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days in which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material in the RECORD on the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Washington?

There was no objection.

Mrs. RODGERS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of S.
1648, the Launch Communications Act.
Earlier this year, the House of Rep-
resentatives passed a similar version,
H.R. 682, which was led by the gentle-
men from Florida’s Second and Ninth
Districts, Representatives SoTo and
DUNN.

This legislation is the product of bi-
partisan, bicameral negotiations. It
takes important steps to streamline
the process for commercial space
launch providers to access the spec-
trum frequencies they need and ensure
that a lack of coordination between
Federal agencies does not hamper the
thriving commercial space economy.

Importantly, just like Congressman
DUNN’s H.R. 682, this bill not only adds
a new license model to meet growing
demand, but preserves the ability of
launch providers to avail themselves of
the special temporary authority model
that has served us so well.

I thank Senator SCHMITT for working
with us and for leading this product in
the Senate, and I urge my colleagues to
support S. 1648.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to support the bill, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of S.
1648, the Launch Communications Act.

Over the last decade, we have seen
the costs for exploring space drop dra-
matically. As a result, space launches
in this country have increased dra-
matically. In 2013, the Federal Aviation
Administration authorized eight
launches. By 2023, just a decade later,
the number was 117, and the number of
space launches is only expected to in-
crease in the years to come. Indeed, the
FAA has already authorized over 100
launches this year.
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To ensure our Nation as a global
leader in space and other cutting-edge
technologies, we must continue to fos-
ter this growth, which, in turn, will en-
hance our national security capabili-
ties.

Transporting satellites to space can-
not happen without launch entities
having reliable access to electro-
magnetic spectrum. While the FCC has
made impressive strides in the last
year to allocate more spectrum for
space launches, additional spectrum re-
sources are needed. Congress must
build on the FCC’s efforts by making
more spectrum available for commer-
cial space launches as well as the space
reentries.

This bill would help solve this chal-
lenge. Specifically, the Launch Com-
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munications Act directs the FCC to
complete a rulemaking proceeding and
adopt rules so that commercial space
launches and reentries have access to
the spectrum bands identified in the
bill. The bill also requires the FCC to
streamline its process for licensing
spectrum to commercial space launch
providers. Taken together, these ef-
forts will better support providers as
they communicate with their space ve-
hicles during flight and upon reentry.

While this bill and its House com-
panion are nearly identical, I will note
that the differences between the two
should not have a significant impact on
the effect of the bill.

For instance, the House bill included
a savings clause to specify that noth-
ing in the bill would change the cur-
rent special temporary authority for
launch spectrum. While the version we
are debating today does not have the
savings clause, nothing in this bill
should impact the ability of the FCC to
provide access to launch spectrum
using its special temporary authority.

I commend Representatives Soto and
Dunn for their bipartisan work on the
House version of the bill. S. 1648 will
help secure America’s leadership in the
commercial space industry by
strengthening our Nation’s position as
a prime destination for launching sat-
ellites into space.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this bill, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

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

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I urge
my colleagues on both sides of the aisle
to support this bill that basically pro-
vides commercial space launches ac-
cess to spectrum and does other things
to promote space launches and reen-
tries.

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

Mrs. RODGERS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I also urge and encourage ev-
eryone to vote ‘‘yes’ on the bill, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Washington
(Mrs. RODGERS) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, S. 1648.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

FUTURE USES OF TECHNOLOGY
UPHOLDING RELIABLE AND EN-
HANCED NETWORKS ACT

Mrs. RODGERS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 1513) to direct
the Federal Communications Commis-
sion to establish a task force to be
known as the “‘6G Task Force’’, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
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The text of the bill is as follows:
H.R. 15613

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Future Uses
of Technology Upholding Reliable and En-
hanced Networks Act’ or the “FUTURE Net-
works Act”.

SEC. 2. 6G TASK FORCE.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—Not later than 120
days after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Commission shall establish a task
force to be known as the “‘6G Task Force’.

(b) MEMBERSHIP.—

(1) APPOINTMENT.—The members of the
Task Force shall be appointed by the Chair.

(2) COMPOSITION.—To the extent prac-
ticable, the membership of the Task Force
shall be composed of the following:

(A) Representatives of companies in the
communications industry, except companies
that are determined by the Chair to be not
trusted.

(B) Representatives of public interest orga-
nizations or academic institutions, except
public interest organizations or academic in-
stitutions that are determined by the Chair
to be not trusted.

(C) Representatives of the Federal Govern-
ment, State governments, local govern-
ments, or Tribal Governments, with at least
one member representing each such type of
government.

(¢) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after
the date on which the Task Force is estab-
lished under subsection (a), the Task Force
shall publish in the Federal Register and on
the website of the Commission, and submit
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce
of the House of Representatives and the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation of the Senate, a report on
sixth-generation wireless technology, includ-
ing—

(A) the status of industry-led standards-
setting bodies in setting standards for such
technology;

(B) possible uses of such technology identi-
fied by industry-led standards-setting bodies
that are setting standards for such tech-
nology;

(C) any limitations of such technology (in-
cluding any supply chain or cybersecurity
limitations) identified by industry-led stand-
ards-setting bodies that are setting stand-
ards for such technology; and

(D) how to best work with entities across
the Federal Government, State governments,
local governments, and Tribal Governments
to leverage such technology, including with
regard to siting, deployment, and adoption.

(2) DRAFT REPORT; PUBLIC COMMENT.—The
Task Force shall—

(A) not later than 180 days after the date
on which the Task Force is established under
subsection (a), publish in the Federal Reg-
ister and on the website of the Commission a
draft of the report required by paragraph (1);
and

(B) accept public comments on such draft
and take such comments into consideration
in preparing the final version of such report.

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) CHAIR.—The term ‘‘Chair’” means the
Chair of the Commission.

(2) COMMISSION.—The term ‘‘Commission”
means the Federal Communications Com-
mission.

(3) NOT TRUSTED.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘not trusted”
means, with respect to an entity, that—

(i) the Chair has made a public determina-
tion that such entity is owned by, controlled
by, or subject to the influence of a foreign
adversary; or
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(ii) the Chair otherwise determines that
such entity poses a threat to the national se-
curity of the United States.

(B) CRITERIA FOR DETERMINATION.—In mak-
ing a determination under subparagraph
(A)(ii), the Chair shall use the criteria de-
scribed in paragraphs (1) through (4) of sec-
tion 2(c) of the Secure and Trusted Commu-
nications Networks Act of 2019 (47 U.S.C.
1601(c)), as appropriate.

(4) STATE.—The term ‘‘State” has the
meaning given such term in section 3 of the
Communications Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 153).

(56) TASK FORCE.—The term ‘‘Task Force”
means the 6G Task Force established under
subsection (a).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Washington (Mrs. RODGERS) and the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. PAL-
LONE) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Washington.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. RODGERS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days in which to revise and extend
their remarks and insert extraneous
material into the RECORD on the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Washington?

There was no objection.

Mrs. RODGERS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the
bill, H.R. 1513, the FUTURE Networks
Act, led by Representative MATSUI.

The United States leads in the devel-
opment of next-generation wireless
technology. We have led the world in
the development and deployment of 4G
technologies, and carriers are now cur-
rently deploying 5G across the country.
It is now time to look ahead to the
next generation, 6G.

The United States must continue to
be at the forefront of technological de-
velopment and keep ahead of our ad-
versaries. To do this, we must lead at
international standards-setting bodies,
identify new use cases for 6G, and un-
derstand potential security and supply
chain issues that must be addressed as
the technology is developed.

H.R. 1513 will support this effort by
requiring the FCC to establish a 6G
task force made up of both the public
and private sectors to develop a report
on the standards development process
and possible uses of sixth-generation
technology.

This task force will ensure that the
United States is unified among indus-
try and government and is doing what
is needed to cement our leadership in
6G.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Representative
MATSUI for her leadership and work on
this legislation before the Energy and
Commerce Committee. This bill ad-
vanced with a strong, bipartisan vote
out of the committee.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this bill, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
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Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
15613, the Future Uses of Technology
Upholding Reliable and Enhanced Net-
works Act, or FUTURE Networks Act.

This bipartisan bill, sponsored by
Representative MATSUI, ranking mem-
ber of the Subcommittee on Commu-
nications and Technology, is an impor-
tant step to protect Americans and our
communications networks from
threats posed by rapidly evolving next-
generation technologies. It also en-
sures that the standards used to build
technological advancements are de-
signed from the start to be safe and se-
cure.

H.R. 1513 establishes a task force at
the Federal Communications Commis-
sion to study sixth-generation, or 6G,
technologies to identify potential sup-
ply chain and cybersecurity vulnerabil-
ities. The task force will include gov-
ernment, public interest advocates,
academics, and industry.

The United States leads the world in
the innovation of secure and resilient
next-generation technologies, a posi-
tion congressional Democrats and the
Biden-Harris administration have
fought to sustain.

Last year, the Biden-Harris adminis-
tration released the National Cyberse-
curity Strategy to tackle cybersecu-
rity threats and created a safer and
more secure digital ecosystem. The
FCC also developed the Cyber Trust
Mark program to make trustworthy
products easily identifiable to con-
sumers.

The FUTURE Networks Act is yet
another important step to support
America’s leadership in a secure and
reliable future. By directing the FCC to
engage in the exploration of 6G tech-
nology in the early stages of its devel-
opment, this bill would enable Amer-
ican values to be embedded within the
global framework for this technology
and to ensure it will be available to all
Americans.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Communica-
tions and Technology Subcommittee
Ranking Member MATSUI and Rep-
resentative WALBERG for their bipar-
tisan work on this bill, which passed
unanimously out of the Energy and
Commerce Committee earlier this
year.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 1513, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mrs. RODGERS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as she may consume to the
gentlewoman from California (Ms.
MATSUI), the sponsor of the bill.

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the ranking member for yielding me
time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 1513, the FUTURE Networks
Act.

To maintain U.S. leadership in wire-
less communication, we need to be
proactive in our preparations for the
next generation of networks.
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This bill would direct the Federal
Communications Commission to bring
together industry leaders, public inter-
est groups, and government experts to
establish a 6G task force.

6G is going to be a global evolution
in the way we communicate—not only
for people, but for devices, factories,
infrastructure, and more. It will be a
global network of networks, handling
information from nearly every sector
of our economy.

The race to 6G isn’t just about faster
phones. It is about national security,
the economy, and America’s standing
on the international stage.

If we lead, this global technology will
be based on our values: democracy,
open markets, and transparency. If we
fall behind, America’s foreign adver-
saries will have a new venue to expand
their reach. This means less openness
and more top-down control.

That is why I am so glad to see this
bipartisan bill moving forward today.
It will ensure our brightest minds in
industry, government, and academia
are advising the U.S. on the strategi-
cally vital development of 6G.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote in favor of suspending the rules
and passing this legislation.
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Mrs. RODGERS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I am prepared to close, and I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I urge
everyone to support this bill that pro-
tects us and keeps us in leadership on
next generation technology, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mrs. RODGERS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, in closing, I encourage a
“yes’ vote on this bill and yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Washington
(Mrs. RODGERS) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1513.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mrs. RODGERS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

—————

CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED RAIL
PROJECT

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

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, Califor-
nia’s high-speed rail project has been a
boondoggle of epic proportions, funded
mostly by California State taxpayers
but also some $3 billion plus in so-
called shovel-ready stimulus money
from 2009.
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