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Thompson (CA) Torres (NY) Wasserman
Thompson (MS) Trahan Schultz
Titus Underwood Waters
Tlaib Vargas Watson Coleman
Tokuda Vasquez Wild
Tonko Veasey Williams (GA)
Torres (CA) Velazquez Wilson (FL)

NOT VOTING—24
Armstrong Gottheimer Pettersen
Connolly Granger Scott, David
Dunn (FL) Jackson (NC) Sherrill
Edwards Johnson (GA) Swalwell
Evans Kiley Trone
Gallego Larsen (WA) Waltz
Garamendi Letlow Wenstrup
Gooden (TX) Moran Wexton
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Mr. PALLONE, Ms. STEVENS, and
Mrs. FOUSHEE changed their vote
from ‘‘yea’ to ‘‘nay.”

So the previous question was ordered.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated against:

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr. Speaker,
had | been present, | would have voted NAY
on Roll Call No. 468.

Ms. PETTERSEN. Mr. Speaker, | missed a
vote today on the Motion Ordering the Pre-
vious Question on H. Res. 1576. Had | been
present, | would have voted NAY on Roll Call

No. 468.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

question is on the resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that

the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE
Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I de-

mand a recorded vote.
A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a

5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 212, noes 203,

not voting 18, as follows:

Aderholt
Alford
Allen
Amodei
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Balderson
Banks

Barr

Bean (FL)
Bentz
Bergman
Bice

Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (NC)
Boebert
Bost
Brecheen
Buchanan
Bucshon
Burchett
Burgess
Calvert
Cammack
Carey

Carl

Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chavez-DeRemer
Ciscomani
Cline
Cloud
Clyde

Cole
Collins
Comer

[Roll No. 469]

AYES—212

Crane
Crawford
Crenshaw
Curtis
D’Esposito
Davidson

De La Cruz
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Donalds
Duarte
Duncan
Edwards
Ellzey
Emmer
Estes

Ezell

Fallon
Feenstra
Ferguson
Finstad
Fischbach
Fitzgerald
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flood

Fong

Foxx
Franklin, Scott
Fry

Fulcher
Garbarino
Garcia, Mike
Gimenez
Gonzales, Tony
Good (VA)
Gooden (TX)
Gosar
Graves (LA)

Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Greene (GA)
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hageman
Harris
Harshbarger
Hern
Higgins (LA)
Hill

Hinson
Houchin
Hudson
Huizenga
Hunt

James
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Kean (NJ)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kiggans (VA)
Kim (CA)
Kustoff
LaHood
LaLota
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Langworthy
Latta
LaTurner
Lawler

Lee (FL)

The

Lesko
Letlow
Lopez
Loudermilk
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Luna
Luttrell
Mace
Malliotakis
Maloy
Mann
Massie
Mast
McCaul
McClain
MecClintock
McCormick
McHenry
Meuser
Miller (IL)
Miller (OH)
Miller (WV)
Miller-Meeks
Mills
Molinaro
Moolenaar
Mooney
Moore (AL)
Moore (UT)
Moran
Murphy

Adams
Aguilar
Allred
Amo
Auchincloss
Balint
Barragan
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Bowman
Boyle (PA)
Brown
Brownley
Budzinski
Bush
Caraveo
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson
Carter (LA)
Cartwright
Casar
Case
Casten
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Cherfilus-
McCormick
Chu
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Craig
Crockett
Crow
Cuellar
Davids (KS)
Davis (IL)
Davis (NC)
Dean (PA)
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Deluzio
DeSaulnier
Dingell
Doggett
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Fletcher
Foster
Foushee
Frankel, Lois
Frost

Nehls
Newhouse
Norman
Nunn (IA)
Obernolte
Ogles
Owens
Palmer
Pence
Perry
Pfluger
Posey
Reschenthaler
Rodgers (WA)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose
Rosendale
Rouzer

Roy

Rulli
Rutherford
Salazar
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Self
Sessions
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)

NOES—203

Garamendi
Garcia (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Garcia, Robert
Golden (ME)
Goldman (NY)
Gomez
Gonzalez, V.
Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Harder (CA)
Hayes

Himes
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer

Hoyle (OR)
Huffman
Ivey

Jackson (IL)
Jacobs
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Kamlager-Dove
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer

Kim (NJ)
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster
Landsman
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)

Lee (NV)

Lee (PA)

Lee Carter
Leger Fernandez
Levin

Lieu

Lofgren
Lynch
Magaziner
Manning
Matsui
McBath
McClellan
McCollum
McGarvey
McGovern
Mclver
Meeks
Menendez
Meng

Mfume
Moore (WI)
Morelle
Moskowitz
Moulton
Mrvan
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Smucker
Spartz
Stauber
Steel
Stefanik
Steil

Steube
Strong
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Tiffany
Timmons
Turner
Valadao

Van Drew
Van Duyne
Van Orden
Wagner
Walberg
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Wied
Williams (NY)
Williams (TX)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Yakym
Zinke

Mullin
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neguse
Nickel
Norcross
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pelosi
Peltola
Perez
Peters
Pettersen
Phillips
Pingree
Pocan
Porter
Pressley
Quigley
Ramirez
Raskin
Ross

Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Ryan
Salinas
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Scholten
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Sewell
Sherman
Slotkin
Smith (WA)
Sorensen
Soto
Spanberger
Stansbury
Stanton
Stevens
Strickland
Suozzi
Sykes
Takano
Thanedar
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus

Tlaib
Tokuda
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Underwood
Vargas
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Vasquez Wasserman Wild
Veasey Schultz Williams (GA)
Velazquez Waters Wilson (FL)
Watson Coleman
NOT VOTING—18
Armstrong Gottheimer Scott, David
Burlison Granger Sherrill
Connolly Issa Swalwell
Dunn (FL) Jackson (NC) Trone
Evans Jackson (TX) Waltz
Gallego Kiley Wexton
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So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON-
ORABLE BRIAN FITZPATRICK,
MEMBER OF CONGRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable BRIAN
FITZPATRICK, Member of Congress:

CONGRESS OF THE UNITES STATES,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, November 19, 2024.
Hon. MIKE JOHNSON,
Speaker, U.S. House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to notify you
formally, pursuant to Rule VIII of the Rules
of the House of Representatives, that I, the
Honorable Brian Fitzpatrick, U.S. Rep-
resentative for the 1st Congressional District
of Pennsylvania, have been served a third-
party subpoena to produce documents in liti-
gation before the United States District
Court for the District of Columbia.

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that compli-
ance with the subpoena is consistent with
the privileges and rights of the House.

Sincerely,
BRIAN FITZPATRICK,
Member of Congress.

———

COMMITTING LEASES FOR
ENERGY ACCESS NOW ACT

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and insert extraneous material
on H.R. 1449.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MOLINARO). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Arkansas?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 1576 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 1449.

The Chair appoints the gentleman
from New York (Mr. LALOTA) to pre-
side over the Committee of the Whole.
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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
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1449) to
amend the Geothermal Steam Act of



H6090

1970 to increase the frequency of lease
sales, to require replacement sales, and
for other purposes, with Mr. LALOTA in
the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.

General debate shall be confined to
the bill and shall not exceed 1 hour
equally divided and controlled by the
chair and ranking minority member of
the Committee on Natural Resources
or their respective designees.

The gentleman from Arkansas (Mr.
WESTERMAN) and the gentlewoman
from New Mexico (Ms. STANSBURY)
each will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arkansas.

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Chair, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chair, I rise today in support of
H.R. 1449, the Committing Leases for
Energy Access Now Act, or the CLEAN
Act.

First, I thank my friend and col-
league Representative RUSS FULCHER
for being a leader on geothermal en-
ergy and for his dedication to this
issue.

Geothermal energy is poised to be an
important part of America’s energy
portfolio. Some predictions indicate
that geothermal energy can provide up
to 90 gigawatts of electricity by 2050.
These are great metrics and goals to
strive for, but we will never reach this
goal if we keep the status quo for per-
mitting and leasing geothermal energy.

Current law requires multiple layers
of environmental review for geo-
thermal projects, which leads to higher
costs and longer development timelines
compared to our power production ef-
forts.

H.R. 1449, the CLEAN Act, would
streamline the Federal leasing and per-
mitting process for geothermal energy
and spur the development of this re-
newable energy source in the United
States.

California is a prime example of a
Western State with huge geothermal
potential, but a lease sale has not been
held by the DOI in that State since
2016.

H.R. 1449 would fix lapses like this by
requiring the Secretary of the Interior
to hold annual geothermal lease sales
rather than once every 2 years. It will
also force the Secretary to hold a re-
placement lease sale if one is missed.

In addition, this bill requires the Sec-
retary of the Interior to notify an ap-
plicant whether or not its geothermal
drilling permit application is complete
within 30 days of receiving the applica-
tion. If Interior determines that the
application is complete, then it must
issue a final decision on the applica-
tions within 30 days.

Some may argue that these deadlines
are too fast and don’t allow adequate
time for the bureaucracy to complete
reviews under the National Environ-
mental Policy Act and other environ-
mental laws, but this simply is not the
case.
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The bill itself does not waive the
agency’s responsibilities under current
environmental laws. We all know from
experience that agencies will not issue
permits until they meet the necessary
legal requirements.

The potential for geothermal energy
in this country cannot be understated.
There are myriad hot spots in the West
that are prime for developing this kind
of energy. We must do all we can to en-
sure that bureaucratic red tape does
not hamper this resource moving for-
ward.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
vote in favor of this bill, and I reserve
the balance of my time.

Ms. STANSBURY. Mr. Chair, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chair, I am happy to be here once
again on another set of energy bills and
amendments. While I certainly support
the goal of this bill to deploy more
clean, renewable geothermal energy on
our public lands, unfortunately I and
other members of our Caucus are un-
able to support this bill in its current
form and urge opposition to the bill.
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Throughout this Congress, geo-
thermal energy has been a bright spot
of bipartisanship. Geothermal is an ex-
tremely promising and growing source
of sustainable and reliable renewable
energy.

We have heard from geothermal de-
velopers that there can be challenges
to permitting new plants and new fa-
cilities, so we understand the intent of
this bill. That is why our committee
has worked on a bipartisan basis to get
to solutions that will help support the
industry and deploy more renewable
energy.

I am grateful to my colleagues who
have taken up this issue, bills like the
Geothermal Cost-Recovery Authority
Act from Ranking Member OCASIO-COR-
TEZ, the GEO Act from Representative
CURTIS, and H.R. 6474 from Representa-
tive STEEL and others.

I was pleased to see these responsible
permitting solutions pass the House,
and I hope to see Senate action on
them soon and continued bipartisan
work.

Unfortunately, this bill is not in a
place where we can offer bipartisan
support.

H.R. 1449, the CLEAN Act, does con-
tain some important provisions that
we would be supportive of, but it also
contains some serious technical flaws
that could create major constraints
and unintended consequences for geo-
thermal projects.

First, the bill mandates that more
geothermal lease sales happen. Demo-
crats, in general, support this. We want
to see additional geothermal facilities
and the use of our Federal resources
where appropriate to do that. We would
love to see more resources offered
through our agencies so that they can
actually do this work, but we will take
it as it is.

Next, however, the bill says that the
Department of the Interior must notify
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an applicant for a geothermal drilling
permit as to whether the application is
complete within 30 days. When the De-
partment of the Interior testified on
the bill, they recommended increasing
the timeline to 90 days to provide suffi-
cient time for the limited situations
where staffing, project size, or com-
plexity would prevent an office from
complying. For example, let’s say an
office is understaffed at the moment.

We offered this change in committee
and again today are offering it on the
House floor. Ranking Member GRI-
JALVA’s amendment would change the
first deadline from 30 days to 90 days,
an easy fix. We are willing to negotiate
on the exact number, but unfortu-
nately, we have not had willing part-
ners in that negotiation. They are con-
tinuing to insist on a timeline that is
not workable for our Federal Govern-
ment.

Next, and most problematically, the
bill would require that the Department
of the Interior make a final decision on
a permit, either approving or denying
it, within 30 days of the application
being complete. The Department has
called this essentially impossible to
achieve. Issuing a decision within 30
days would not allow adequate time to
complete the analysis required under
the National Environmental Policy
Act, or NEPA. There are other permits
from other agencies, like Fish and
Wildlife, EPA, and Tribal consultation
that must occur before a permit can be
issued.

In the best case scenario, this bill
would result in uncoordinated, rushed
approvals where the Department and
our communities barely understand the
potential environmental and cultural
impacts required by law, which would
result in lawsuits and delay projects
even further.

In a worst case scenario, good, wor-
thy projects could get denied simply
because an agency doesn’t have suffi-
cient staffing and time to comply with
the deadline in the bill.

All the possible scenarios here are
just a bad deal for geothermal devel-
opers and a bad deal for Americans who
would like to see clean energy deployed
responsibly, effectively, and quickly.
To solve this, we filed several amend-
ments at markup for consideration on
the floor to provide necessary flexi-
bility and time to complete the reviews
and prevent avoidable denials, but un-
fortunately, those were not taken up at
the committee level.

I will also point out that the House
passed a bill along these lines by voice
vote earlier this year. The GEO Act
from Representative CURTIS of Utah
addresses similar permitting concerns
but directs the Department to issue a
decision on a permit within 60 days of
the completion of the review under
NEPA and other laws. That is a Repub-
lican-led bill that the agency believes
they can work with, so we have a possi-
bility of a path forward.
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Even in the Senate, we have a
Manchin-Barrasso bipartisan permit-
ting bill that would adopt similar lan-
guage to make a more workable
timeline, which 1is similar to the
amendment offered by Ranking Mem-
ber GRIJALVA today.

We hope that our colleagues across
the aisle will come to the negotiating
table if this bill does move forward. It
is important that we fix these
timelines. I understand that we are
trying to expedite and improve the de-
ployment and permitting of these
projects, but we have to make sure
that they are workable from a prac-
tical standpoint within our commu-
nities and agencies.

We want positive outcomes, clean en-
ergy, and geothermal. This is a bipar-
tisan issue. We can do this. Let’s come
to the table and get something done
that we can all support. Unfortunately,
today, I have to urge opposition to this
bill.

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

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from
Idaho (Mr. FULCHER), who is the author
of the bill.

Mr. FULCHER. Mr. Chair, I thank
the good chairman from Arkansas for
his leadership on this issue.

Mr. Chair, I rise today in strong sup-
port of my bill, H.R. 1449, the Commit-
ting Leases for Energy Access Now
Act, or the CLEAN Act.

To begin developing geothermal re-
sources on Federal land, developers
must first obtain a lease. While there is
significant potential in this resource,
90 percent or thereabouts of the Na-
tion’s viable geothermal resources are
located on Federal land. It makes lease
sales crucial to the expansion of this
energy source.

On the map behind me, Mr. Chair,
you can tell just some of the regions
where this resource is available, and it
is vast. However, the time and costs as-
sociated with multiple environmental
reviews, as well as the overall leasing
and permitting processes, result in de-
velopment schedules longer than many
other power production projects.

The Geothermal Steam Act of 1970
currently requires the Secretary of the
Interior to hold ‘‘a competitive lease
sale at least once every 2 years for land
in a State that has nominations pend-
ing.” However, this timeline is not al-
ways adhered to. As the chairman men-
tioned before me, some States, like
California, have not held a competitive
geothermal lease sale since 2016. If any
State needs to be doing more proactive
work for clean baseload, it would be
our friends in California.

This legislation, H.R. 1449, amends
the Geothermal Steam Act to require
annual lease sales, instead of once
every 2 years, for geothermal energy
exploration on Federal land.
Prioritizing geothermal exploration on
Federal land will increase certainty for
domestic companies looking to explore
for geothermal resources while still re-
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quiring a full environmental assess-
ment if the resources prove exploit-
able.

In addition, this bill requires the De-
partment of the Interior to notify an
applicant whether or not their applica-
tion for a geothermal drilling permit is
complete within 30 days of receiving
the application.

I noticed my good friend across the
aisle mentioned the resource concern
for the Department of the Interior.
There are some 70,000 employees in the
Department of the Interior. If some
need to be redirected, I am sure that
can be accommodated.

If the Department of the Interior de-
termines that an application is com-
plete, then it must issue a final deci-
sion on the application within 30 days
of the date the Department of the Inte-
rior sent the notification.

Securing American energy independ-
ence should be a top priority for Con-
gress, and geothermal is a renewable,
clean power source that can help us ac-
complish that goal.

Idaho already plays a leading role in
geothermal energy production.

It is critical that we leverage every
available resource to ensure that our
Nation is self-sufficient and resilient in
meeting its energy needs. Geothermal
is a proven, clean, and efficient means
to provide reliable baseload power.

Geothermal energy is one of the most
promising and underutilized energy
sources in the United States and has
the potential to provide consistent
power available 24/7, 365 days a year.
The Department of the Interior
projects that U.S. geothermal capacity
could increase from the current 16
gigawatts to 38 gigawatts by 2035 and 90
gigawatts by 2050.

By expanding access to geothermal
resources, we can increase energy pro-
duction, create jobs, and reduce our de-
pendence on foreign energy sources,
which are oftentimes not friendly to
the United States.

By ensuring geothermal lease sales
are held annually, we can provide more
certainty for energy developers, reduce
delays in the development process, and
create good-paying jobs, all while help-
ing to meet our energy goals and re-
duce our dependence on foreign energy.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
support this important legislation, and
I look forward to working with each of
my colleagues to advance reliable do-
mestic energy for all Americans.

Ms. STANSBURY. Mr. Chair, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Chair, I want to respond to one
comment that was just made about the
employees of the Department of the In-
terior.

For many folks who are not familiar
with the Department of the Interior, I
will note that there have been people
in history who have called it the de-
partment of everything because it
manages our public lands, water re-
sources and reservoirs, wildlife through
the Fish and Wildlife Service, and min-
eral leasing. It does our geologic sur-
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veys. It manages and provides pro-
grams and responsibilities to our Trib-
al nations. The reason why there are
70,000 employees in the Department of
the Interior is because they work
across all of those bureaus and mis-
sions.

The reality is, if you have ever had to
work with the Federal Government,
Mr. Chair, is that many of these kinds
of decisions are made at the most local
level in a field office in the Bureau of
Land Management, which is the agency
responsible for permitting at the most
local level. Oftentimes, the agencies
find themselves with staff vacancies, a
lack of resources, or they have mul-
tiple permits come across the desk of a
local resource manager.

To expect somebody who is working
in a field office, potentially in a rural
or remote area of the United States, to
process a sophisticated permit and all
the related interagency and inter-
bureau coordination and Tribal con-
sultation required in 30 days is just not
realistic. While I appreciate the asser-
tion, that is just not how it works.

Let’s be reasonable. We all want the
same outcome. Let’s not create a law
that just results in lawsuits and dif-
ficulties for our Federal agencies so
that we can move on and get this done.

Mr. Chair, I appreciate the debate.
Democrats are strong proponents of
geothermal energy and support the in-
tent of this bill. This technology is
critical for the clean energy transition,
jobs, and replacing other kinds of en-
ergy.

We want to see responsible develop-
ment in relation to our public lands.
To make that goal a reality, Demo-
crats have supported bipartisan legisla-
tion that increases efficiency in per-
mitting processes and other legislation
that gets at the same challenges that
this bill is trying to address without
taking away the necessary environ-
mental and community input.

Unfortunately, there are technical
aspects of this bill, including the
timelines, that are just not realistic.

In addition to those arbitrary
timelines that would undercut commu-
nity voices and potential protections in
sensitive places, this would make
projects themselves more vulnerable to
delays should lawsuits happen or there
are shoddy reviews or a lack of outside
input.

I want us to be good bipartisan part-
ners to all of you in this work, but we
really do have to come up with some
commonsense fixes.

Mr. Chair, as I mentioned just a few
moments ago, I hope that we can work
together to resolve those technical
issues. I ask my colleagues to vote
“no” on the bill as it is currently
drafted, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Chair, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Chairman, in closing, I again
urge my colleagues to vote in support
of H.R. 1449.

As has been said, geothermal energy
in the U.S. has potential to generate 90
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gigawatts of power. To put that in per-
spective, that would be like 150 to 200
large power-producing plants.

It is energy, electricity, coming from
non-carbon-emitting sources and from
a renewable resource.

This should be a no-brainer for both
sides of the aisle as we face challenges
with as much as an increased rate of
three times per year more electricity
demand than what we have seen in the
past. We know we need energy from
anywhere we can get it in greater vol-
umes than we have had before.

Just this last week, we passed a bill
that would streamline the permitting
process for geothermal plants on State
and private lands. This bill is another
commonsense solution that will help
bring our lagging geothermal industry
online.

It is time we build more geothermal
plants to reach our full geothermal po-
tential in this country and unleash
America’s energy resources for our
citizens and allies around the world.

It is imperative that we increase the
rate of leasing geothermal plants so
that American citizens can enjoy the
low-cost, reliable, and renewable en-
ergy that comes from these plants.

Again, Mr. Chair, I urge my col-
leagues to join me in support of H.R.
1449, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The CHAIR. All time for general de-
bate has expired.

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the 5-
minute rule.

The bill is considered as read.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1449

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 “Committing
Leases for Energy Access Now Act” or the
“CLEAN Act”.

SEC. 2. GEOTHERMAL LEASING.

(a) ANNUAL LEASING.—Section 4(b) of the
Geothermal Steam Act of 1970 (30 U.S.C.
1003(b)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘2 years”
and inserting ‘‘year’’;

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4)
as paragraphs (5) and (6), respectively; and

(3) after paragraph (2), by inserting the fol-
lowing:

‘“(3) REPLACEMENT SALES.—If a lease sale
under paragraph (1) for a year is canceled or
delayed, the Secretary of the Interior shall
conduct a replacement sale during the same
year.

‘‘(4) REQUIREMENT.—In conducting a lease
sale under paragraph (2) in a State described
in that paragraph, the Secretary of the Inte-
rior shall offer all nominated parcels eligible
for geothermal development and utilization
under the resource management plan in ef-
fect for the State.”.

(b) DEADLINES FOR CONSIDERATION OF GEO-
THERMAL DRILLING PERMITS.—Section 4 of
the Geothermal Steam Act of 1970 (30 U.S.C.
1003) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing:

“(h) DEADLINES FOR CONSIDERATION OF GEO-
THERMAL DRILLING PERMITS.—

‘(1) NoTIcE.—Not later than 30 days after
the date on which the Secretary receives an
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application for any geothermal drilling per-
mit, the Secretary shall—

‘““(A) provide written notice to the appli-
cant that the application is complete; or

‘“(B) notify the applicant that information
is missing and specify any information that
is required to be submitted for the applica-
tion to be complete.

“(2) ISSUANCE OF DECISION.—If the Sec-
retary determines that an application for a
geothermal drilling permit is complete under
paragraph (1)(A), the Secretary shall issue a
final decision on the application not later
than 30 days after the Secretary notifies the
applicant that the application is complete.”.

The CHAIR. No amendment to the
bill shall be in order except those
printed in House Report 118-754.

Each such amendment may be offered
only in the order printed in the report,
by a Member designated in the report,
shall be considered read, shall be de-
batable for the time specified in the re-
port, equally divided and controlled by
the proponent and an opponent, shall
not be subject to amendment, and shall
not be subject to a demand for division
of the question.
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AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. GRIJALVA

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 1 printed in
House Report 118-754.

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

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 4, line 7, strike ‘30’ and insert ‘*90”’.

Page 4, strike lines 17 through 23 and insert
the following:

‘“(2) DECISION.—Not later than 30 days after
the date on which an applicant submits a
complete application for a geothermal drill-
ing permit under paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary shall—

‘““(A) grant or deny the application, if the
requirements under the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et
seq.) and any other applicable law have been
completed; or

‘“(B) defer the decision on the application
and provide to the applicant notice—

‘(i) that specifies steps that the applicant
can take for the decision on the application
to be issued; and

‘“(ii) of a list of actions that need to be
taken by the agency in order to comply with
applicable law, and timelines and deadlines
for completing those actions.”.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 1576, the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. GRIJALVA) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, this
amendment, which I offered a version
of at the markup nearly a year ago,
would have addressed all the concerns.
If adopted, I would be happy to support
H.R. 1449.

This amendment extends the
timeline for the Department to deter-
mine permit completeness, as the De-
partment requested in its testimony,
and gives flexibility to issue a final de-
termination on a permit when environ-
mental review is actually complete.
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This will ensure permitting is done in
a timely manner, in accordance with
Federal law, reducing the risk of litiga-
tion and promoting responsible devel-
opment.

There are a few things to note on this
amendment. The first thing is, for the
90-day timeline for determining permit
completeness, I point my colleagues to
H.R. 6011 from Republican Representa-
tive VALADAO.

That bill directs the Secretary to no-
tify a right-of-way applicant, which is
the permit needed for a transmission
line or a pipeline to cross Federal land,
that their permit is complete or not
within 90 days of submission.

My amendment proposes that same
standard for geothermal drilling per-
mits.

For my amendment piece about flexi-
bility, I point my colleagues to the
Manchin-Barrasso permitting proposal.

I have plenty of concerns with that
bill, but even those Senators saw the
same issues with approving or denying
a permit within 30 days. That is why
their bill includes the same environ-
mental review backstop language for
geothermal as is included in my
amendment here.

These are bipartisan and Republican-
endorsed ideas. My colleagues should
take yes for an answer and accept that.

This amendment is a reasonable solu-
tion to the issues we raised almost a
year ago and have continued to raise
since.

If this amendment passes, it will be a
bipartisan win for geothermal and a
demonstration of good-faith coopera-
tion from the other side of the aisle.

Mr. Chair, I strongly urge my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to
vote ‘‘yes” on my amendment. I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Chair, I rise
in opposition to the amendment.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Ar-
kansas is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Chairman, it
is good to see my colleague, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, here in the Chamber today. Al-
though it is good to see him presenting
his amendment, I oppose the amend-
ment.

This amendment attempts to mirror
the language in the Mineral Leasing
Act for oil and gas production on Fed-
eral lands, but, unfortunately, there
are some Kkey differences. If my col-
leagues look at it in its whole, the
amendment would make it more dif-
ficult to lease geothermal resources
than to lease oil and gas.

In fact, this amendment would triple
the timeline for an agency to respond
to a project applicant on whether their
geothermal drilling permit application
is complete or deficient.

This is not a timeline for permit ap-
proval. It is a timeline for simply let-
ting someone know if they submitted a
complete application.

Under current law, the BLM is al-
ready required to provide similar affir-
mation on oil and gas permit applica-
tions within 10 days. This amendment



November 19, 2024

would create a timeline for geothermal
permit applicants nine times longer
than those BLM is already held to for
oil and gas.

The amendment also states that the
NEPA review must be complete before
final permit approval. This language is
unnecessary. The bill does nothing to
waive NEPA requirements.

Additionally, the amendment would
create a new option for the BLM to
deny geothermal permits, effectively
pulling the rug out from under energy
projects at the last step in the permit-
ting process.

Mr. Chairman, for these reasons, I
oppose the amendment, and I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I
yield such time as she may consume to
the gentlewoman from Michigan (Ms.
TLAIB) to address this amendment.

Ms. TLAIB. Mr. Chair, I support this
amendment.

I am glad to see that many of my Re-
publican colleagues are taking a real
interest, obviously, in clean air and en-
ergy production, but clean energy
projects can’t truly be considered clean
if the permitting agencies don’t have
the proper time to conduct real NEPA
reviews.

Again, the National Environmental
Policy Act is there in place and want-
ing to extend the time, saying it is un-
necessary without actually putting it
in writing to have the necessary time.
We are talking about drilling permits
here.

Congressman GRIJALVA knows the
challenges facing the Department of
the Interior and the Bureau of Land
Management, as many of my col-
leagues know. He has heard directly
from staffers who review these permit
applications that the timelines in this
bill will not work.

Our amendment makes simple
changes to make the timelines in this
bill more realistic and, in the process,
protect many of our communities while
we develop the clean, renewable energy
we need in our Nation.

I urge my colleagues to listen to the
staffers who review these applications
and support this commonsense amend-
ment that gives the Bureau of Land
Management’s staffers the time that
they need to review the permit applica-
tions.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, my
amendment consists of reasonable fixes
that Republicans have previously sup-
ported. If adopted, Democrats would
unanimously support the final passage
of this bill.

Mr. Chair, I encourage my colleagues
to support my amendment, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Chair, again,
the bill does nothing to waive NEPA
requirements. It just simply speeds up
the timeline.

It shouldn’t take an agency 90 days
to notify an applicant if an application
is complete or not. We need more of
this clean, renewable energy. To get
more of it, we need to get a permitting
process that works.
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Unfortunately, this amendment
would slow down the process even
more. That is why I am opposed to the
amendment. I encourage others to vote
against it, and I yield back the balance
of my time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. GRIJALVA).

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

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chair, I demand
a recorded vote.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Arizona will be postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. GRIJALVA

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 2 printed in
House Report 118-754.

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

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Add at the end the following:

SEC. 3. EFFECTIVE DATE.

This Act, and the amendments made by
this Act, shall take effect on the date on
which the Secretary of the Interior certifies
that the Bureau of Land Management and
other relevant Federal permitting agencies
have received adequate funding to resolve
permitting staff shortages required to meet
the deadlines established under this Act and
the amendments made by this Act.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 1576, the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. GRIJALVA) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, this
amendment says that this act cannot
take effect until the Secretary certifies
that the Bureau of Land Management
and other Federal permitting agencies
have sufficient staff and funding to ac-
tually comply with the deadlines estab-
lished by this act.

The tight deadlines in this bill are
part of what has become the classic Re-
publican permitting playbook of com-
plaining that agencies don’t move fast
enough, gut their funding, and then im-
pose deadlines impossible to achieve.

If my colleagues on the other side of
the aisle are going to impose these
deadlines, let’s make sure the agencies
can actually do the work.

Mr. Chair, I might add that that is
exactly what Democrats did with the
IRA. Democrats secured $1 billion for
the Federal permitting offices so that
they can do their jobs and they can do
the jobs that are required by the IRA.
It is already working.

The Biden-Harris administration cut
6 months off from the median time it
takes for agencies to complete environ-
mental impact statements, a 16 percent
time savings compared to the Trump
administration.

The Department of Energy has cut
environmental review timelines in
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half, and the Department of Transpor-
tation has cut time by more than one-
third. These are real permitting im-
provements, not wishful thinking like
we have in this bill.

That is what is dangerous about this
bill, the timelines are so short that
many good project proposals will get
permit denials unnecessarily, not be-
cause the application couldn’t pass the
environmental review, but because the
bill forces a decision before the review
is completed.

Instead of letting the applicant wait
a few more days to get the review com-
pleted, the bill forces the agency to
move ahead and deny the permit. This
is going to set geothermal back right
when we should be supporting it the
most.

Mr. Chair, I urge adoption of this
amendment, and I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Chair, I rise
in opposition to the amendment.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Ar-
kansas is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I
oppose this amendment. It would gut
the bill by conditioning enactment on
a determination by the Secretary of
the Interior that the Bureau of Land
Management and other relevant Fed-
eral permitting agencies have received
adequate funding to resolve permitting
staff shortages.

If Members felt the urge to laugh
when I stated that, they are probably
not too far off because this amendment
doesn’t really pass the laugh test.

I have never heard of a Federal agen-
cy admitting to having enough funding
or enough staff, and this amendment
simply is a poison pill because the ac-
tion it is conditioned on simply will
never happen.

The issue is not DOI staff capacity
but burdensome permitting processes
that take years, produce duplicative
reviews, and consume thousands of
hours for regulators and project pro-
ponents alike.

Actually, we passed a bill just last
week that will help resolve any issue
that may be there. H.R. 7409 would de-
crease the administrative load on staff
and field offices by not requiring a Fed-
eral permit for geothermal energy pro-
duced on State and private lands. That
bill would rapidly streamline the ap-
proval process by relying on the
States’ permitting procedures rather
than the duplicative Federal process.

My friends on the other side of the
aisle had a chance last week to free
agency staffers from their redundant
work, but many opposed the bill.

Let’s not forget that last Congress,
as the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
GRIJALVA) stated, the Democrats
rammed through a reconciliation pack-
age with a billion dollars for permit-
ting. DOI had $150 million, and from
that bill, it was to provide for the hir-
ing and training of personnel, the de-
velopment of programmatic environ-
mental documents, the procurement of
technical or scientific services for envi-
ronmental reviews, the development of
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environmental data or information sys-
tems, stakeholder and community en-
gagement.

In fact, the Department has grown by
4,000 full-time equivalents from fiscal
year 2020 to fiscal year 2023.

More funding and bureaucrats aren’t
what is needed now. What is needed is
for DOI to recognize energy permitting
as a priority and create a plan for
meeting the required timelines.

We must continue working here to
pass more permitting reform measures
to help alleviate the permitting burden
on important energy projects. These
measures will also reduce the redun-
dant permitting tasks performed by
the Federal workforce.

H.R. 1449 will hold the Department’s
feet to the fire by forcing them to act
on geothermal leasing and permitting
in a timely manner. For those reasons,
I oppose the amendment, and I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, my
amendment would prevent this bill
from creating a situation where the
agency is required to decide on permits
before the applicants have had a
chance to go through environmental
reviews.

Without my amendment, this bill
will force the administration to deny
permits to good geothermal projects
that we should be supporting.

Mr. Chair, I encourage my colleagues
to support the amendment, and I yield
back the balance of my time.
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Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Chair, I think
we have to ask ourselves, do we want
environmental growth in this country
to be based on growing the bureaucracy
and spending more money on permits,
or do we actually want to make things?
Do we want to produce energy? Do we
want to use the resources that we
have?

Geothermal operators are often re-
quired to complete six separate NEPA
reviews to get a Federal permit: one for
exploration, another if there is a sub-
surface anomaly, a third for drilling a
slim confirmation hole, a fourth to de-
velop the well field, a fifth for the
power plant itself, and a sixth if the
project is speculative exploration on
lands not previously leased.

The status quo is a duplicative and
wasteful process and prevents the
United States from developing this
very clean energy source. Performing
NEPA six times does not provide six
times the environmental benefit, rath-
er less duplicative NEPA reviews will
actually increase the rate at which
these clean energy resources come on-
line.

This bill is an attempt to put more
clean energy resources on the grid at a
faster pace. This amendment would un-
dermine that goal. I oppose it, and I
urge my colleagues to oppose it.

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

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. GRIJALVA).

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

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

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chair, I demand
a recorded vote.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Arizona will be postponed.

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Chair, I move
that the Committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
WESTERMAN) having assumed the chair,
Mr. LALOTA, Chair of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the
Union, reported that that Committee,
having had under consideration the bill
(H.R. 1449) to amend the Geothermal
Steam Act of 1970 to increase the fre-
quency of lease sales, to require re-
placement sales, and for other pur-
poses, had come to no resolution there-
on.

———
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 47 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

———
0O 1600
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. LANGWORTHY) at 4 p.m.

COMMITTING LEASES FOR
ENERGY ACCESS NOW ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 1576 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. 1449.

Will the gentleman from Arkansas
(Mr. CRAWFORD) kindly take the chair.

O 1600
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.
1449) to amend the Geothermal Steam
Act of 1970 to increase the frequency of
lease sales, to require replacement
sales, and for other purposes, with Mr.
CRAWFORD (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,
a request for a recorded vote on amend-
ment No. 2 printed in House Report
118-754 offered by the gentleman from
Arizona (Mr. GRIJALVA) had been post-
poned.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will
now resume on those amendments
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printed in House Report 118-754 on
which further proceedings were post-
poned, in the following order:

Amendment No. 1 by Mr. GRIJALVA of
Arizona.

Amendment No. 2 by Mr. GRIJALVA of
Arizona.

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes
the minimum time for any electronic
vote after the first vote in this series.

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. GRIJALVA

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on amendment No. 1, printed in
House Report 118-754, offered by the
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. GRI-
JALVA), on which further proceedings
were postponed and on which the noes
prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 200, noes 210,
not voting 28, as follows:

[Roll No. 470]

AYES—200

Adams Eshoo McCollum
Aguilar Espaillat McGarvey
Allred Fletcher McGovern
Amo Foster Meclver
Auchincloss Foushee Meeks
Balint Frankel, Lois Menendez
Barragan Frost Meng
Beatty Garamendi Mfume
Bera Garcla (IL) Moore (WI)
Beyer Garcia (TX) Morelle
Bishop (GA) Garcia, Robert Moskowitz
Blumenauer Goldman (NY) Moulton
Blunt Rochester  Gomez Mrvan
Bonamici Gonzalez, V. Mullin
Bowman Green, Al (TX) Nadler
Boyle (PA) Grijalva Napolitano
Brown Harder (CA) Neal
Brownley Hayes Neguse
Budzinski Himes Nickel
Bush Horsford Norcross
Caraveo Houlahan Norton
Carbajal Hoyer Ocasio-Cortez
Carson Hoyle (OR) Omar
Carter (LA) Huffman Pallone
Cartwright Ivey Panetta
Casar Jackson (IL) Pappas
Case Jacobs Pelosi
Casten Jayapal Peltola
Castor (FL) Jeffries Perez
Castro (TX) Johnson (GA) Peters
Cherfilus- Kamlager-Dove Pettersen

McCormick Kaptur Phillips
Chu Keating Pingree
Clark (MA) Kelly (IL) Plaskett
Clarke (NY) Kennedy Pocan
Cleaver Khanna Pressley
Clyburn Kildee Quigley
Cohen Kilmer Ramirez
Correa Kim (NJ) Raskin
Costa Krishnamoorthi  Ross
Courtney Kuster Ruiz
Craig Landsman Ruppersberger
Crockett Larsen (WA) Ryan
Crow Larson (CT) Salinas
Cuellar Lee (CA) Sanchez
Davids (KS) Lee (PA) Sarbanes
Davis (IL) Lee Carter Schakowsky
Davis (NC) Leger Fernandez  Schiff
Dean (PA) Levin Schneider
DeGette Lieu Scholten
DeLauro Lofgren Schrier
DelBene Lynch Scott (VA)
Deluzio Magaziner Sewell
DeSaulnier Manning Sherman
Dingell Matsui Slotkin
Doggett McBath Smith (WA)
Escobar McClellan Sorensen
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