ vote on the 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Florida (Ms. CASTOR). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 32 OFFERED BY MR. 

DESAULNIER 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 32 printed 
in House Report 114–359. 

Mr. DESAULNIER. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 
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At the end of the bill, add the following 

new title: 
TITLE VII—OTHER MATTERS 

SEC. 7001. STUDY OF VOLATILITY OF CRUDE OIL. 
Not later than 1 year after the date of en-

actment of this Act, the Secretary of Energy 
shall transmit to Congress the results of a 
study to determine the maximum level of 
volatility that is consistent with the safest 
practicable shipment of crude oil by rail. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 542, the gentleman 
from California (Mr. DESAULNIER) and 
a Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. DESAULNIER. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment requires the Depart-
ment of Energy to study and report to 
Congress within 1 year the maximum 
level of volatility that is safe for trans-
porting crude oil by rail. 

This commonsense improvement to 
the bill is a first step in addressing 
concerns of residents in districts like 
mine that, while it is heavily industri-
alized, is also urbanized. The area that 
I represent has five oil refineries and 
two destination facilities for oil by 
rail. 

In 2008, oil traffic had increased over 
5,000 percent along rail routes leading 
from production zones in America to 
refineries and hubs along both coasts. 
As traffic increases, so does the risk of 
derailments to communities. Bakken 
crude oil is considered more volatile 
than other types of crude and has im-
portant safety implications for all of 
us. 

The Pipeline and Hazardous Mate-
rials Safety Administration has issued 
safety alerts warning that crude oil 
being transported from this region may 
be more flammable than traditional 
heavy crude oil. In fact, heavy volatile 
crude oil from this region has been 
compared to jet fuel with flammable 
vapors that can ignite after a derail-
ment. 

Several communities along rail lines 
have been forced to evacuate or sustain 
significant property and environmental 
damage after derailment. Unfortu-
nately, there have been instances of se-
vere injuries and some deaths resulting 
from these accidents. 

While the Obama administration has 
taken important steps to improve tank 
car standards, more must be done to 
ensure that Americans living near rail-
ways are safe. This amendment re-
quires DOE to determine the accept-
able volatility for the safe transpor-
tation of oil by rail. 

I would urge my colleagues to sup-
port this commonsense amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. UPTON. Mr. Chairman, I claim 

the time in opposition, but I support 
the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman from Michigan is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. UPTON. Mr. Chair, this amend-

ment requires the Department of En-

ergy to study the maximum level of 
volatility that is consistent with the 
safest practical shipment of crude oil 
by rail. Every one of us here wants the 
safe transportation of all of our nat-
ural resources. Rail transport is get-
ting larger and larger. We need to 
make sure that it is safe. 

I think it is a worthy amendment. I 
would urge all my colleagues to sup-
port the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. DESAULNIER. Mr. Chairman, I 

yield to the gentlewoman from New 
York (Mrs. LOWEY). 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of the DeSaulnier-Lowey- 
Garamendi amendment. At the outset, 
I want to thank my friend, the distin-
guished chairman, for your wisdom in 
supporting this very important amend-
ment. 

This year derailments in North Da-
kota, Pennsylvania, and West Virginia 
endangered lives, destroyed homes, and 
jeopardized waterways. 

We must protect those who live near 
America’s extensive rails, including 
my constituents in Rockland County, 
New York, where every week as many 
as 30 trains carry highly volatile 
Bakken crude oil past homes, schools, 
and businesses. 

In 2013, a freight train pulling 99 oil 
tanker cars collided with a truck in 
West Nyack, averting disaster because 
the cars were empty. This was not an 
isolated incident. Vehicles are fre-
quently struck on train tracks that 
carry crude oil. Just last month a 
freight train collided with a car in Con-
gers. We cannot afford to risk a ‘‘next 
time.’’ 

We need scientific information to de-
termine what volatility levels of crude 
oil can be safely shipped, which would 
be provided if this amendment passed, 
to protect those living near railways 
from the dangers associated with a 
crude oil derailment. 

I urge support of this amendment. I 
thank my colleague, Mr. DESAULNIER, 
and our chair again. It looks like we 
are going to see some important action 
on this very critical issue. 

Mr. DESAULNIER. Mr. Chair, I 
thank the chairman, the staff, and Mrs. 
LOWEY. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. 
DESAULNIER). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 33 OFFERED BY MR. DEUTCH 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 33 printed 
in House Report 114–359. 

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill, add the following 
new title: 

TITLE VII—MARINE HYDROKINETIC 

SEC. 7001. DEFINITION OF MARINE AND 
HYDROKINETIC RENEWABLE EN-
ERGY. 

Section 632 of the Energy Independence 
and Security Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17211) is 
amended in the matter preceding paragraph 
(1) by striking ‘‘electrical’’. 

SEC. 7002. MARINE AND HYDROKINETIC RENEW-
ABLE ENERGY RESEARCH AND DE-
VELOPMENT. 

Section 633 of the Energy Independence 
and Security Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17212) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘SEC. 633. MARINE AND HYDROKINETIC RENEW-
ABLE ENERGY RESEARCH AND DE-
VELOPMENT. 

‘‘The Secretary, in consultation with the 
Secretary of the Interior, the Secretary of 
Commerce, and the Federal Energy Regu-
latory Commission, shall carry out a pro-
gram of research, development, demonstra-
tion, and commercial application to accel-
erate the introduction of marine and 
hydrokinetic renewable energy production 
into the United States energy supply, giving 
priority to fostering accelerated research, 
development, and commercialization of tech-
nology, including— 

‘‘(1) to assist technology development to 
improve the components, processes, and sys-
tems used for power generation from marine 
and hydrokinetic renewable energy re-
sources; 

‘‘(2) to establish critical testing infrastruc-
ture necessary— 

‘‘(A) to cost effectively and efficiently test 
and prove the efficacy of marine and 
hydrokinetic renewable energy devices; and 

‘‘(B) to accelerate the technological readi-
ness and commercialization of those devices; 

‘‘(3) to support efforts to increase the effi-
ciency of energy conversion, lower the cost, 
increase the use, improve the reliability, and 
demonstrate the applicability of marine and 
hydrokinetic renewable energy technologies 
by participating in demonstration projects; 

‘‘(4) to investigate variability issues and 
the efficient and reliable integration of ma-
rine and hydrokinetic renewable energy with 
the utility grid; 

‘‘(5) to identify and study critical short- 
and long-term needs to create a sustainable 
marine and hydrokinetic renewable energy 
supply chain based in the United States; 

‘‘(6) to increase the reliability and surviv-
ability of marine and hydrokinetic renew-
able energy technologies; 

‘‘(7) to verify the performance, reliability, 
maintainability, and cost of new marine and 
hydrokinetic renewable energy device de-
signs and system components in an oper-
ating environment; 

‘‘(8) to coordinate and avoid duplication of 
activities across programs of the Depart-
ment and other applicable Federal agencies, 
including National Laboratories, and to co-
ordinate public-private collaboration in all 
programs under this section; 

‘‘(9) to identify opportunities for joint re-
search and development programs and devel-
opment of economies of scale between— 

‘‘(A) marine and hydrokinetic renewable 
energy technologies; and 

‘‘(B) other renewable energy and fossil en-
ergy programs, offshore oil and gas produc-
tion activities, and activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense; and 

‘‘(10) to support in-water technology devel-
opment with international partners using ex-
isting cooperative procedures (including 
memoranda of understanding)— 

‘‘(A) to allow cooperative funding and 
other support of value to be exchanged and 
leveraged; and 
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‘‘(B) to encourage international research 

centers and international companies to par-
ticipate in the development of water tech-
nology in the United States and to encour-
age United States research centers and 
United States companies to participate in 
water technology projects abroad.’’. 
SEC. 7003. NATIONAL MARINE RENEWABLE EN-

ERGY RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, 
AND DEMONSTRATION CENTERS. 

Section 634(b) of the Energy Independence 
and Security Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17213(b)) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(b) PURPOSES.—A Center (in coordination 
with the Department and National Labora-
tories) shall— 

‘‘(1) advance research, development, dem-
onstration, and commercial application of 
marine and hydrokinetic renewable energy 
technologies; 

‘‘(2) support in-water testing and dem-
onstration of marine and hydrokinetic re-
newable energy technologies, including fa-
cilities capable of testing— 

‘‘(A) marine and hydrokinetic renewable 
energy systems of various technology readi-
ness levels and scales; 

‘‘(B) a variety of technologies in multiple 
test berths at a single location; and 

‘‘(C) arrays of technology devices; and 
‘‘(3) serve as information clearinghouses 

for the marine and hydrokinetic renewable 
energy industry by collecting and dissemi-
nating information on best practices in all 
areas relating to developing and managing 
marine and hydrokinetic renewable energy 
resources and energy systems.’’. 
SEC. 7004. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

Section 636 of the Energy Independence 
and Security Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17215) is 
amended by striking ‘‘2008 through 2012’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2016 through 2019’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 542, the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. DEUTCH) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Chair, H.R. 8, the 
North American Energy Security Infra-
structure Act, was crafted to support 
the modernization of our Nation’s en-
ergy infrastructure and the promotion 
of energy efficiency. 

The Deutch-Takai amendment builds 
on this legislation by supporting fur-
ther development of one of our Na-
tion’s clean, renewable energy sources, 
marine and hydrokinetic energy. 

This amendment reauthorizes the De-
partment of Energy’s marine and 
hydrokinetic research, development, 
and demonstration programs. This 
amendment would support the innova-
tive work done by institutions across 
the country, including Florida Atlantic 
University in my district. I am so 
proud that FAU has been a leader in 
hydrokinetic energy, harnessing the 
clean power of our oceans to bring 
America one step closer to energy inde-
pendence. 

FAU’s research being done along our 
pristine coasts in Broward County has 
already shown the tremendous poten-
tial of hydrokinetic energy to produce 
reliable energy without endangering 
our beaches or oceans. 

These national marine renewable en-
ergy research, development, and dem-
onstration centers will serve as infor-

mation clearinghouses for the marine 
and hydrokinetic energy industry by 
providing best practices information on 
developing and managing these 
projects so that others can learn from 
the work being done nationwide and 
grow this important energy source. 

Marine and hydrokinetic energy 
projects generate energy from waves, 
currents, such as the gulf stream, and 
tides in the ocean and estuary or tidal 
areas. They also can generate energy 
from free-flowing water in rivers, 
lakes, or streams. 

Marine and hydrokinetic energy 
projects generate power without the 
use of a dam or the impoundment of 
water. Accordingly, the projects have 
minimal, if any, impact on the sur-
rounding environment. 

The ocean waves, currents, and tides 
are a massive resource that have the 
potential to produce continuous clean 
energy. In fact, harnessing only 15 per-
cent of the energy from U.S. coastal 
waves would produce as much elec-
tricity as we currently produce from 
conventional hydroelectric dams. 

Moreover, it has been estimated that 
the amount of energy that could be 
produced from waves, currents, and 
tides along the U.S. coast could provide 
power to approximately 67 million 
homes. With more than 50 percent of 
our Nation’s population currently liv-
ing within 50 miles of coastline, har-
nessing the energy of ocean waves, cur-
rents, and tides and transmitting the 
energy to our cities and neighborhoods 
is cost effective and practical. 

The Department of Energy has esti-
mated that hydrokinetic energy could 
provide up to 25 percent of our Nation’s 
power. The agency estimates that Cali-
fornia, Washington, and Oregon could 
have up to 20 percent of their elec-
tricity requirements generated from 
waves, while Hawaii and Alaska could 
have nearly all of their energy needs 
provided by marine hydrokinetic en-
ergy. 

Currently, this still young and devel-
oping form of energy technology is in 
the process of being commercialized. 

In Maine, hydrokinetic devices that 
harness energy from the tides near 
Cobscook Bay have been connected to 
the electric grid and provide enough 
power for 25 to 30 homes. In Hawaii, a 
hydrokinetic device has become the 
first to be connected to the electric 
grid that harnesses energy from waves. 

These are the beginning steps toward 
commercializing this energy form, and 
it will enable them to become more 
widespread and provide power to the 
grids in our cities and communities. 

Importantly, this amendment will 
improve the efficiency of regulations 
impacting the licensing of marine and 
hydrokinetic projects. The amendment 
would provide clarity on the regula-
tions that need to be satisfied for 
projects seeking a license and the 
agencies involved in reviewing the li-
censing process so that innovative 
projects don’t get caught up in needless 
bureaucracy. 

Marine and hydrokinetic will provide 
a continuous and a clean source of en-
ergy. This amendment would support 
and promote continued investment in 
research and development of 
hydrokinetic projects that work to 
harness power from ocean waves, cur-
rents, and tides, as well as our Nation’s 
rivers, lakes, and streams. It would 
also improve the regulatory barriers 
that slow the licensing process for 
these projects. 

Marine and hydrokinetic energy is a 
source of energy we need to continue to 
develop, improve, and connect to the 
grid to provide our cities and commu-
nities with the electricity that they 
need. 

I thank my colleague from Hawaii, 
Congressman TAKAI, for all of his work 
in support of marine and hydrokinetic 
power and for his support of this 
amendment. 

I strongly urge support for the 
Deutch-Takai amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. UPTON. Mr. Chairman, I claim 

the time in opposition. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Michigan is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Chair, I would say 
that I am convinced that this is a good 
amendment, and I will be in support of 
the amendment. 

We have many Members, particularly 
CATHY MCMORRIS RODGERS on our com-
mittee, who are strong supporters of 
hydropower. 

b 2015 

This amendment promotes the re-
search, development, and demonstra-
tion of marine hydrokinetic energy 
technologies and improves the regu-
latory process for such programs. As 
such, we support the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. DEUTCH). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 34 OFFERED BY MR. GRAYSON 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 34 printed 
in House Report 114–359. 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill, add the following: 
TITLE ll—OTHER MATTERS 

SEC. ll. SMART METER PRIVACY RIGHTS. 
(a) ELECTRICAL CORPORATION OR GAS COR-

PORATIONS.— 
(1) For purposes of this section, ‘‘electrical 

or gas consumption data’’ means data about 
a customer’s electrical or natural gas usage 
that is made available as part of an advanced 
metering infrastructure, and includes the 
name, account number, or residence of the 
customer. 

(2)(A) An electrical corporation or gas cor-
poration shall not share, disclose, or other-
wise make accessible to any third party a 
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customer’s electrical or gas consumption 
data, except as provided in subsection (a) (5) 
or upon the consent of the customer. 

(B) An electrical corporation or gas cor-
poration shall not sell a customer’s elec-
trical or gas consumption data or any other 
personally identifiable information for any 
purpose. 

(C) The electrical corporation or gas cor-
poration or its contractors shall not provide 
an incentive or discount to the customer for 
accessing the customer’s electrical or gas 
consumption data without the prior consent 
of the customer. 

(D) An electrical or gas corporation that 
utilizes an advanced metering infrastructure 
that allows a customer to access the cus-
tomer’s electrical and gas consumption data 
shall ensure that the customer has an option 
to access that data without being required to 
agree to the sharing of his or her personally 
identifiable information, including electrical 
or gas consumption data, with a third party. 

(3) If an electrical corporation or gas cor-
poration contracts with a third party for a 
service that allows a customer to monitor 
his or her electricity or gas usage, and that 
third party uses the data for a secondary 
commercial purpose, the contract between 
the electrical corporation or gas corporation 
and the third party shall provide that the 
third party prominently discloses that sec-
ondary commercial purpose to the customer. 

(4) An electrical corporation or gas cor-
poration shall use reasonable security proce-
dures and practices to protect a customer’s 
unencrypted electrical or gas consumption 
data from unauthorized access, destruction, 
use, modification, or disclosure. 

(5)(A) Nothing in this section shall pre-
clude an electrical corporation or gas cor-
poration from using customer aggregate 
electrical or gas consumption data for anal-
ysis, reporting, or program management if 
all information has been removed regarding 
the individual identity of a customer. 

(B) Nothing in this section shall preclude 
an electrical corporation or gas corporation 
from disclosing a customer’s electrical or 
gas consumption data to a third party for 
system, grid, or operational needs, or the im-
plementation of demand response, energy 
management, or energy efficiency programs, 
provided that, for contracts entered into 
after January 1, 2016, the utility has required 
by contract that the third party implement 
and maintain reasonable security procedures 
and practices appropriate to the nature of 
the information, to protect the personal in-
formation from unauthorized access, de-
struction, use, modification, or disclosure, 
and prohibits the use of the data for a sec-
ondary commercial purpose not related to 
the primary purpose of the contract without 
the customer’s consent. 

(C) Nothing in this section shall preclude 
an electrical corporation or gas corporation 
from disclosing electrical or gas consump-
tion data as required or permitted under 
State or Federal law or by an order of a 
State public utility commission. 

(6) If a customer chooses to disclose his or 
her electrical or gas consumption data to a 
third party that is unaffiliated with, and has 
no other business relationship with, the elec-
trical or gas corporation, the electrical or 
gas corporation shall not be responsible for 
the security of that data, or its use or mis-
use. 

(b) LOCAL PUBLICLY OWNED ELECTRIC UTILI-
TIES.— 

(1) For purposes of this section, ‘‘electrical 
consumption data’’ means data about a cus-
tomer’s electrical usage that is made avail-
able as part of an advanced metering infra-
structure, and includes the name, account 
number, or residence of the customer. 

(2)(A) A local publicly owned electric util-
ity shall not share, disclose, or otherwise 
make accessible to any third party a cus-
tomer’s electrical consumption data, except 
as provided in subsection (b) (5) or upon the 
consent of the customer. 

(B) A local publicly owned electric utility 
shall not sell a customer’s electrical con-
sumption data or any other personally iden-
tifiable information for any purpose. 

(C) The local publicly owned electric util-
ity or its contractors shall not provide an in-
centive or discount to the customer for ac-
cessing the customer’s electrical consump-
tion data without the prior consent of the 
customer. 

(D) A local publicly owned electric utility 
that utilizes an advanced metering infra-
structure that allows a customer to access 
the customer’s electrical consumption data 
shall ensure that the customer has an option 
to access that data without being required to 
agree to the sharing of his or her personally 
identifiable information, including electrical 
consumption data, with a third party. 

(3) If a local publicly owned electric utility 
contracts with a third party for a service 
that allows a customer to monitor his or her 
electricity usage, and that third party uses 
the data for a secondary commercial pur-
pose, the contract between the local publicly 
owned electric utility and the third party 
shall provide that the third party promi-
nently discloses that secondary commercial 
purpose to the customer. 

(4) A local publicly owned electric utility 
shall use reasonable security procedures and 
practices to protect a customer’s 
unencrypted electrical consumption data 
from unauthorized access, destruction, use, 
modification, or disclosure, and prohibits the 
use of the data for a secondary commercial 
purpose not related to the primary purpose 
of the contract without the customer’s con-
sent. 

(5)(A) Nothing in this section shall pre-
clude a local publicly owned electric utility 
from using customer aggregate electrical 
consumption data for analysis, reporting, or 
program management if all information has 
been removed regarding the individual iden-
tity of a customer. 

(B) Nothing in this section shall preclude a 
local publicly owned electric utility from 
disclosing a customer’s electrical consump-
tion data to a third party for system, grid, or 
operational needs, or the implementation of 
demand response, energy management, or 
energy efficiency programs, provided, for 
contracts entered into after January 1, 2016, 
that the utility has required by contract 
that the third party implement and main-
tain reasonable security procedures and 
practices appropriate to the nature of the in-
formation, to protect the personal informa-
tion from unauthorized access, destruction, 
use, modification, or disclosure. 

(C) Nothing in this section shall preclude a 
local publicly owned electric utility from 
disclosing electrical consumption data as re-
quired under State or Federal law. 

(6) If a customer chooses to disclose his or 
her electrical consumption data to a third 
party that is unaffiliated with, and has no 
other business relationship with, the local 
publicly owned electric utility, the utility 
shall not be responsible for the security of 
that data, or its use or misuse. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 542, the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. GRAYSON) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, my 
amendment would establish minimum 

privacy standards for smart meters on 
people’s homes which are part of the 
smart electric grid. 

According to the U.S. Energy Infor-
mation Administration, as of 2013, 
nearly 52 million smart meters have al-
ready been installed in the United 
States. This amendment would pro-
hibit locally publicly owned electric 
utilities, electrical corporations, or gas 
companies from sharing, disclosing, or 
otherwise making accessible to any 
third party a customer’s electrical or 
gas consumption data. 

It would also require these utilities 
to use reasonable security procedures 
and practices to protect the customer’s 
unencrypted electrical and gas con-
sumption data from unauthorized ac-
cess, destruction, use, modification, or 
disclosure. 

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

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Chairman, I claim 
the 5 minutes in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Michigan is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. UPTON. And I will use my time 
to support the amendment. 

This amendment does establish min-
imum privacy standards for smart me-
ters. I think it is a smart amendment, 
brilliant, and it needs to be adopted. 

I encourage my colleagues to support 
it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. GRAYSON). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 35 OFFERED BY MS. JACKSON 

LEE 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 35 printed 
in House Report 114–359. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill, add the following: 

TITLEllOTHER MATTERS 
SEC. llll. YOUTH ENERGY ENTERPRISE COM-

PETITION. 
The Secretaries of Energy and Commerce 

shall jointly establish an energy enterprise 
competition to encourage youth to propose 
solutions to the energy challenges of the 
United States and to promote youth interest 
in careers in science, technology, engineer-
ing, and math, especially as those fields re-
late to energy. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 542, the gentlewoman 
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Texas. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. I just want to 
take a moment, Mr. Chairman, as we 
have been debating important energy 
issues on the floor of the House, to 
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offer my deepest sympathy to the fami-
lies who have lost loved ones in San 
Bernardino and hope that we will come 
together as a country and find solu-
tions to this terrible tragedy. 

Mr. Chairman, I thank you for giving 
me the opportunity to introduce this 
amendment because it talks about the 
goodness of this Nation and the won-
derment of our youth. My amendment 
particularly is called the Youth Energy 
Enterprise Competition. It asks the 
Secretaries of Energy and Commerce 
to jointly establish an energy enter-
prise competition to encourage youth 
to propose solutions to the energy 
challenges of the United States and to 
promote youth interests and careers in 
science, technology, engineering, and 
math, especially those fields that re-
late to energy. 

As a member of the United States 
Congress, I have had the privilege of 
being on the Congressional Award 
Board that provides medals to young 
people across the country for their pub-
lic service, for their volunteerism. I 
can see when they come to Washington 
the excitement and the future of this 
Nation. 

I truly believe that the future of this 
Nation is in energy independence. Eco-
nomic growth, national security, ex-
panding opportunities, and diversifying 
the energy sector workforce are crit-
ical issues we must invest our time and 
talent in. 

Across America, colleges, community 
colleges, high schools, and middle 
schools are talking about science, tech-
nology, engineering, and math. We are 
trying to introduce our children to the 
wonders of science, technology, engi-
neering, and math. 

I do it by introducing my young peo-
ple to NASA, NASA Johnson, inviting 
them down to the space center and 
watching their eyes open in amaze-
ment, or my annual Toys for the Kids 
effort, a big Christmas party, and the 
most popular entity is the astronaut 
and the space exhibit. So I know it is 
in our children. 

My amendment is consistent with 
the administration’s commitment to 
promoting our national economic and 
homeland security interests and em-
powering our youth. It asks the Secre-
taries of the Energy and Commerce De-
partments to develop a challenge so 
that our young people can compete 
with their ideas about the energy chal-
lenges of America. 

It is a good approach to getting ideas 
to those of us who are policymakers or 
maybe even to the world of the energy 
industry, from those in Silicon Val-
ley—and when I say that, dealing with 
high tech—to the hard-nosed energy in 
our Midwest, and certainly down to 
Houston, Texas, where we are dealing 
with LNG, natural gas, and oil and 
looking for new ways to produce that 
product in a safe and environmentally 
secure way. 

I think this competition will bring 
forth new ideas, excited young people, 
maybe starting from elementary or 

middle school, certainly working with 
young people in high school and re-
warding them for their talent. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a number of 
pictures from my district. One exhibits 
a community garden but really is 
teaching young people about soil and 
the idea of how you raise trees and 
dealing with the science of farming. 
Then you have them also dealing with 
a drone, knowing the technology of 
that and using it in a good way. 

I have faith in America’s youth, and 
I believe that this amendment will help 
us bring to the forefront their talent 
and bright new ideas to make this Na-
tion the kind of strong and powerful 
nation that we know it is but, more 
importantly, using the genius of our 
youth to face the 21st century energy 
challenges. 

I ask my colleagues to support my 
amendment. 

Mr. Chair, I have an amendment at the 
desk. 

It is listed in the Committee Report as Jack-
son Lee #35. 

Let me express my appreciation to Chair-
man UPTON and Ranking Member PALLONE for 
their leadership and commitment to American 
energy infrastructure development, security, 
independence and economic growth. 

I also wish to thank Chairman SESSIONS, 
Ranking Member SLAUGHTER, and the mem-
bers of the Rules Committee for making in 
order Jackson Lee Amendment #35. 

Mr. Chair, thank you for the opportunity to 
explain my amendment, which provides: 

YOUTH ENERGY ENTERPRISE COMPETITION 
The Secretaries of Energy and Commerce 

shall jointly establish an energy enterprise 
competition to encourage youth to propose so-
lutions to the energy challenges of the United 
States and to promote youth interest in ca-
reers in science, technology, engineering, and 
math, especially, as those fields relate to en-
ergy. 

Mr. Chair, American energy independence, 
economic growth, national security, and ex-
panding opportunities and diversifying the en-
ergy sector workforce are critical issues we 
must invest our time and talent in. 

But we can diversify the energy sector only 
if we encourage our youth to be interested in 
energy related fields, which will position our 
nation as the leader in the 21st century. 

H.R. 8 seeks to continue to modernize en-
ergy infrastructure, help our nation build a 21st 
century energy and manufacturing workforce, 
bolster America’s energy security and diplo-
macy, promote energy efficiency and govern-
ment accountability. 

As the Member of Congress from Houston, 
the energy capital of the nation, I am always 
looking to support energy policies that not only 
make our nation more energy independent 
and create jobs but one that also invests in 
the future of America: our youth. 

According to the Department of Education, 
16 percent of American high school seniors 
are proficient in math and interested in a 
STEM career. 

We need to improve on getting more youth 
interested in and excited about careers in 
STEM. 

My Amendment seeks to inspire youth and 
create opportunities for youth to become ex-
cited about careers in the energy industry and 

to pursue energy related educational degrees 
in the STEM industry. 

The Administration and our nation as a 
whole must remain committed to inspiring, 
educating and equipping the next generation 
of Googles, Amazons, Twitters and Facebooks 
of the energy sector. 

In today’s world, one only need look at all 
the technology we need to get by in our day 
to day dealings to understand the impact of 
STEM on our lives. 

Toddlers now have hand-held tablets to 
watch their cartoons such as Pepper the Pig 
and Thomas the Train, owing to innovation in 
technology and exposure to technology. 

Similarly, in the science, technology, engi-
neering and math fields as it relates to energy, 
young people can be the solution to some of 
the challenges faced by our nation, but only 
through preparedness. 

Indeed, educating our youth in Science, 
Technology, Engineering, and Mathematics 
(STEM) fields is central to U.S. economic 
competitiveness and growth. 

According to a PEW Research Report, 
countries like Hong Kong, Singapore and Tai-
wan are leading the way in the globe in edu-
cating and preparing their youth in STEM. 

My Amendment seeks to propel U.S. youth 
so that they surpass their peers in the global 
community. 

Specifically, this Amendment directs the 
Secretaries of Energy and Commerce to jointly 
establish an energy enterprise competition to 
encourage youth to propose solutions to the 
energy challenges of the United States and to 
promote youth interest in careers in science, 
technology, engineering, and math, especially 
as those fields relate to energy. 

We need to prepare tomorrow’s leaders for 
the competitive world of energy independence, 
security and infrastructure building. 

Part of our long-term strategy ought to be to 
stimulate and promote innovation among 
young people to meet tomorrow’s sure de-
mand for adequate supply of a qualified work-
force in the STEM fields, specifically as it re-
lates to energy. 

Mr. Chair, my Amendment will create the 
space and nurture the platform to develop our 
young people’s ability to think deeply about 
the energy challenges of our nation and the 
role they can play in coming up with solutions. 

A youth energy enterprise competition can 
be the breeding ground for future innovators, 
educators, researchers, and leaders in the en-
ergy sector who can solve the most pressing 
challenges facing our nation and our world, 
both today and tomorrow. 

For all these reasons, I urge my colleagues 
to join me and support Jackson Lee Amend-
ment #35. 

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

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Chairman, I claim 
the 5 minutes in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. UPTON. But there is no way I 
could oppose this amendment, let me 
just say from the beginning. 

This amendment directs the Secre-
taries of Energy and Commerce to 
jointly establish an energy enterprise 
competition to promote youth interest 
in careers in science, technology, engi-
neering, and math, especially as those 
fields related to energy. 
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I heard from one of my heroes today, 

Dean Kamen, probably the best inven-
tor of our time. He has, on his own, 
started just a wonderful program em-
ploying hundreds of thousands of youth 
all around the country, all around the 
world, a competition called FIRST Ro-
botics, to really get high school and 
middle school students invested in 
looking at the science of so many dif-
ferent things in competitions that I 
participated in. 

My Governor, Rick Snyder, who was 
in town tonight, was honored as I think 
the number one guy in the Nation ear-
lier this year in Michigan. We are 
going to have the national competition 
in Detroit, I want to say, in 2 years. 
But I have been at the regional com-
petition for this, and where kids and 
mentors and companies are invested, 
this is the future of science in so many 
different things. 

This is a great amendment. I would 
urge all my colleagues to vote for it. I 
know that, as I look at my friendship 
with Dean Kamen, he will probably 
never talk to me again if I oppose the 
amendment. It is a great amendment. 
It should have been done as part of our 
committee mark. 

I look forward to working with the 
Education committees and appropri-
ators to make sure that it is funded. It 
is a good thing. I would urge all my 
colleagues to support it. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman from Michigan. I 
yield such time as he may consume to 
the distinguished gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE). 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Chairman, I just 
want to thank my colleague from 
Texas for coming up with such a great 
program for young people. Listening to 
her and her sense of optimism about 
the future, I think that is what we need 
to encourage with our young people. I 
was so pleased to see that the chair-
man of our committee also supports it. 

I would like to lend my support and 
urge the amendment’s adoption. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. If I may, Mr. 
Chairman, I want to thank Mr. UPTON 
for his enthusiasm. 

Dean Kamen is a hero of all of us. As 
I said, the greatest joy that I have seen 
in my young people when I invite them 
out is going to NASA Johnson out in 
Houston and, as well, when I bring the 
astronauts either to their schools or, 
more importantly, when NASA goes 
out to the schools. But when I have 
this big Christmas party, Santa Claus 
comes, but I will tell you that the as-
tronauts are enormously popular. 

I want to thank Mr. PALLONE, as 
well, for being committed to the en-
ergy and the dreaming and the inspira-
tion and talent of our young people. 
That is what this amendment is about. 
I hope we can work together to find the 
funding but, more importantly, to get 
our young people engaged. I think they 
will have a lot of answers. 

I ask my colleagues to support this 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON 
LEE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 36 OFFERED BY MS. MENG 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 36 printed 
in House Report 114–359. 

Ms. MENG. Mr. Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill, add the following: 
TITLEll—OTHER MATTERS 

SEC. llll. MODERNIZATION OF TERMS RELAT-
ING TO MINORITIES. 

(a) OFFICE OF MINORITY ECONOMIC IMPACT.— 
Section 211(f)(1) of the Department of Energy 
Organization Act (42 U.S.C. 7141(f)(1)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘a Negro, Puerto Rican, 
American Indian, Eskimo, Oriental, or Aleut 
or is a Spanish speaking individual of Span-
ish descent’’ and inserting ‘‘Asian American, 
African American, Hispanic, Puerto Rican, 
Native American, or an Alaska Native’’. 

(b) MINORITY BUSINESS ENTERPRISES.—Sec-
tion 106(f)(2) of the Local Public Works Cap-
ital Development and Investment Act of 1976 
(42 U.S.C. 6705(f)(2)) is amended by striking 
‘‘Negroes, Spanish-speaking, Orientals, Indi-
ans, Eskimos, and Aleuts’’ and inserting 
‘‘Asian American, African American, His-
panic, Native American, or Alaska Natives’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 542, the gentlewoman 
from New York (Ms. MENG) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York. 

Ms. MENG. Mr. Chair, this bipartisan 
amendment is simple. It seeks to 
strike the term ‘‘Oriental’’ from Fed-
eral law in the last two remaining in-
stances it is used to refer to a person 
within the Federal law. 

I thank my colleague and my friend, 
Chairman ROYCE, for cosponsoring this 
amendment with me. 

Mr. Chair, in the same way, I would 
not want either of my children to be 
referred to as ‘‘Oriental’’ by their 
teacher at school, I hope we can all 
agree that the term ‘‘Oriental’’ no 
longer deserves a place in Federal law. 

Toward that end, this amendment 
strikes the offensive term from 42 
U.S.C. 7141 and 42 U.S.C. 6705, two sec-
tions of Federal law written in the 
1970s that fall under the jurisdiction of 
the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

Congress once found it appropriate to 
pass laws such as the Chinese Exclu-
sion Act and the Geary Act, but we 
also found it appropriate to repeal 
them. Times change. What is accept-
able changes, and this Congress more 
often than not yields to that change. 

Mr. Chair, I call on my colleagues to 
join me in striking the legal use of out-
dated terms that many in the commu-
nity would find offensive. I thank the 
Committee on Rules for making this 

amendment in order. I thank the chair-
man for allowing me time to speak on 
what is an important issue to my dis-
trict, and I thank, again, Mr. ROYCE for 
his support and his cosponsorship of 
this amendment. 

I urge support for the amendment. 
Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of 

my time. 
Mr. UPTON. Mr. Chairman, I claim 

the time in opposition, but again, I 
strongly support this amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman from Michigan is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. UPTON. Mr. Chair, I am de-

lighted that Ms. MENG brought this to 
our attention. Mr. ROYCE is a very dear 
friend. I know we all share the same 
thoughts. I also want to just thank 
PETE SESSIONS, chairman of the Com-
mittee on Rules, for making this 
amendment in order. I would urge all 
my colleagues to support the amend-
ment and appreciate it being offered 
tonight. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. MENG. Mr. Chair, I thank the 

gentleman for his kind words. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Chair, I rise today to speak 

in support of the amendment to H.R. 8 intro-
duced by my colleague, the Gentlewoman 
from New York, Representative MENG. 

Racism and discrimination has no place in 
America today. We are a nation of immigrants 
that is proud of its diversity. 

And when we get the chance, we should 
correct the mistakes of the past. That is what 
this amendment is about. The Federal Code 
still contains language on ethnicity that is anti-
quated and inappropriate. Our society has pro-
gressed a great deal in the last 100 years. It 
is time for us to do the same to our Federal 
Code. 

This amendment eliminates outdated, dis-
respectful terms from federal law and replaces 
them with terms, such as ‘‘Asian American,’’ 
‘‘Alaska Natives,’’ and ‘‘Hispanic,’’ that are 
more appropriate for our times and in keeping 
with our values. 

Deleting inappropriate terms from usage in 
the U.S. Code is a simple means of dem-
onstrating respect for our nation’s diversity, 
and it will have no effect on the underlying 
federal laws. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Ms. MENG). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 37 OFFERED BY MR. PALLONE 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 37 printed 
in House Report 114–359. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill, add the following 
new title: 

TITLE VII—EFFECTIVE DATE 
SEC. 7001. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

This Act shall not take effect until the En-
ergy Information Administration has ana-
lyzed and published a report on the carbon 
impacts of the provisions of this Act. 
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The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 

House Resolution 542, the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Chairman, de-
spite original efforts to pass a bipar-
tisan bill to address some of our energy 
infrastructure needs, H.R. 8 has become 
an attempt by the Republican Party to 
create backward-facing legislation that 
replaces many good provisions with 
legislation that would continue to re-
ward polluters and contribute to our 
climate change issue. 

b 2030 
In yesterday’s debate on the CRAs, 

we heard time and again that climate 
change is not a priority for Repub-
licans because they are more concerned 
with the economy and jobs. 

Unlike the rhetoric that they would 
have us believe, a good economy and 
sound environmental policies are not 
mutually exclusive. We have actually 
experienced a boost in the economy 
under the Clean Air Act. 

However, climate change is having a 
real effect on our communities, from 
more frequent extreme weather events, 
like Hurricane Sandy, to the extreme 
drought in California, to the floods ex-
perienced in Florida. The emotional 
and economic tolls of these events have 
been great and will continue to in-
crease the longer this Congress ignores 
these pressing issues. 

Mr. Chairman, we cannot continue to 
ignore climate change and disseminate 
misinformation. We are putting our-
selves on a track towards irreparable 
damage. 

Climate change and energy are inex-
orably linked. Each are a facet of the 
other. Energy is the source of 84 per-
cent of U.S. greenhouse gas emissions, 
and any energy bill has a large impact 
on the direction of energy investment. 

To that end, it is critical that legis-
lation that is focused on developing 
U.S. energy policy move the country 
on the right path by helping to reduce 
carbon pollution, not to increase it. It 
is imperative that U.S. energy policy 
promote clean forms of energy and help 
make all energy use more efficient. 

A necessary step to understanding its 
potential impact on emissions is to 
have the energy bill scored before it is 
enacted, and my amendment would do 
just that. The energy bill would be sub-
mitted to the Energy Information Ad-
ministration, who would determine the 
overall short- and long-term impacts of 
the bill on U.S. greenhouse gas emis-
sions: the Climate Pollution Score. The 
bill should not be enacted until such an 
analysis is complete. 

Mr. Chairman, we know that the 
higher levels of greenhouse gases will 
continue to perturb our climate and 
impact public health. The responsible 
choice is to ensure that we are not con-
tributing to the problem. 

As Members of this Congress, it is 
our responsibility to protect the inter-

ests of Americans, which includes pro-
tecting Americans from the dev-
astating effects of climate change 
while we still can. This amendment 
will allow us to do just that by giving 
us necessary information to analyze 
the effects of this legislation. 

So I strongly urge my colleagues to 
vote to protect Americans by voting 
for this amendment. 

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

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Chairman, I claim 
the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Michigan is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. UPTON. This amendment, as 
properly stated, would provide that the 
bill should not take effect until the En-
ergy Information Administration has 
done a study and prepared a report on 
the carbon impacts of the provision. 

So, in essence, it would delay imple-
mentation of the bill indefinitely. And 
we believe that that would be a diver-
sion, as the focus of this bill is to mod-
ernize our energy infrastructure and 
ensure access to affordable, reliable en-
ergy in a strong economy as fast as we 
can. 

An economy based on reliable, afford-
able energy provides the means for the 
prosperity for future generations and 
the economic strength to respond and 
adapt to future challenges. It is par-
ticularly true when it comes to risks of 
climate change, whether natural or 
man-influenced. 

The bill promotes technological inno-
vation; the development of resilient, 
efficient energy infrastructure; and a 
strong economy to withstand climate 
events, regardless of the causes. Delay-
ing the measures in this bill denies the 
public a direct path to a stronger, more 
resilient energy infrastructure and 
greater economic growth. 

Because of those reasons, I would 
urge my colleagues to vote against my 
friend’s amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

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

The score that I am asking for that 
would be done by the Energy Informa-
tion Administration would not indefi-
nitely delay the bill. They have the 
ability to do the scoring. 

This is an independent agency within 
the Energy Department that was cre-
ated on a bipartisan basis. It is non-
partisan. It collects energy data for the 
United States. And once the score was 
attributed, the bill could move for-
ward. 

But the point is we need to know 
what the impact is going to be on the 
environment, on air pollution, and on 
climate change. 

I think that my concern, of course, is 
that this legislation was scored nega-
tively, and that is the reason why I 
think we need to have a score. It is cer-
tainly not going to delay the bill in-
definitely, as was suggested by the 
chairman. 

I urge a vote in favor of this amend-
ment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PAL-
LONE). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey will be 
postponed. 
AMENDMENT NO. 38 OFFERED BY MR. NORCROSS 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 38 printed 
in House Report 114–359. 

Mr. NORCROSS. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of title III, add the following 
new section: 
SEC. 3007. REPORT ON SMART METER SECURITY 

CONCERNS. 
Not later than 1 year after the date of en-

actment of this Act, the Secretary of Energy 
shall transmit to Congress a report on the 
weaknesses in currently available smart me-
ters’ security architecture and features, in-
cluding an absence of event logging, as de-
scribed in the Government Accountability 
Office testimony entitled ‘‘Critical Infra-
structure Protection: Cybersecurity of the 
Nation’s Electricity Grid Requires Continued 
Attention’’ on October 21, 2015. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 542, the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. NORCROSS) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. NORCROSS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

First of all, I appreciate the chair-
man and ranking member bringing this 
bill to us. 

As we know and the title indicates, 
this is about energy security. Well, my 
amendment is very simple and direct. 
We are urging and specifically direct-
ing that the Secretary of Energy study 
the potential cybersecurity weakness 
in smart meters and to report back on 
this in 1 year. 

So the first question is: What is a 
smart meter? For the consumer, it is 
that little box outside your air condi-
tioner or by the panel. It provides sav-
ings to the consumer, and to the util-
ity provider, it is about providing that 
secure, reliable electricity at a com-
petitive price. 

But these meters were designed back 
before the world as we know it today. 
Now we have to think of things very 
differently and think of them before 
they happen. 

So what are the risks? A GAO official 
revealed the vulnerability in these 
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smart meters. There are approximately 
40 million to 50 million of these meters 
that are already installed in hospitals, 
churches, homes, and in industry that 
could potentially be a target for hack-
ers. That is why we should be con-
cerned. 

The CIA report spoke about that ma-
licious activity against IT systems and 
power systems overseas. Our society 
has become so reliant on the very elec-
tricity that we are standing under 
today that those who would do damage 
to our country might have a vulnera-
bility here. And we need to act before 
they do. This is why I bring this 
amendment forward. 

I started out as an electrician many 
years ago, so I understand the power 
side of it. I sit on the Emerging 
Threats Subcommittee. I hear those 
threats each and every day. We have to 
make sure that we keep our homes, our 
businesses, and, most importantly, our 
military safe. 

We are talking about damaged equip-
ment and potentially massive black-
outs, not just like the ones we had in 
New York almost a decade ago but po-
tentially taking down our entire grid. 

Smart meters are now part of the 
fabric of what we do day in and day 
out. This amendment very carefully 
identifies those vulnerabilities. I would 
urge members to support this. 

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

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition, but I support the amend-
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman from Michigan is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. UPTON. This is the second smart 

amendment that is part of this. Both 
are good. We adopted the Grayson 
amendment a little while ago. It was a 
good amendment. 

This amendment directs the Sec-
retary of Energy to study weaknesses 
in the security architecture of certain 
smart meters currently available and 
promulgate regulations to mitigate 
those weaknesses. 

We want every home to be safe, abso-
lutely. We need to take all those steps, 
whether it be people’s individual bill-
ing, whatever it might be. It is a good 
amendment. As I told Mr. GRAYSON, it 
is brilliant, smart. 

I appreciate the gentleman’s amend-
ment, and I urge my colleagues to sup-
port it. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. NORCROSS. I certainly appre-
ciate the support. This is just one of 
many items that we have to look for-
ward to before those who want to do us 
harm. So I appreciate it, and I urge the 
passing of this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. NOR-
CROSS). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. UPTON. Mr. Chairman, I move 

that the Committee do now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
ALLEN) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
WOODALL, Acting Chair of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration 
the bill (H.R. 8) to modernize energy 
infrastructure, build a 21st century en-
ergy and manufacturing workforce, 
bolster America’s energy security and 
diplomacy, and promote energy effi-
ciency and government accountability, 
and for other purposes, had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

f 

SYRIAN REFUGEES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
WOODALL). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 2015, the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) 
is recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the majority leader. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, al-
though there are apparently those in 
the media that think it is fun to belit-
tle people who express their great sym-
pathy, thoughts, and prayers for the 
victims and their families out in San 
Bernardino, California, right now, 
those of us who care do extend our 
thoughts and prayers for those people. 

We don’t know quite yet who the per-
petrators were. I think this is impor-
tant, as we have been talking about 
Syrian refugees quite a bit the last few 
weeks, and the President’s intention to 
bring Syrian refugees into this coun-
try. 

Our friend, Senator JEFF SESSIONS, 
provided a list of 12 vetted refugees 
from areas where we actually had ma-
terial, where we had information. Un-
like the Syrian refugees, the FBI and 
Homeland Security felt they had plen-
ty of information to vet these individ-
uals, did vet them, thoroughly checked 
them out, and then brought them into 
the country. 

This article from Neil Munro is dated 
November 24, 2015. He mentions: 

‘‘Senator Jeff Sessions is out with a 
list of 12 vetted refugees who quickly 
joined jihad plots to attack the United 
States. 

‘‘He’s spotlighting the refugees- 
turned-jihadis because he’s trying to 
prod GOP leaders into halting Con-
gress’ normal practice of giving the 
President huge leeway to import for-
eign migrants and refugees into the 
United States.’’ 

It goes on: ‘‘Obama says the new ref-
ugees will be vetted. But top security 
officials say the Syrians can’t be vet-
ted because the U.S. doesn’t know what 
they were doing in Syria before they 
applied for refugee status.’’ 

b 2045 

The article goes on: 
‘‘Besides, many of the jihad attempts 

in the United States are launched by 

the children of Muslim refugees and 
migrants. That list include the two 
Chechen brothers who bombed the Bos-
ton Marathon, and Anwar al-Awlaki 
who was killed by a U.S. missile strike 
when he fled to Yemen after the 9/11 
atrocity. That means the Americans’ 
federal government is actively import-
ing national-security problems that 
will eventually cost billions of dollars 
to manage, but cannot be eliminated.’’ 

And this list only covers 2015. There 
may be many more from 2015. There 
are certainly many more from prior 
years. 

But here are just some of the individ-
uals that this administration com-
pletely vetted, made sure they were 
not a threat to the United States and 
our people, and, yet, brought them in 
only to find they were and are terror-
ists. 

On January 29, 2015, in the United 
States District Court for the Eastern 
District of Virginia, a Federal warrant 
was unsealed for the arrest of Liban 
Haji Mohamed—a native of Somalia 
who sources indicate came to the 
United States as a refugee, adjusted to 
lawful permanent resident status, and 
subsequently and applied for and re-
ceived citizenship. 

‘‘Mohamed is believed to have left 
the U.S. on July 5, 2012, with the intent 
to join Al-Shabaab in East Africa. 
Mohamed previously lived in the metro 
D.C. area and worked as a cab driver, 
and is believed to have snuck across 
the border to Mexico after being placed 
on the no-fly list. Carl Ghattas, Special 
Agent in Charge of the FBI’s Wash-
ington, D.C. Field Office, emphasized 
the importance of locating Mohamed: 
‘Because he has knowledge of the 
Washington, D.C., area’s infrastructure 
such as shopping areas, Metro, air-
ports, and government buildings, this 
makes him an asset to his terrorist as-
sociates who might plot attacks on 
U.S. soil.’ ’’ One refugee. 

Second refugee: On February 5, 2015, 
a native of Somalia came to the United 
States as a refugee. And this was done 
under the Bush administration. 
Abdinassir Mohamud Ibrahim came at 
the age of 22, in 2007, and then was 
later adjusted to lawful permanent 
resident status. 

But, on February 5, he was sentenced 
to 15 years in federal prison for con-
spiring to provide material support to 
Al-Shabaab, a designated foreign ter-
rorist organization. He lied on his ap-
plication for citizenship, lied on his re-
quest for refugee status, and falsely 
claimed—these are what he was con-
victed of and charged with—falsely 
claiming that he was a member of the 
minority Awer clan in Somalia and 
subject to persecution by the majority 
Hawiye clan. However, Ibrahim was ac-
tually a member of the clan that was 
the persecutor and not the persecuted. 
That was Mr. Abdinassir Mohamud 
Ibrahim. 

Also, in Missouri, Abdullah Ramo 
Pazara, a native of Bosnia, came to the 
United States as a refugee, completely 
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