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OVERSIGHT OF THE
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY

TUESDAY, MARCH 28, 2023

UNITED STATES SENATE,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC.

The Committee met, pursuant to notice, at 9:49 a.m., in Room
216, Hart Senate Office Building, Hon. Richard J. Durbin, Chair of
the Committee, presiding.

Present: Senators Durbin [presiding], Whitehouse, Klobuchar,
Blumenthal, Hirono, Booker, Padilla, Ossoff, Welch, Graham,
Grassley, Cornyn, Lee, Cruz, Hawley, Cotton, Kennedy, Tillis, and
Blackburn.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. RICHARD J. DURBIN,
A U.S. SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF ILLINOIS

Chair DURBIN. This meeting of the Senate Judiciary Committee
will come to order. At the outset, I'd like to offer my condolences
to the families of Nashville, Tennessee, and to our colleague, Sen-
ator Blackburn, for yesterday’s horrific shooting at the Covenant
School. We're 93 days into this calendar year. So far, we have had
131 mass shootings in the United States.

Congress and the Supreme Court have allowed this tragic situa-
tion to become the new norm in America. Are we going to do some-
thing about it? I certainly hope we do. Today, Secretary Mayorkas
is making his second appearance before this Committee in just over
2 years on the job.

Notably, during the previous administration, the Homeland Secu-
rity Secretary appeared before the Committee one time in 4 years.
This regular annual oversight hearing is very important as a major
function of the Senate Judiciary Committee and an important part
1(')1f our role in government. Secretary Mayorkas, thanks for being

ere.

As I told you yesterday, I think you have one of the most difficult
jobs in the administration. After reading your 26-page opening
statement, I want to amend those remarks. With the possible ex-
ception of the Secretary of Defense, I think you have the most chal-
lenging job in this administration. The Department of Homeland
Security is responsible for safeguarding our Nation, facing a broad
range of challenges.

It bears noting what they include: responding to horrible and
uniquely American phenomena, like mass shootings and the trag-
edy in Nashville; responding to natural disasters like the tornadoes
that devastated Rolling Fork, Mississippi; combating terrorism and
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the rising tide of domestic violent extremism; addressing the surge
in cyberattacks against our schools, businesses, and critical infra-
structure; overseeing our Nation’s Borders, immigration system,
and transportation security. And that’s just the beginning.

While the Biden administration has taken important steps to
confront these challenges, we have a job to do in Congress. We
must remain vigilant and do our part to provide the tools and re-
sources to address these challenges. You're going to get a lot of
questions about the Southern Border. I'm sure you know that.

But here’s the real question: What is it that Congress needs to
do when it comes to immigration in this country? We can certainly
find fault with what you have done. We've done it before with pre-
vious administrations as well. But what are we willing to do? It’s
easy to be critical, but every Member of Congress needs to look in
the mirror. Only Congress can actually fix our broken immigration
system. I've tried for many years to work on a bipartisan immigra-
tion bill. But many have stood in the way and said nothing. They
don’t want any part of a solution.

I want to commend my Ranking Member, Lindsey Graham.
Lindsey, it’s been 10 years since the Gang of Eight got together
and produced a bill which passed with a strong bipartisan vote on
the floor for comprehensive immigration reform. Unfortunately, it
didn’t become an item of business in the Republican-led House in
2013 and died as a result. That’s why your testimony before this
commission—Committee rather, basically tells us we still have a
job to complete.

Sadly, Republicans in the House seem to approach the same
thing today as they did 10 years ago. To do nothing, to block at-
tempt at reform, and criticize anyone who suggests a solution to
the problem. One leading House Republican has called for
defunding—defunding the Department of Homeland Security. Un-
imaginable.

Mr. Secretary, you're going to receive a lot of questions today,
and some from me about fentanyl. This is a serious, deadly prob-
lem. With fentanyl flowing in the United States from two major
Mexican cartels, it requires quick, thoughtful, urgent action. But
we have to be clear-eyed about what we’re doing. Some are pushing
the narrative that asylum seekers are smuggling fentanyl across
the Border. But the facts tell a different story.

It is predominantly U.S. citizens entering legally at ports of
entry who are bringing these dangerous drugs into the United
States. So it’s hard to understand why some have opposed funding
for technology, like nonintrusive inspection systems to help Cus-
toms and Border Protection Officers to detect fentanyl in vehicles
coming through these ports of entry. The reality is DHS is working
aggressively.

The Department just started a new coordinated surge campaign,
Operation Blue Lotus, which stopped more than 900 pounds of
fentanyl in its first week. We'll have to ask you some questions
about that and explore where you're headed with that program. I
hope we can work together. I also want to note the obvious. Our
legal immigration system needs to be changed, especially at a time
when our country has a desperate need for workers.
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We have 11 million unfilled jobs in this country. I constantly
hear from employers across the board in my home State of Illinois
about the need for more workers—agricultural workers, healthcare
workers, and more. Some governors are so desperate to avoid in-
creasing any immigration that they are now turning to relaxing
child labor laws as a solution to their shortages. This is mindless.

Turning back the clock to the times of Upton Sinclair’s “Jungle”
is wrong, and it’s unnecessary when there are skilled immigrants
ready and willing to fill these jobs. I'm heartened. I want to make
a special note that Republican governors in Indiana and Utah, rec-
ognizing this dire need, have written publicly in support of more
immigrant workers. I hope their voices are listened to.

Whether we're discussing our Southern Border or the need for
workers, the conclusion is the same. Congress needs to hold you ac-
countable, yes, but we’ve also got to stop pointing fingers and act
ourselves. We should start working together on a bipartisan basis
to fix our immigration system—today. And finally, you won’t be
surprised that I want to say a word about the DREAMers.

The DREAMers, after a legislation that has been pending for
more than 20 years, are still looking for their legal path to citizen-
ship. Our communities are desperate for these new immigrant
workers, and DHS needs the resources to secure our Border.

All of us on this Committee have a choice. We can blame the Sec-
retary for a broken system that we share with a responsibility to
fix, or we can come together on a bipartisan basis to do our job.
With that, I'll turn to Ranking Member Graham for his opening
statement.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. LINDSEY O. GRAHAM,
A U.S. SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

Senator GRAHAM. Well, thank you, Mr. Chairman. I'm glad to
have you back. You look like you’ve healed up well, so—to the
heartbreak in Tennessee, it’s unimaginable from a parent’s point of
view, what’s being experienced in Tennessee. There’s so much
heartbreak in this world. The heartbreak of fentanyl poisoning.
You asked a rhetorical question. What are we going to do about the
shootings in Tennessee? We passed some bipartisan proposals that
hopefully will help down the road.

Question back to you, what are we going to do about the poi-
soning of America? So here’s what I would say, America is under
attack. Our Nation is being attacked by foreign powers called drug
cartels in Mexico.

When the Japanese attacked America in Pearl Harbor, they
killed about 3,000 Americans; 9/11, when we were attacked, about
3,000.

This is the largest attack on America’s Homeland by a foreign
power in the history of the Nation: 70,000 Americans were
poisoned by fentanyl last year. More than car wrecks and gun vio-
lence combined. And it’s getting worse.

A couple of days ago, Senator Schumer had a news conference in
New York talking about the danger of mixing fentanyl with a drug
called xylazine. He called it “skin-rotting zombie drug.” He called
for the DEA to send teams into New York to try to do something
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about it. He called for more education when it comes to people
using drugs.

I would support both of those. But what I'd like to do is go to
the source of the problem. What would America do if a foreign
power lobbed a rocket into, let’s say, our friends in Arizona or
Texas? We would strike back. We're doing virtually nothing when
it comes to being under attack by drug cartels. That’s deterring the
behavior.

Ms. Kiessling, who lost her children to fentanyl, said, “This is a
war. Act like it. Do something.”

Our partner in Mexico basically is in complete denial. The presi-
dent of Mexico denies there are safe havens for drug cartels where
they run parts of Mexico. He says that’s not true. He blames us for
the fentanyl crisis. He denies the fact that fentanyl is produced in
Mexico, sent to America to kill Americans.

So we got a real problem, Mr. Chairman. And you ask, what can
Congress do? We'll keep working together. I'd like to work with
you. Maybe we can find a way to make some progress.

But this idea that the executive branch is helpless without Con-
gress is ridiculous. You want to fix this, Mr. Secretary? Go back to
Trump policies. Just reimpose everything Donald Trump did to se-
cure our Border, and your problem will dramatically be improved.
You're not helpless. You change policies in a bad way and you’re
getting a bad result.

We're under attack by drug cartels. We have lost operational con-
trol of the Border. This Secretary has said numerous times, “We
have control of the Border.”

[Posters are displayed and appear as submissions for the record.]

Senator GRAHAM. The head of the Border Patrol about a couple
of weeks ago said, “We don’t have operational control of the Bor-
der.” Well, anybody believes that we’re in control of the Border is
in denial. We've lost control of our Border.

The number of people coming across our Border on the Terrorist
Watch List is going up like a rocket. So what’s my concern? Gen-
eral Kurilla said, the head of CENTCOM, “Due to our withdrawal
from Afghanistan, the likelihood of an attack coming against Amer-
ica from Afghanistan could mature within 6 months without warn-
ing.” You have a completely broken Border. You have terrorism on
the rise. This is a lethal combination. But this is just not me saying
things. We actually have some evidence to suggest that what I'm
saying is factually true.

In 2020, December, we had the lowest illegal crossings in the last
4 years because of Trump policies. Since those policies were
changed, we’ve had 4.8 million illegal encounters on the Southern
Border.

[Poster is displayed and appears as a submission for the record.]

Senator GRAHAM. Fiscal Year 2021, 1.7 million. Fiscal Year 2022,
2.4 million, setting a record—the first time in the history of the
country, 2 million illegal encounters at our Border. Since October
of 2022, 385,000 got-aways, the lowest illegal crossings in the his-
tory of the country for the last 4 years.

In December, since you and the Biden administration been in
charge, look what’s happened. And you know how it happened? You
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took all the policies, Mr. Secretary, that were working, and you
changed them, and it’s blown up in our face.

Now, fentanyl. Fentanyl is killing Americans at levels we've
never seen. More people died last year from fentanyl poisoning in
a single year than the entire Vietnam War that went on for over
a decade.

Fentanyl poisoning is the leading cause of death for 18- to 45-
year-olds in the country. Look what’s happened.

[Poster is displayed and appears as a submission for the record.]

Senator GRAHAM. In 2021, 71,238 deaths from fentanyl poisoning
overdoses. In 2023, year to date, we seized 11,000 pounds of
fentanyl at the Border. The year before, 14,700. In 2014, none. In
2015, 70 pounds—11,000 pounds of fentanyl is enough to kill 2.5
billion people.

How is this happening? Where is it coming from? It’'s coming
from Mexico and China. So when the Mexican president denies
that drug cartels are not in charge of parts of Mexico, he’s either
lying or he has no idea what’s going on in his own country.

[Poster is displayed.]

Senator GRAHAM. This is a State Department map. If you’re look-
ing to travel to Mexico, all these red zones, do not travel. That’s
like going to Afghanistan and Syria.

Who controls these red zones? Drug cartels that are making bil-
lions of dollars off bringing fentanyl into the country and human
trafficking due to a broken immigration system. And quite frankly,
we need to take the gloves off. They’re at war with us. We need
to be at war with them.

Now, when it comes to terrorists, people apprehended on the Ter-
rorist Watch List: 2021, it was 15; 2022, it’s 98; to date, already
69.

[Posters are displayed and appear as submissions for the record.]

Senator GRAHAM. This is a lethal combination. People traveling
to America on a Terrorist Watch List. The terrorists are getting
stronger because of our withdrawal from Afghanistan, and they’re
coming here in larger numbers.

If we do not change course, if we do not change where we're at,
Americans are going to continue to die from drug cartel poisoning—
the illegal immigration problem is exploding and the human misery
around it with no end in sight. We went from the lowest illegal
crossings in December 2020 to over 4.2 million on your watch. Bot-
tom line—the Kurilla statement, if we have it.

Chair DURBIN. It’s right there.

Senator GRAHAM. “It is my Commander’s estimate that ISIS-K
can do an external operation against the U.S. or Western interests
abroad in under six months with little to no warning.” You're on
notice. You're on notice. You, your Department, and the President
of the United States is on notice.

One of our field commanders, in charge of the region ripe with
terrorism, is telling this Nation in open, sworn testimony that
within six months, the enemy that’s arising in Afghanistan has the
ability to attack this country without warning. As he makes that
statement, the lack of operational control of the Border is a lethal
combination for this country.
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So, Mr. Secretary, you have a hard job. I think things would
change if they would listen to you more. The bottom line is, we've
created a nightmare for America, and that nightmare needs to end.
Control our Border. Go back to Trump policies. Have the Congress
work together to fix immigration in a more forward-looking fashion.
Regain control of the Border.

Go after the cartels. Tell the Mexican President, “Get with it,
work with us, or we're going to have to do things differently.” Se-
cure the Border now before we get attacked later. Thank you.

Chair DURBIN. Thank you, Senator Graham. Today we welcome
the Secretary of Homeland Security, the Honorable Ali Mayorkas,
to testify before this Committee. Let me lay out the mechanics.
After I swear in the Secretary, he will have 5 minutes to provide
an opening statement. There will be one round of questions.

Each Senator will have 10 minutes, which is twice as long as we
normally allocate for questions in recognition of the importance of
this hearing. Please remain within your allotted time. Secretary
Mayorkas, will you please stand to be sworn in?

[Witness is sworn in.]

Chair DURBIN. Let the record reflect that the Secretary answered
in the affirmative. And with that, please proceed to your opening
statement.

STATEMENT OF HON. ALEJANDRO N. MAYORKAS,
SECRETARY, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY, WASHINGTON, DC

Secretary MAYORKAS. Thank you, Chairman Durbin, Ranking
Member Graham

Chair DURBIN. Microphone.

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. Chairman Durbin, Ranking
Member Graham, and distinguished Members of this Committee.
On Sunday, I traveled to Rolling Fork, Mississippi, to assure the
residents there and others in Mississippi devastated by the torna-
does that had just struck, that our Department will support their
recovery in the days, weeks, and months ahead. More than 20 peo-
ple lost their lives, and many more lost their homes and all they
possessed.

Yesterday, I spoke with Senators Blackburn and Hagerty and
with Governor Lee and Mayor Cooper, and offered our Depart-
ment’s support in response to the tragic—the too tragic and sense-
less murder of children and adults in St. Paul Christian School in
Nashville, Tennessee. Senator Blackburn, I know this is very per-
sonal to you and your connection to the school and, of course, the
community. Our thoughts, prayers, and support are with all who
are suffering today.

The threat landscape has evolved significantly since our Depart-
ment was created 20 years ago. Homeland Security, as we thought
of it in the wake of the 9/11 attacks, today has new meaning:
cyberattacks by criminals and adverse nations; the rise of aggres-
sion by the People’s Republic of China; increasing economic and po-
litical instability around the world; the rise of domestic violent ex-
tremism; the gravity and frequency of extreme weather events, and
other forces combined, to create a heightened threat environment
here at home.
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In addition, the displacement of people across the region is great-
er than at any time since World War II. To meet this challenge,
the Department is surging resources: hiring 300 additional Border
Patrol agents, the first increase since 2011; investing in new tech-
nology; working with our partners in Mexico and Central and
South America; and developing innovative processes to reduce ir-
regular migration at our Southwest Border.

Over the past several months, we have implemented new meas-
ures for Cubans, Haitians, Nicaraguans, and Venezuelans that
combine a lawful pathway for eligible individuals with con-
sequences for those who cross the Border without authorization.
We have seen a decline of about 95 percent in encounters of nation-
als from these four countries between our ports of entry.

We are attacking the cartels and smugglers like never before.
Last year, we launched an unprecedented campaign that has led to
the arrest of more than 9,100 smugglers and the disruption of over
9,000 human smuggling operations. Through advanced screening
and enforcement searches, like Operation Blue Lotus that we an-
nounced last week, we are seizing record amounts of fentanyl at
our ports of entry.

The threat of terrorism has evolved to include lone offenders
who, fueled by hate, antigovernment ideologies, false narratives,
and personal grievances, seek to advance their political or social
goals through violence. Combating this threat demands a collabo-
rative, community-centered approach. Through our Center for Pre-
vention Programs and Partnerships and our grant programs, we
help governments, nonprofit organizations, schools, and houses of
worship build local prevention capabilities and make physical secu-
rity improvements.

We are transforming the way we collaborate to stay ahead of the
cyber threats posed by hostile nations, like the PRC that seek to
gain access to our intellectual property, data, and infrastructure.
After Russia’s unprovoked invasion of Ukraine, our Shields Up Ini-
tiative galvanized tens of thousands of businesses to implement ur-
gent cybersecurity improvements.

Through groundbreaking public-private initiatives—like the Joint
Cyber Defense Collaborative: the Cyber Safety Review Board and
our Cybersecurity Performance Goals—we are hardening the cyber
defenses of businesses, critical infrastructure, and the public. And
we are deepening our international security partnerships, including
by expanding the Abraham Accords to encompass shared cyberse-
curity goals.

Emerging technology is creating new threats. Unmanned aircraft
systems can be used to conduct attacks and increasingly violate
temporary flight restrictions that protect high-ranking officials, dis-
rupt airport operations, surveil outdoor mass gatherings, and at-
tempt to transport illegal narcotics across Borders. It is vital that
Congress act to extend and expand the Department’s counter-UAS
authorities to protect against malicious drone activity.

Separately, it is critical that Congress fully renew Section 702 of
the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act, which provides fast, reli-
able, and specific insights that enhance our understanding of the
threats posed by our adversaries.
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Every day, every day, the 260,000 dedicated public servants of
the Department of Homeland Security work tirelessly to deliver
safety and security to the American people. Our mission has never
been more vital, our components have never collaborated more
closely, and our Nation has never been more prepared. We know
that we have a great deal of work still ahead of us.

The nonpartisan spirit of collaboration, upon which our Depart-
ment was founded, is needed now more than ever to address the
challenges we face. Thank you very much. I look forward to your
questions.

[The prepared statement of Secretary Mayorkas appears as a
submission for the record.]

Chair DURBIN. Thanks, Mr. Secretary. Let me start my ques-
tioning where Senator Graham left off. We have a bipartisan con-
cern about fentanyl in the United States. As Secretary—or pardon
me, Senator Graham mentioned: 70,000 fatal overdoses in the U.S.
every year. We need to launch—the President says we need to
launch a major surge to stop fentanyl production and sale.

I'd like to start at the obvious place. Where is it coming from?
Well, it may start with precursor chemicals in China, but it cer-
tainly comes through the two major drug cartels in Mexico, which
are the major exporters into the United States, Jalisco and Sinaloa.
Here’s what the former Mexican ambassador to the United States,
Arturo Sarukhan, said.

Mr. Sarukhan said only a handful of law enforcement agencies
in Mexico are willing or able to engage with the powerful drug
gangs, quote, “There is no doubt that endemic corruption, impu-
nity, a weak rule of law are Mexico’s Achilles’ heels.” He went on
to say, “That means fentanyl and methamphetamine labs operate
in Mexico with almost no pressure.”

I've had two lengthy conversations with Anne Milgram with the
Drug Enforcement Agency—Administration about this challenge of
fentanyl. I will say, I want to mention to my colleagues, Senator
Graham and others on the Committee, when we get into the world
of social media in a couple weeks in this Committee, one of the first
stops will be Snapchat for me. Because according to DEA, this is
the major clearinghouse for the sale of fentanyl in the United
States—these fake drugs that they’re being sold.

So my question to you is not easily answered and maybe impos-
sible to answer. Tell me how we strike a relationship with Mexico
to actively cooperate in the flow of individuals who are coming to-
ward the United States, while at the same time deal with the re-
ality that they are failing miserably when it comes to the export
of deadly narcotics to our country?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Mr. Chairman, you and Ranking Member
Graham accurately describe the cartels as vicious, ruthless organi-
zations that peddle in the death of individuals, including tens of
thousands of Americans. We in the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity are taking it to the cartels and the smuggling organizations
with which they work in unprecedented fashion. And you noted, as
did I, Operation Blue Lotus, the most recent surge of personnel and
other resources and intelligence to take it to those cartels.

We'’re seizing more fentanyl at our ports of entry than ever be-
fore. We in the Department of Homeland Security, through Home-
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land Security Investigations, the criminal investigative arm of Im-
migration and Customs Enforcement, are working with our Mexi-
can counterparts on an increasing level. We have transnational
criminal investigative units that have indeed disrupted laboratories
that manufacture fentanyl, that have helped interdict the flow of
fentanyl within Mexico, that have, in fact, cut off financial streams.

But the battle is very difficult, and we are seeking to cooperate
more closely with our Mexican counterpart, and we’re doing so in
an all-of-administration effort, not just the Department of Home-
land Security, not just the Department of Justice, of which the
DEA is a part, but across the entire administration.

Chair DURBIN. So let me ask you about the effort we’re making.
A lot of publicity has come out with the notion that people seeking
asylum or refugee status are really transporting fentanyl into the
United States. The chart which I demonstrated earlier suggests
that 80 percent or more is actually coming from American citizens
crossing at ports of entry.

If we eliminated every applicant for asylum or refugee status, we
would still have a tremendous flow of deadly narcotics coming in
across the Border. Is it impossible for us in this day and age to stop
this flow by ordinary, legal Americans through our ports of entry
of narcotics?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Mr. Chairman, we are working intensely to
devote additional resources to the ports of entry on the land of our
Southern Border. That is where more than 90 percent of the
fentanyl is transported—through passenger vehicles, through
trucks, by pedestrians that are lawfully coming into the United
States through the ports of entry.

We are surging resources to the ports of entry to battle that. We
are seeking more resources in our Fiscal Year 2024 budget for pre-
cisely that purpose: to add personnel, to add nonintrusive inspec-
tion technology, to allow our forward-operating labs to detect the
substance at the point of interdiction, so we can bring our inves-
tigative and prosecutive capabilities right there and develop the
force that we need to.

Chair DURBIN. To put some perspective on this, it’s my under-
standing that a backpack full of fentanyl is dangerous to thousands
of people if it makes it into the United States, and we are talking
about transport trucks flowing across our Border by the thousands
every single day. Does there exist technology to detect this fentanyl
in these carriers coming into the United States?

Secretary MAYORKAS. There is, Mr. Chairman. It is called non-
intrusive inspection technology. We are investing more in that. In
addition, we are exploring how we can use artificial intelligence to
really serve as a force multiplier of our incredible Border Patrol
agents and our incredible Office of Field Operations Officers who
do such heroic work in this regard.

Chair DURBIN. So we put some more money on the table for you
when it comes to this technology. How much more do you need?

Secretary MAYORKAS. We are seeking more than—we'’re seeking
hundreds of millions of dollars for nonintrusive inspection tech-
nology in our Fiscal Year 2024 budget. We are also seeking to plus
up our personnel, both our Officers in the Office of Field Oper-
ations and our Border Patrol agents.
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Chair DURBIN. Well, I certainly hope we have bipartisan support
for that when it comes before the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives. There was one aspect of your opening statement
which you noted in summary before us that caught my eye, and
that was the issue of drones. Would you please explain why that
has become a new and concerning threat to you?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Mr. Chairman, the technology has ad-
vanced so significantly in the area of drones, as it has in so many
different areas. These drones can fly farther, faster, have greater
visibility, carry heavier loads, and they are being used by individ-
uals with nefarious intent, as well as by adverse nation-states. And
we need to have the capability to counter the use of drones.

They invade our airspace. They hover over public gatherings
with bad intent. We have got to be able to counter them. We have
the authority now. It sunsets—we need to renew it. And also, Mr.
Chairman, we need to expand it.

Chair DURBIN. Well, I'm certainly open to that, as I think many
of my colleagues are. So let’s work on that issue, as well. I was
briefed two or three weeks ago on artificial intelligence. It was a
frightening presentation when you consider the opportunities of Al
to overcome what we think are our protections in cybersecurity.
You mentioned artificial intelligence in your opening statement.
Can you comment on the challenge it’s going to create for us?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Mr. Chairman, I am tasking the Homeland
Security Advisory Council to provide advice to us in this regard.
We, of course, are already focused on it, but want different perspec-
tives. Artificial intelligence presents an opportunity—an oppor-
tunity for good that we seek to harness, to really serve as a force
multiplier in advancing the security of our country.

At the same time, in the wrong hands, it can be a weapon. It
could be a weapon of harm. And we have to build the defenses that
are ready to secure the Homeland with respect to the potential that
Al presents.

Chair DURBIN. Last point I'll make to you is that I have been
meeting, as I told you in our phone conversation yesterday, with
many of the immigrants who’ve come to the City of Chicago and
sat down with them in conversation as to their backgrounds and
why they came here. I will tell you, without exception, not a single
one of them asked for the address of the local welfare office. Vir-
tually every one of them asks me, “Where can I go to work?”

Now, we have this system of law that does not allow a person
to legally work in the United States until a period of time has
passed, six months to a year. Once theyre in here—even waiting
for a determination of their refugee status—that creates a dilemma
for many of these people who have no resources to live on. How do
you answer the critics who say we ought to give them an oppor-
tunity to work?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Mr. Chairman, the law provides that an in-
dividual can seek work authorization after their application for
asylum has been pending for 150 days.

Chair DURBIN. And, of course, that can be lengthened, unfortu-
nately, to longer periods of time as they’re waiting for that deter-
mination. Isn’t that true?
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Secretary MAYORKAS. Yes. Yes, that is true. And we are climbing
out of a backlog because U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Serv-
ices, the agency that issues the work authorizations, was finan-
cially devastated in the prior administration. It is funded primarily
through fees. Every 2 years, it is to issue a new fee rule that cali-
brates the cost of immigration benefits according to the cost of
operationalizing their administration.

A fee rule has not been issued for more than 6 years and we
have a pending proposed rule now to really readjust, realign the
CﬁStS of immigration benefits to the cost of the agency to administer
them.

Chair DURBIN. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. Senator Graham.

[Poster is displayed and appears as a submission for the record.]

Senator GRAHAM. Thank you. The Mexican president, Mr.
Obrador, said he denied that there were parts of his country under
control of cartels. Do you agree with him?

Secretary MAYORKAS. I do not, Mr. Ranking Member.

Senator GRAHAM. Do you agree with Secretary Blinken that
there are parts of Mexico run by drug cartels?

Secretary MAYORKAS. I do.

Senator GRAHAM. Do you consider Mexico a reliable partner in
this fight regarding fentanyl and illegal immigration?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Ranking Member Graham, we are working
with Mexico on the fight against fentanyl. We have brought——

Senator GRAHAM. Are they a reliable partner?

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. We have brought great cases
together, and we are looking to enhance our cooperation.

Senator GRAHAM. So if we do the things—I'm going to work with
Senator Durbin to give you more money at the Border to interdict.
Let’s see how that works. I hope it works. Do you think you have
a plan in place that will severely reduce the fentanyl problem in
America?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Ranking Member Graham, I think there
are two primary elements to the fight against fentanyl. One is the
supply, which we are very, very focused on, and I want to touch
up on that in a moment. And the second, of course, is the issue of
demland. And we need to address both elements of that. We need
to also——

Senator GRAHAM. I need interrupt, but a lot of these poisonings
our people are buying what they think to be Percocet or Percodan
and it’s got fentanyl over it.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Absolutely.

Senator GRAHAM. They’re not demanding fentanyl. They're get-
ting fentanyl-laced drugs that are phony drugs.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Ranking Member Graham, absolutely. And
I have heard you speak about the fact that we need severe pen-
alties for the individuals who traffic in fentanyl. And I agree with
you.

Senator GRAHAM. Okay.

Secretary MAYORKAS. If I may?

Senator GRAHAM. Yes, go ahead.

Secretary MAYORKAS. In addition to increasing our work with
Mexico

Senator GRAHAM. Mm-hmm.
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Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. We also have to address the
fact that precursor chemicals, as well as the equipment used to
manufacture synthetic, dangerous, fatal narcotics, are originating
from China.

Senator GRAHAM. Okay, let’s—that’s a good point. Right now,
drug cartels are labeled as transnational criminal organizations.
Are you aware of that under U.S. law?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Yes, I am.

Senator GRAHAM. A foreign terrorist organization designation
would mean any group, country that supplies material support to
an FTO would be subject to American jurisdiction. Do you support
labeling these drug cartels as FTOs under U.S. law?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Ranking Member Graham, I have heard
you speak of this issue, as well. I share your view 100 percent that
these are ruthless, vicious peddlers.

Senator GRAHAM. Well, do you support my efforts to make them
FTO?

Secretary MAYORKAS. This is a decision that rests in the jurisdic-
tion of the Department of State. And it is a difficult question as
to where the line between criminality, however vicious, and ter-
rorism is drawn. And I'd be happy

Senator GRAHAM. When you kill 70,000 Americans, you have
crossed the line. But, you know, that’s not your—let’s go to your
area. You said on April 2022, in a House hearing, you were asked
directly, do we have operational control of Southern Border right
now? Yes or no? You said, “Yes, we do.” Later in that hearing, you
said the Border was in fact, not open. About a week or two ago,
March 15, the Border Patrol Chief, Mr. Ortiz, I think, said, when
asked, does DHS has operational control of our entire Border? He
said, “No, sir.” Do we or don’t we?

Secretary MAYORKAS. I'd like to be able to answer that question
fully. Ranking Member Graham

Senator GRAHAM. Take your time, but not too long, because I
don’t have much time.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Let me be clear. Number one, we are in-
tensely focused on securing the Border. Number two, we are equal-
ly focused on enforcing our laws to achieve that result. Number
three, the Border Patrol agents and all the personnel of the De-
partment of Homeland Security are doing heroic work in that re-
gard. With respect to the definition of operational control, I do not
use the definition that appears in the Secure Fence Act.

And the Secure Fence Act provides, statutorily, that operational
control is defined as preventing all unlawful entries into the United
States.

Senator GRAHAM. Well——

Secretary MAYORKAS. By that definition, no administration has
ever had operational control. The way I define it is maximizing the
resources that we have to deliver the most effective results. And we
are indeed doing that. We have, for the first time since 2011, in-
creased the number of Border Patrol agents that we are funded

Senator GRAHAM. Is it working? Is everything you’re doing work-
ing? Is any of it working to stop the poisoning of America or the
reduction in a meaningful way of the historic illegal immigration
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problem? Right now, today, do you believe you have a plan that’s
working?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Ranking Member Graham, I must separate
the number of individuals arriving at our Border who are claiming
relief from the issue of fentanyl that is coming through our ports
of entry. That is too often conflated.

Senator GRAHAM. I agree. I agree.

Secretary MAYORKAS. We are fundamentally—fundamentally, we
are working within a system that is absolutely broken and there
is unanimity upon that.

Senator GRAHAM. Whose problem is that? Who broke this system
that you’re trying to fix? Was it Trump? Is it Trump’s problem?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Ranking Member Graham, this is our col-
lective problem——

Senator GRAHAM. You've been DHS——

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. And we need to -collec-
tively

Senator GRAHAM. Wait a minute now. You've been DHS Sec-
retary, and I, honest to God, do like you. I think you're a very good
man. On your watch, Mr. Secretary, we’ve gone from the lowest il-
legal crossings in December 2020 to all-time highs with over 2 mil-
lion last fiscal year. On your watch, fentanyl is coming in at a pace
we’ve never seen. More Americans are dying. On your watch, more
terrorists are coming into the country on the Watch List than any
time we’ve been measuring these things.

So, I'm trying to get some appreciation from you that things are
not going well. Your own Border Patrol Chief said, “We don’t have
operational control of the Border.” And I don’t think it’s a defini-
tional problem. I think he’s just being really honest with us. So, I
would like to work with you where I can. You need more money
for interdiction, I will work with Senator Durbin to get it to you.
But we play around with the problems. We don’t address them.

Mayor Adams went to the Border from New York. He’s not ex-
actly a right-wing guy. He said this is a national crisis. And he
said, basically, it’s a disaster. Everybody that goes has a different
view, Democrats and Republicans. So, what I would like to just get
from you is some recognition of where we’re at. And I don’t think
where we're going is going to get us to the promised land.

You know, I asked you back in the last time we were here to give
yourself a grade. You gave yourself an A for effort. How would you
grade yourself for outcome since we last met?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Ranking Member Graham, I certainly ap-
preciate and understand the gravity of the challenge that we are
facing. It is a very serious challenge. I look forward to working
with you with respect to the funding for this Department as well
as the hope that we can work together to fix the immigration sys-
tem.

Senator GRAHAM. Great. And I've got an idea for you. I want you
just to entertain it. My time is about up. The credible—the credible
fear standard is the screening standard when somebody applies for
asylum. Is that correct?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Yes, it is.

Senator GRAHAM. Okay. What’s the final adjudication standard?
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Secretary MAYORKAS. Ranking Member Graham, the credible
fear standard is the initial threshold

Senator GRAHAM. Right.

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. And it is set by statute as a
substantial likelihood of fear of persecution.

Senator GRAHAM. So here’s my offer. What'’s the

Secretary MAYORKAS. Forgive me——

Senator GRAHAM [continuing]. Final adjudication standard?

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. Forgive me—a significant pos-
sibility——

Senator GRAHAM. Okay——

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. Of persecution.

Senator GRAHAM [continuing]. Okay. Here’s the final adjudica-
tion standard: “reasonable possibility of suffering persecution on
account of race, religion, nationality, membership in a particular
social group or political opinion.” That’s the final adjudication
standard. What percentage of people who pass the initial screening
standard are given asylum using the second standard?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Ranking Member Graham, if I understand
your question correctly, what is the, let’s say, average, because it
changes by——

Senator GRAHAM. If you have 100 passing the screening test of
critical fear, how many of them are granted asylum through the
adjudication process, percentage-wise?

Secretary MAYORKAS. It varies according to country of origin. It’s
about

Senator GRAHAM. I can tell you, it’s averaging 10 percent. So, 90
percent of the people that pass the credible fear standard never
make it. Here’s a proposal. Why don’t we make the adjudication
standard the initial screening standard? I'm willing to change the
law with my Democratic friends. One or two things is happening.
You’re denying 90 percent of people with a legitimate claim, which
I don’t believe, or when you look at their claim, it’s not—it’s an eco-
nomic problem. It doesn’t meet the stature or definition.

If you want to stop asylum seeking, change the standard. Be-
cause once they get here, they never leave. So, I'm willing to work
with you. Are you willing to—final question, would you entertain
changing the credible fear standard as a screening standard to the
final adjudication standard?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Ranking Member Graham, I would wel-
come the opportunity to work with you to reform——

Senator GRAHAM. Great.

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. What’s clearly a broken——

Senator GRAHAM. Thank you.

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. Immigration system.

Senator GRAHAM. That’s a good place to start.

Chair DURBIN. Thanks, Senator Graham. Senator Whitehouse.

Senator WHITEHOUSE. Thanks very much. Welcome, Secretary.
And thank you, Chairman, for this hearing. As the Chair of the
Senate Caucus on International Narcotics Control, I've been work-
ing to focus more on the financial networks and flows that support
the international drug cartels. My experience in my U.S. Attorney
days and in many years on this Committee has been that we put
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a great deal of focus on the importation of drugs from these cartels
and by these cartels.

But for every package that comes over the Border, there are dol-
lars that flow back to the cartels. And I think we’ve been less suc-
cessful at degrading, exposing, and ultimately destroying the finan-
cial networks upon which these cartels rely. What, in your view,
are the things that you could be doing to more effectively attack
the financial side of the drug cartel network?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator Whitehouse, I share your experi-
ence as a former United States Attorney. As a matter of fact, I was
a Federal prosecutor for 12 years, almost 9 years as an assistant.

Senator WHITEHOUSE. We've all done the press conferences with
the drugs and the guns and the cash.

Secretary MAYORKAS. So we are already seeking to disrupt the
financial networks of the cartels in an unprecedented way. Within
the Department of Homeland Security, our Homeland Security In-
vestigations agents are very focused on that, and they are attack-
ing that—not alone, but with their partners in the Federal Govern-
ment. We have——

Senator WHITEHOUSE. I'd like a proper briefing on that. Would
you coordinate that for me and invite other Members of the Com-
mittee to join if they would like?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Most certainly, Senator, because I would
also like other partners of ours to join in that briefing from the De-
partment of Justice, as well as from the Treasury Department.

Senator WHITEHOUSE. It strikes me that there are American in-
terests that can facilitate these financial transactions, whether it’s
through law firms or hedge funds or yacht brokers or whatever.

It is part of a general global problem of kleptocrats’ secret financ-
ing—kleptocrats’ and criminals’ secret financing. And I look for-
ward to working with you to improve what we’re doing against
that, and in particular, to build support for the law, the
ENABLERS Act, that would, in the same way that we prevent
banks from going about this business and we’ve begun to inves-
tigate shell corporations who go about this business.

We'll be able to put some restraints on American law firms,
yacht brokers, realtors, hedge fund managers, and others who fa-
cilitate this trade. So I look forward to working with you on that.

Separate matter. You oversee the Coast Guard. There is a very
significant pirate fishing problem which also overlays with a slave
ship problem which also overlays with a vector for drugs and weap-
ons and other evils problem. The Coast Guard has a very impor-
tant role in all of this. Recently in Panama, Secretary Del Toro of
the Navy and your Deputy Commandant Peter Gautier met to dis-
cuss improving the engagement of the Coast Guard and the Navy
together. I would like to ask you to get back to me in writing. This
is a question for the record.

First, what are the next steps you need, including steps by Sec-
retary Del Toro to make sure that the Navy is fully supporting the
Coast Guard’s effort against the international pirate fishing fleet
and against the Chinese fishing fleet where it’s violating inter-
national and local laws? Question one.

Question two, what additional resources does the Coast Guard
need to do that international work?



16

I will tell you that when Lindsey and I led the previous Munich
Security Conference delegation, General Townsend was then in
charge of AFRICOM and he, in his briefing, told us—not in re-
sponse to questions, he volunteered that one of the things that’s
important to the success of the AFRICOM mission is the ability to
get after the pirate fishing and Chinese fishing fleets that are oper-
ating in the EEZ Waters of these African allies without their even
knowing it. Because they don’t have the capacity to do it.

And he believes it will help our national security mission on that
continent if we can more aggressively track and identify and alert
the local authorities to the presence of pirate fishing. So, the Coast
Guard does not have the global footprint that the Navy does? What
do you need? That’s question two.

Last question is that for lack of official enforcement by the
United States Government, the NGO community has stepped up in
important ways to do enforcement, whether it’s Global Fishing
Watch or Vulcan or Sea Shepherd. There’s a whole array of NGOs
who operate in this space. They both need intelligence about the
location of these pirate vessels, and they can offer intelligence. It
can be a two-way street. They’re very active, and theyre quite ca-
pable.

We are trying to figure out how we can set it up so that they
can have access to appropriate intelligence that can be deployed in
real time against real vessels when they cross real boundaries and
do so in a way that protects the sources and methods in the classi-
fied matters that we should not be allowing to get out.

I think there’s the ability to create sort of a vestibule where the
information that’s needed can go in, be screened, and then once it’s
screened, get out—but be screened like in real time. Not one of
these, you know, whole-of-Government interagency task force
things where it takes a decade. I would like to ask your commit-
ment to help set that up so that we can be both receiving and pro-
viding intelligence about these vessels in real time.

Secretary MAYORKAS. You have my commitment, Senator. May I
say two brief things?

Senator WHITEHOUSE. Go for it.

Secretary MAYORKAS. One is the U.S. Coast Guard is doing ex-
traordinary work in this area. I have been briefed a number of
times with respect to what it has been doing in South America,
specifically. You identify illegal fishing and specifically the aggres-
sive actions of the PRC in this regard. It is very much a problem,
and——

Senator WHITEHOUSE. By the way, do you agree that the fleet
that the PRC has launched also often accomplishes other goals for
the Communist government in China involving surveillance and
nonfishing activities?

Secretary MAYORKAS. That is certainly a very significant concern
of ours. With respect to the dissemination of intelligence and infor-
mation, one of the overarching objectives of our Office of Intel-
ligence and Analysis is to distribute as widely as possible as much
intel and information as possible in real time that is relevant and
actionable at the lowest classification level possible.

So your request to get this information out to the force multi-
pliers in civil society is something that I will take back——
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Senator WHITEHOUSE. Thank you.

Senator MAYORKAS [continuing]. To our Undersecretary.

Senator WHITEHOUSE. You actually have good models for doing
this in other areas

Secretary MAYORKAS. Yes, we do.

Senator WHITEHOUSE [continuing]. That can be applied readily in
the IUU fishing areas. So I look forward to working with you on
that and to your written reply to those three questions, which I'm
sure your diligent staff were carefully writing down behind you.

The last thing, Uniting for Ukraine. I think we’ve been able to
give shelter to 50,000 Ukrainians fleeing Putin’s atrocities

Secretary MAYORKAS. More than

Senator WHITEHOUSE [continuing]. And brutalities in Ukraine.

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. More than that, Senator.

Senator WHITEHOUSE. Is there anything more that you need to
help the U.S. help more parolees from Ukraine find temporary
shelter here until Ukraine can achieve its victory?

Secretary MAYORKAS. So we are very focused on Uniting for
Ukraine. I believe the last figure I saw was that we have provided
a relief for more than 100,000 Ukrainians. I will confirm that fig-
ure. One of the—one of the needs that we have is to resource U.S.
Citizenship and Immigration Services.

As I referenced earlier, it was an agency that was financially
devastated during the prior administration, and we’re very focused
on getting it back into a safe and secure financial condition.

Senator WHITEHOUSE. It seems clear to me that Ukraine has
demonstrated enormous patriotism and that those who have fled
the brutalities and atrocities of Vladimir Putin are truly seeking
only temporary shelter and employment here so that they can go
back and help rebuild their lives and their country. Is that your ex-
perience as well?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Yes, it is, Senator.

Senator WHITEHOUSE. Thank you very much. Thank you, Chair-
man.

Chair DURBIN. Thank you, Senator Whitehouse. Senator Grass-
ley.

Senator GRASSLEY. Thank you. Thank you for coming, Mr. Sec-
retary. There are several reports of foreign nations, like China,
purchasing U.S. land for farming or agricultural purposes. Some of
these tracts of land are suspiciously close to American military
bases or critical infrastructure sites. The Committee on Foreign In-
vestment in the United States expressed great concern in a North
Dakota purchase of farmland by China as one example of their con-
cern.

How is Homeland Security working with the Department of Agri-
culture and law enforcement entities to track these types of sus-
picious land purchases?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator Grassley, we are very focused on
the threat that the People’s Republic of China poses to the United
States in a number of regards. You have cited one of them, and we
are a member of CFIUS, the Committee for Foreign Investment in
the U.S. We are one of the Departments that reviews potential
transactions to assess the threat that a transaction poses—not only
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in isolated context, but in the aggregate, the threat it poses to the
security of the United States.

And we seek to impose measures on the transaction to mitigate
any threat successfully. And if that threat cannot be adequately
mitigated through the measures that we take, then it would be our
recommendation to prevent the transaction from occurring.

Senator GRASSLEY. As a follow-up, do you have a way of notifying
relevant parties that may be targets to possible espionage from
these purchases?

Secretary MAYORKAS. There is a very established process that
the Committee for Foreign Investment in the United States,
CFIUS, follows with respect to the transactions and the Commit-
tee’s engagement with the parties to the transaction.

Senator GRASSLEY. Over 2 years ago, on February the 11th,
2021, I wrote to you and asked these questions, and TI'll repeat
these questions later on. The first question was, whether the De-
partment of Homeland Security considers Confucius Institutes and
their affiliates to be an extension of Communist Chinese govern-
ment? And two, if the Department believed them to be purveyors
of Communist Chinese government propaganda?

I would hope the answers to those questions would be obvious to
anybody in the Biden administration. We all know that the na-
tional security threats that Confucius Institutes pose, and we can
draw that conclusion, based upon what the Chinese government’s
own words say about these institutions. And many educational in-
stitutions have already shut down their Confucius Institutes.

And yet, when you answered my February letter, July 29th of
2021, you personally responded and failed to answer the critical
question. So I'm going to pose these questions to you again, wheth-
er the Department of Homeland Security considers Confucius Insti-
tutes and their affiliates to be an extension of the Communist Chi-
nese government? And if the Department believes them to be pur-
veyors of Communist Chinese propaganda?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, we are—we are very concerned
about the institutes that you mentioned. In fact, we are very con-
cerned about the PRC’s use of what we call nontraditional collec-
tors of intelligence. It is why we are working with the Department
of State to ensure that our visa system is secure as against that
threat.

Senator GRASSLEY. Well, for any college, university, or other edu-
cational institution in the United States that maintains such an in-
stitute connected with China, would you advise those educational
institutions to close them based on national security reasons? If
not, why not?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, we work—as do others in the
United States Government work—with institutions of higher learn-
ing to inform them of the threat that the PRC poses and to deliver
recommended safeguards to guard against that threat.

Senator GRASSLEY. Okay. Let me go back to one of those first two
questions I asked you just to get clarification. Do you believe these
institutes to be purveyors of Communist Chinese government prop-
aganda?
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Secretary MAYORKAS. I am very concerned that many of them are
indeed, Senator, and we seek to guard against the realization of
that threat.

Senator GRASSLEY. Then, going back to something, I was going
to ask you a whole series of questions that Senator Graham al-
ready answered. But one that I want to follow up on is, for the
Committee’s record, would you describe which foreign drug cartels
control areas of the Southern Border and the areas they control?

Secretary MAYORKAS. The two cartels, Senator, that are of great-
est concern to us are the Sinaloa Cartel and the Jalisco New Gen-
eration Cartel as the primary traffickers of synthetic opioids, in-
cluding the deadly fentanyl.

Senator GRASSLEY. Okay. Multiple Inspectors General have
found the Department of Homeland Security failed to fully vet and
screen Afghan evacuees before entering the United States. In one
report, the Defense Department Inspector General said that 50
evacuees in the United States pose potential significant national
security concerns. How many Afghan evacuees are currently in the
country who pose potential or actual national security concerns?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, I respectfully disagree with cer-
tain aspects of the Inspector General reports that you reference.
And I would be pleased to provide you and your staff with a brief-
ing with respect to the security screening and vetting that we per-
formed with respect to the Afghan nationals who were seeking re-
lief in the United States and the disposition of those individuals.

Senator GRASSLEY. I respectfully disagree with you that this is
classified and you can’t answer it in this setting—but I'll go on to
another question. Does the Department of Homeland Security
know the location of these Afghan evacuees in the United States
who pose a potential national security threat? And if you don’t
know where they are, why you don’t know where they are?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, if an individual poses a national
security threat, that individual is either removed from the United
States or detained.

Senator GRASSLEY. So, we’re not——

Secretary MAYORKAS. If there are other reasons for either of
those dispositions to not occur, then that is something that I can
share with you in an appropriate briefing.

Senator GRASSLEY. Did you—did you just tell me in your answer
that there’s none of these evacuees that are a serious threat to the
United States?

Secretary MAYORKAS. No, Senator. What I would like to make
clear, if I wasn’t clear initially, is that we screen and vet individ-
uals before they arrive. If an individual does arrive and we deter-
mine that the individual presents either a public safety or a na-
tional security threat, we will place that individual in removal pro-
ceedings and seek to detain that individual.

If that disposition is not reached, there may be considerations
why that is so. And I would welcome the opportunity to brief you
on that more specifically.

Senator GRASSLEY. Well, do you coordinate with the FBI’s ongo-
isng asaessment and investigation of Afghan evacuees in the United

tates?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Yes, we most certainly do.
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Senator GRASSLEY. Okay. On January the 23rd this year, Sen-
ator Johnson and I sent a letter to the Secret Service requesting
visitor logs for President Biden’s residence. Our letter, in part, is
part of a review that we began 2 years ago of President Biden’s
compliance with Federal records laws dating back to the time that
he was Vice President.

Our records—our request was also based on news reports that
the Secret Service was prepared to turn those records over to Con-
gress pursuant to a request. Since then, my and Senator Johnson’s
staff have been told that the—your Department’s Office of General
Counsel is the barrier to the Secret Service producing relevant ma-
terial to Congress.

It appears that the Office of General Counsel is being used to
shield and frustrate and obstruct congressional oversight. What
steps have you instructed the Office of General Counsel to take to
produce the requested material to me and Senator Johnson? And
what legal barriers exist to producing these Secret Service visitors’
logs to Congress, if they can’t be given to Congress?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, two things. Number one, the di-
rective that I have issued is for our Department to cooperate and
comply with our oversight responsibilities and the requests that
are made of us. And two, it is certainly false that the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel serves as a barrier to that cooperation and compli-
ance.

Senator GRASSLEY. Sounds to me like we’ll get those records
then. Is that right?

Secretary MAYORKAS. I don’t know of—whether the Secret Serv-
ice maintains visitor logs of the President’s residence. But if they
do and those have been requested, we will comply with the law.

Senator GRASSLEY. Okay, thank you.

Chair DURBIN. Thanks, Senator Grassley. Senator Blumenthal.

Senator BLUMENTHAL. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Thanks, Mr.
Secretary, for your service and thank you for being here today.

I want to begin with an issue involving international students.
In particular, I'm rooting for UConn in the Final Four. The men’s
team is powered by an incredibly talented and successful forward
named Adama Sanogo, who is not a citizen, and unfortunately, un-
like his teammates, he cannot benefit from his name, image, and
likeness, although he is a star.

The rules have been revised. Two years ago, the NCAA, at the
urging of myself and others, allowed student athletes to benefit
from their name, image, and likeness. And international students,
like him and Aaliyah Edwards on our women’s team, other athletes
in other sports who are international students are prevented by
student visa rules from benefiting from financial opportunities and
indeed, their educational futures because of these rules.

I sent a letter to you calling on DHS to issue guidance and open
a rulemaking to enable some fairness and equity here. But the
schools haven’t received guidance from DHS about student visas
and NIL. Will you commit to publishing guidance or issuing rule-
making to ensure that Adama and Aaliyah and other international
students on the Huskies and other teams have a fair opportunity
on their NIL rights for their entire college career?
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Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, thank you for your letter on this
subject, which brought the issue to my attention. I was not aware
of it previously. We are indeed looking at the issue very carefully.

Senator BLUMENTHAL. And I hope quickly.

Secretary MAYORKAS. And we will move with deliberate speed,
yes.

Senator BLUMENTHAL. Deliberate speed, meaning perhaps——

Secretary MAYORKAS. Quickly.

Senator BLUMENTHAL [continuing]. Very soon?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Yes, we'll move as quickly as we can, Sen-
ator.

Senator BLUMENTHAL. Thank you. I want to talk a little bit
about TikTok and data security. I don’t need to emphasize to you
the concern that we have not only about the destructive effects of
driving toxic content to kids through the algorithms of TikTok and
other social media. But given DHS concern and focus on cyber se-
curity and the threats of foreign espionage, do you have concerns
about the safety of TikTok’s user data and the independence of
TikTok from the Chinese government?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, I certainly do, and I have a tre-
mendous concern with respect to many aspects of the PRC’s aggres-
sion with respect to the United States and other democracies
around the world.

Senator BLUMENTHAL. Without going into the details in this set-
ting, are those concerns based on evidence that, in fact, there is
Chinese surveillance through TikTok?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, I would refrain from answering
that question directly in this setting. And I should also note that
there are legal proceedings pending with respect to TikTok, and so
I will respectfully refrain. But let me be clear that we’re very con-
cerned about the security implications of TikTok.

Senator BLUMENTHAL. Youre a member of the CFIUS panel,
which has a responsibility. It has an ongoing proceeding which has
been lagging for some years, I think, at this point. Can you commit
to that proceeding coming to a conclusion?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, there is a litigation pending. We
are very focused on the threat that TikTok presents, and you have
my assurance that we are addressing that with tremendous vigi-
lance.

Senator BLUMENTHAL. I'm not asking for details in this setting,
but simply—not only the assurance that you will act promptly, but
that it will be on the basis of evidence that you have right now.
I think that evidence is there of the threat of Chinese surveillance.
Am I correct?

Secretary MAYORKAS. The disposition will be based on the evi-
dence that we have and any additional evidence that we acquire.

Senator BLUMENTHAL. Recently, I joined a number of my col-
leagues in asking you about the proposals with regard to family de-
tention. Can you update us as to what the administration’s policy
is? We expressed our concerns about reports that that policy might
be adopted in the near future.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, no decision has been made. We
ended family detention in March of 2021. No decision has been
made. And I seek to encourage a work environment where people
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can present their ideas. Many are left on the cutting-room floor,
others become policy, others spring new ideas. That’s the type of
environment that I seek to create.

Senator BLUMENTHAL. I take it from that answer that no decision
has been made. No decision has been made and the report about
your considering it don’t imply that it will be adopted as a policy?

Secretary MAYORKAS. That is correct.

Senator BLUMENTHAL. There have been various suggestions, and
I have joined in the idea, that maybe it ought to be considered for
drug cartels to be regarded as foreign terrorist organizations. Is
there a serious consideration to that idea being given?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, this is a matter in the province of
the Department of State. It’s a very complicated question because
it obviously has foreign relations implications. I certainly agree
with both the Chairman, Ranking Member Graham, with respect
to the perniciousness, the viciousness of the cartels, and it is pre-
cisely why we are attacking them with the full force of our law en-
forcement capabilities.

Senator BLUMENTHAL. Can you tell me about Operation Blue
Lotus and what can be accomplished through that?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Operation Blue Lotus, Senator, is a surge
operation that we implemented to address the increased interdic-
tion of fentanyl at the ports of entry. Most of the fentanyl, more
than 90 percent of the fentanyl that enters the United States is
brought in through the ports of entry.

We surged resources, including the extraordinary special agents
of Homeland Security Investigations, to the ports of entry to en-
hance our interdiction capabilities, to enhance our investigative ca-
pabilities, and bring a greater level of prosecutions to bear.

We had, as the Chairman noted, tremendous success within just
the first week of Operation Blue Lotus. I received the latest update
last night with respect to some of the seizures of fentanyl that we
were able to accomplish as part of that operation.

Senator BLUMENTHAL. Will it be expanded?

Secretary MAYORKAS. It is my hope that we have additional fund-
ing to expand it, and we are certainly going to continue with that
operation.

Senator BLUMENTHAL. I was very pleased to see that the Depart-
ment has recently announced that it would give a 1-year parole, an
extension to an estimated 25,000 Ukrainians and their immediate
family members who have come here in the wake of the murderous
assault by the Russian’s crime against humanity, as the President’s
correctly called it. This extension, in my view, is one step.

As you know, I've advocated for our country to provide not only
strong military and humanitarian support to Ukraine, but also the
assurance that Ukrainian refugees coming here will be safe and
welcome in our country. What kind of support and resources does
DHS need to further process and expand the number of refugees
who will be welcome here?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, thank you very much. The Unit-
ing for Ukraine, a very innovative program that we implemented,
is a tremendous source of pride for us, and we are tremendously
committed to continuing it. U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Serv-
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ices is under tremendous financial strain, and we are seeking addi-
tional funding for that agency.

In addition, we have a notice of proposed rulemaking to readjust
its cost schedule to make sure that the fees it charged are cali-
brated according to the cost incurred in administrating the benefits
provided. So we’re trying to get that agency on firm, stable footing
because it was on the brink of bankruptcy in the prior administra-
tion.

Senator BLUMENTHAL. Let me ask you, likewise, will you support
the Afghan Adjustment Act, which I have championed, a number
of us on this Committee have supported?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Yes. And we very much appreciate your
championing of it.

Senator BLUMENTHAL. Thank you. Thanks, Mr. Chairman.

Chair DURBIN. Thanks, Senator Blumenthal. Senator Cornyn.

Senator CORNYN. Mr. Secretary, when the Attorney General of
the United States was here a couple of weeks ago, I asked him
whether he was aware of the strategy of transnational criminal or-
ganizations to flood the Border with migrants in a manner to over-
whelm the Border Patrol so that, then, they could move drugs
across the Border. And he said he was aware of that strategy. Are
you familiar with that strategy? Do you agree with the Attorney
General?

Secretary MAYORKAS. I am not aware of that as a strategy. I am
certainly aware of the significant challenge

Senator CORNYN. If you’re not aware of the strategy, they move
migrants and they move drugs for money. Right?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Yes, they do. The cartels are smug-
gling——

Senator CORNYN. So what better way to move drugs into the
United States than to overwhelm the Border Patrol with migrants,
so—and divert their attention from their drug interdiction respon-
sibilities?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator Cornyn, more than 90 percent of
the fentanyl, or about 90 percent of the fentanyl that is brought
into the United States

Senator CORNYN. That’s a totally made-up number. You had
nearly a million people get away from Border Patrol, evade Border
Patrol’s detection and detention between 2022 and 2023. You have
no idea how many of those people were carrying fentanyl or other
drugs with them. Do you?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, the expert view that I received is
that approximately 90 percent of the fentanyl that is brought
in—

Senator CORNYN. That’s a totally made-up number, Mr. Sec-
retary. You know it

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator

Senator CORNYN [continuing]. That’s a totally made-up number.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, the expert information that I re-
ceived is that approximately 90 percent of the fentanyl is brought
in through the ports of entry—through passenger vehicles, through
trucks, through pedestrians.
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Senator CORNYN. Mr. Secretary, you understand that you have
a credibility problem with the—with the Congress and with the
American people. Don’t you?

Secretary MAYORKAS. I have unflinching confidence in the integ-
rity of my conduct.

Senator CORNYN. No, I'm saying you have told us two patently
inconsistent things. For example, you said we do have operational
control of the Border. In 2022, you said the Border is not, in fact,
open. And then I think I heard you say here that no administration
has ever had operational control of the Border. Isn’t that what you
said?

Secretary MAYORKAS. No. That is not what I said.

Senator CORNYN. That’s not what you said?

Secretary MAYORKAS. May I——

Senator CORNYN. Well, the record will

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. May [——

Senator CORNYN [continuing]. Reflect

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. May I clarify?

Senator CORNYN [continuing]. 4.8 million people coming to the
Border and being ushered into the interior of the United States,
perhaps never to be identified or heard from again. And with
108,000 Americans dying of drug overdoses last year alone, with
those drugs flooding across the Border, you think everything is just
hunky-dory?

Secretary MAYORKAS. That is absolutely not true. Senator, I un-
derstand that you have——

Senator CORNYN. No, I understand you gave your answer. You
said it’s not true and I disagree with you.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, may I

Senator CORNYN. Last month, I went to Hays Consolidated Inde-
pendent School District in Kyle, Texas. And I met with Shannon
and Darren McConville and Brandon Dunn and Janel Rodriguez.

The McConvilles lost their 17-year-old son, Kevin, to fentanyl
poisoning. He had pizza for dinner and then came back down look-
ing for a second helping and none was left, his mom said. So she
offered to make him a tuna fish sandwich. And instead he went up-
stairs and went to bed. And when they went to his bedroom the
next morning to wake him up, he was dead because of fentanyl poi-
soning.

Brandon Dunn and Janel Rodriguez’ 15-year-old son, Noah, who
loved sports—they called him genuine, kind, and a jokester—he
began—his mental condition began to deteriorate during COVID-
19 and unfortunately, it had some experience with illicit drugs. But
while spending the night at a friend’s house during the first week-
end of the school year, Noah took a pill laced with fentanyl and
died of fentanyl poisoning.

Mr. Secretary, would you like to take the opportunity here today
to apologize to these parents who lost their children because of
fentanyl poisoning because of the policies of your Department and
the Biden administration? Would you like to apologize to them?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, my heart is with the family of
every victim of a drug overdose death.

Senator CORNYN. Is that an apology?
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Secretary MAYORKAS. My heart is with the family and the loved
ones and the friends
Senator CORNYN. So why don’t you
Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. And neighbors of every:

Senator CORNYN [continuing]. Do something about it?

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. Of every—of every victim of
these drug overdose deaths including

Senator CORNYN. Attorney General Garland said this is part of
a comprehensive strategy by the cartels——

Secretary MAYORKAS. We——

Senator CORNYN [continuing]. To flood these drugs into the
United States by overwhelming Border Patrol. You're clearly losing
that battle——

Secretary MAYORKAS. We are

Senator CORNYN [continuing]. And you won’t even apologize to
these parents, like so many other parents who have lost their teen-
age children to counterfeit drugs laced with fentanyl.

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. We are bringing unprece-
dented force in the fight against

Senator CORNYN. And you're losing.

Secretary MAYORKAS. The gravity

Senator CORNYN. Let me ask you another question.

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. The gravity of the challenge
cannot be overstated. We recognize the gravity of the challenge,
and I look forward to working with you

Senator CORNYN. And do you recognize that you are losing?

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. I look forward to working with
you, Senator——

Senator CORNYN. No, that’s not——

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. And this Committee——

Senator CORNYN [continuing]. My question.

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. To address this challenge to-
gether.

Senator CORNYN. Let me ask you another question in the time
remaining, since you won’t answer our questions—and you won’t
acknowledge responsibility. My constituents are saying, who’s ac-
;:_oulégable? Who’s accountable? Who's paying a price? Who got
ired?

Well, you haven’t been fired. You should be fired, but you haven’t
been fired because you were carrying out the policies of the Biden
administration. And the—we’re seeing nothing but death and de-
struction as a result.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator:

Senator CORNYN. Will you wait——

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. The surge——

Senator CORNYN [continuing]. Wait for a question. I recently
went to the Yuma Border Patrol sector, which is a sleepy little ag-
ricultural community, as you know, in Southwest Arizona. The Bor-
der Patrol Chief there greeted us by saying, we have encountered
100 migrants from 176 countries speaking 200 languages.

Arizona Senator Mark Kelly pointed out that Mexicali has a air-
port—is a city in Northern Mexico very close to the Border where
people can simply fly into that and then take an Uber over to the
Border Patrol sector and claim asylum and then be released under
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your policies, under Biden administration policies into the interior
of the United States—from 176 different countries.

Recently, I was in El Paso with a bipartisan group of Senators
to—that was before we got to Yuma, and we were out on a night
patrol. The Border Patrol detained two young men who were
from—who had passports from the People’s Republic of China—
Mainland China, controlled by the Chinese Communist Party. They
were presumably released, like these other individuals, into the in-
terior of the United States with either a notice to appear or a no-
tice to report.

Can you tell the Committee where these people are today?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator

Senator CORNYN. Can you assure us that these individuals are
not in the United States to conduct espionage or other nefarious
acts against the United States Government? Can you reassure us
of that?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, if an individual is deemed to
present a threat to public safety or national security, that indi-
vidual——

Senator CORNYN. Well, how would you know? How would you
know? They show up with a passport, and they claim a credible
fear of persecution, and then under yours and the Biden adminis-
tration policies, they’re released into the interior of the country.
These people—these are people who, perhaps, we don’t have any
records about. And certainly, we’re not going to get them from
China.

You know zero about them and you know zero about the threat
they pose to the United States and our national security. You can’t
tell us, can you, where the individuals are located who have been
either paroled or released into the United States? You have no
comprehensive list or ability to identify where those people are
today. Do you?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, let me—let me, again, repeat that
we screen and vet individuals

Senator CORNYN. That’s not my question.

Secretary MAYORKAS. If we encounter

Senator CORNYN. You're—you're a—you’re a—you’re quite capa-
ble of evading the questions we’re asking or diverting us to some-
thing else that’s not what we ask. My question to you is when
somebody from the People’s Republic of China shows up in El Paso,
Texas, and then claims asylum and is released into the interior of
the United States, do you know where they are and what they are
up to?

Secretary MAYORKAS. We very well can know where they are
based upon——

Senator CORNYN. You can. Do you?

Secretary MAYORKAS. It depends on the individual and the fact
that

Senator CORNYN. Some of them—if it depends on the individual,
some of them, you don’t know where they are or what they are up
to. Is that right?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, the issue of individuals abscond-
ing from law enforcement is a challenge that
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Senator CORNYN. And you are failing in that challenge, Mr. Sec-
retary.

Secretary MAYORKAS. If I may finish?

Senator CORNYN. You and the Biden administration policies are
contributing to what is happening on the Border. And according to
Ms. McConville, she credited the Biden broken Border policies with
contributing to the death of her son. And you won’t even have the
common decency to apologize.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, as I mentioned before, and I must
say this, that my heart is with the victims of every death from an
overdose, number one. Number two, we are bringing unprecedented
force to the fight against the drug traffickers. Number three, the
scourge of fentanyl is not new. It is not something that was born
in 2021. And I can provide you with the tens of thousands of
deaths that preceded this administration. This is a challenge that
we all have to come together to fight.

Senator CORNYN. You simply lost all credibility, Mr. Secretary.

Chair DURBIN. Senator Booker.

Senator BOOKER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. The crisis of
fentanyl has been discussed a lot. I want to echo what my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle have said and what you have
said. This is an American crisis. It shouldn’t divide us against each
other. We need to find where the common cause and common ur-
gency is and attack those areas.

We should be guided by the facts and the evidence and not the
typical political forces that divide us that make it difficult to solve
problems. We will not agree on everything. But the facts are the
facts. This problem did not start under Joe Biden. In fact, Mr. Sec-
retary, during the years of the Trump administration, fentanyl
deaths rose in America. Correct?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Yes, they did.

Senator BOOKER. That’s all I need. This problem has risen under
Republican Presidents and Democratic Presidents. This is not a
partisan issue. This is an American issue. This is an American cri-
sis. And more facts that I think are worthy of repeating and saying
clearly is that this is an issue that is being driven by criminals
from our country.

The data shows that U.S. citizens are accounting for 86 percent
of fentanyl trafficking convictions—86 percent. When I visited the
Border recently, down in Brownsville, the Customs and Border pro-
fessionals—professionals every day that seek to serve the security
of this Nation, made it very clear that this is overwhelmingly
Americans being stopped coming through ports of entry. That 91
percent of the fentanyl enters our country through these ports of
entry. Can you affirm that, sir?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, it’s my information indeed that
the majority of fentanyl coming into this country is coming in
through the ports of entry, over 90 percent.

Senator BOOKER. And American citizens are the majority of peo-
ple being arrested?

Secretary MAYORKAS. So that is a statistic with which I am not
familiar. And—but certainly we see American citizens as traffickers
in fentanyl. As I referenced just a few minutes ago, yesterday I was
briefed most recently on Operation Blue Lotus, and indeed we ap-
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prehended for prosecution two American citizens who were traf-
ficking in multi-kilograms of fentanyl.

Senator BOOKER. Well, sir, I want to point out the GAO report
on June of 2022, which found that 91 percent of drug seizure
events involve only U.S. citizens. Now, this isn’t to say that un-
documented immigrants are not a part of the problem. They ac-
count for about 9 percent. But we need to be operating on the facts.
The guns that the cartels are using are coming from where?

Secretary MAYORKAS. A great number of them are coming from
the United States.

Senator BOOKER. Give me—can you contextualize a great num-
ber as 20 percent, 30 percent? Are the majority of the guns being
used by these cartels coming from the United States or not?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Yes, that is my understanding. It is why
indeed we have surged resources to interdict the flow—the illegal
flow of firearms to the South.

Senator BOOKER. So to present this as a problem that is just a
Mexico problem and not discuss the facts that the weapons that the
cartels are using, the majority of, according to your testimony, are
coming from the United States, that the majority of the people we
are arresting coming across the Border, trafficking, that they are
coming through the ports of entry means that we have to look to
solutions that meet the facts of the crisis. Is that correct?

Secretary MAYORKAS. That is correct.

Senator BOOKER. Should this country be, as Customs and Border
agents told me, and again, these don’t sound like very politically
controversial issues. We need more resources at our Borders and
our ports of entry that enable modern, cutting-edge technology to
be used to detect the presence of fentanyl. Would that help the
problem?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Yes, it would, Senator. And I should say
that we are deploying an unprecedented level of modern technology
to interdict fentanyl. Our nonintrusive inspection technology is ex-
traordinarily effective and we are exploring the use of artificial in-
telligence to serve as a force multiplier.

I was in Arizona last week. Not only did I see the nonintrusive
inspection technology—which I've seen in many of my visits to the
Border, I think I've made 16 as the Secretary—but I also learned
from our colleagues about the forward-operating labs that we now
deploy to the ports of entry.

So, personnel expert in the identification of the particular nar-
cotic at issue can analyze it, confirm its identity, and bring the ap-
propriate prosecution to bear.

Senator BOOKER. And so if there’s an action for Congress that
could be a bipartisan effort would be to surge the resources to fur-
ther expand the cutting-edge technology necessary to detect the
fentanyl and to arrest the folks who are trafficking. That’s a clear
yes. Yes?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Yes.

Senator BOOKER. That’s all. The second thing that reminded me
of my work doing law enforcement in my city as mayor is that we
found that too many of our police officers were engaged in activities
that weren’t the highest and best use when it came to stopping and
preventing crime.
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So, again, we need to protect our overall Border and technology
that was discussed with me by Customs and Border Patrol that
could use high-tech, sensory—all different types of technologies
from motion detectors to aerial surveillance, they would tell me,
would free up considerable amounts of our Customs and Border Pa-
trol to focus more on where exactly the fentanyl is coming from.

Even more than that, when you have a surge of asylum seekers,
they were telling me stories about too many of their Customs and
Border Patrol simply doing data entry, dealing with the asylum
seekers, as opposed to having those officers do the things that we
know and focusing on where we know the problem is.

And so they talked about just simply some of the things we did
when I was mayor of the City of Newark: getting civilians in to do
the basic data entry jobs and freeing up officers to focus on ports
of entry where their highest and best use is.

And so, from the technology to protect our Border to too many
people sitting behind desks with guns and officers, do you agree
with me that we could be finding ways to better use the manpower,
womanpower, personpower, that we have to focus on where the ac-
tual problem is?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Yes. And we are doing that. And let me re-
peat very, very briefly, our use of technology and our exploration
of Al, artificial intelligence, as a force multiplier to liberate some
of our personnel from some of the more mundane tasks that could
be accomplished by machines——

Senator BOOKER. So I would like to learn more about that. I have
2 minutes left. I really want to hear more about that because when
I was on the Border, I heard from a lot of your agents the urgency
to do this. I know you’re making progress, and I'd like to hear
more, but I just——

Secretary MAYORKAS. And we're also adding case processors to
make sure that the agents, the uniformed agents, can be back out
in the field. We have surged those resources in an unprecedented
way.

Senator BOOKER. There’s always going to be partisan differences.
There’s always going to be divisions in our country. But the lines
that divide us are nowhere near as strong as the ties that bind us.
We all care. We all are having people dying in our communities,
people we know, families we meet with. And yet there is so much
room for us to work together where we agree and to get things
done and support the agents on the ground that when I meet with
them, they’re some of the proudest, most dedicated, patriotic Amer-
icans.

In the few seconds I have left, sir, last week, the Anti-Defama-
tion League released its annual report examining antisemitic inci-
dents. According to the ADL, in 2022, there were at least 3,697
antisemitic incidents throughout the United States. This is a 36
percent increase from the 2,717 incidents tabulated in 2021.

It’s the highest number on record since the ADL started tracking.
Antisemitism is at a stunning rise and the highest we’re ever de-
tecting. This is, to me, absolutely frightening. The number one tar-
geted religious group in our country. I know the Department of
Homeland Security released a toolkit for communities to better un-
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derstand how to protect themselves. I think it’s a valuable re-
source.

But could you please, just in the last 30 seconds I have, how is
the Department approaching community-driven solutions to the
kind of violent extremism that threatens Jewish Americans, Sikh
Americans, Muslim Americans, that are beginning to have so many
of our religious minorities being targeted in the United States?

Secretary MAYORKAS. In the 10 seconds that I have: dissemi-
nating information so everyone is aware of the threat; providing
advice with respect to the hardening of vulnerable locations; pro-
viding $20 million in grant funds each year to allow places of wor-
ship, religious schools, community-based organizations to increase
their level of security. This requires a whole-of-community ap-
proach, and our Center for Prevention Programs and Partnerships
is extraordinarily devoted to that.

Senator BOOKER. Well, we have more to do collectively as a Con-
gress and in your agency, more must be done. Hate has no harbor
in the United States of America. These incidences are on a rise,
and I would ask my colleagues for all of us to do more in partner-
ship with those who are protecting us in our communities to ad-
dress the scourge of antisemitism and violence against religious mi-
norities in our country. Thank you.

Chair DURBIN. Thank you, Senator Booker. Senator Lee.

Senator LEE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Thank you, Secretary
Mayorkas, for being here.

I'm troubled by a number of things, including some exchanges
you had a few minutes ago with a couple of my colleagues, one in
particular, dealing with your definition of operational control. This
wouldn’t trouble me quite the same way that it does, but for the
fact that this isn’t just a casual term of art that people throw
around. Nor is it a term that made its first appearance with your
service at the Department of Homeland Security.

This is a statutorily defined term of art, and Congress has de-
fined it now for the last 17 years as involving the prevention of all
unlawful entries into the United States. So it appears to me that
your definition, which has to do with maximizing resources, it dis-
torts this.

It appears to me to be something that is perhaps an intentional
effort to obfuscate the real problem, to hide the absolute humani-
tarian and legal disaster that we have unfolding on our Southern
Border, one with massive national security implications and human
health implications.

As we've seen, 110,000 Americans die from fentanyl just last
year. All that fentanyl, by the way, comes from Mexico. It’s no mys-
tery where it’s coming from. It’s not made here. Not even made in
China anymore—the stuff that shows up here—it’s made in Mexico.
So perhaps this redefinition helps hide that, helps obscure it. But
it still doesn’t help. Look, this is making it worse. What you're
doing is making a lot of things worse.

And I'm concerned that this shows up in a number of areas. I'm
going to talk about some of those today. Shows up in your use of
parole. It shows up on issues related to asylum. And it shows up
in issues related to the detention of asylum applicants.
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Let’s talk about parole first. In one of these efforts to disguise
the political impact—to diffuse the political impact and disguise
what’s actually happening, you've started to rename things and
rebrand them so that the numbers seem to be improving more than
they actually are. But they aren’t.

It’s come to my attention that you’ve created at least 13 new pa-
role programs within the Department of Homeland Security.

Now, I find this odd because you break them down by things like
country of origin. But I find this odd because the statute itself, cre-
ating parole, which is found in 8 U.S.C. §1182(d)(5)(A), says that
the Secretary of Homeland Security, subject to certain conditions,
shall parole—may parole into the United States temporarily under
such conditions as he may prescribe only on a case-by-case basis
for urgent humanitarian reasons or a significant public benefit, any
alien applying for admission to the United States.

So Congress went way out of its way to define that and to say
this must be handled on a case-by-case basis. No broad grants of
these are the kinds of people we're going to parole in. Now, what
qualifies as an urgent humanitarian reason or a significant public
benefit, in your view, seems to be anything that will appear to re-
duce regular immigration.

This is so far afield from the definition that Congress actually
authorized by statute, and far beyond what it’s heretofore been un-
derstood to do and what the words themselves mean, which is to
provide a way that somebody could come in in the case of a medical
emergency under that portion of the statutory language.

Or, for example, someone who is coming in under the public ben-
efit prong from a foreign country who’s needed to testify in a jury
trial or something like that, and then be returned.

Parole wasn’t intended to be broad, nor was it intended to pro-
vide someone a permanent residence or a residence that can be-
come permanent within the United States.

And so this is really concerning to me. When we see this, I won-
der how you can possibly defend the legality of this. It shows up
further in the way that you're handling asylum.

Let me ask you this, Mr. Secretary, does anyone coming into our
Border have a right to asylum? Or is this rather a grant of discre-
tion to you as the Secretary of Homeland Security to grant it where
you deem appropriate under the circumstances prescribed by the
law?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Currently, Senator, we are exercising the
public health authority of Title 42, and under Title 42, a claim of
asylum cannot be made. The individual is expelled under that pub-
lic health authority

Senator LEE. Yes——

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. Irrespective of the fact——

Senator LEE [continuing]. Yes

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. So let’s put that aside.

Senator LEE [continuing]. Yes. I know you want to talk about
Title 42.

Secretary MAYORKAS. So let’s put that aside.

Senator LEE. Title 42 is going away in a few weeks.
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Secretary MAYORKAS. So then an individual who arrives at our
Border may claim fear of persecution by reason of their member-
ship in a particular social group——

Senator LEE. I get that. I know the standard. I'm asking you, is
it a right or is it an act of discretion on your part? Because remem-
ber, the language says, the Secretary may grant them asylum.
May. May is not shall. So is it discretionary or is it mandatory on
your part?

Secretary MAYORKAS. We—we have the ability to make a discre-
tionary decision with respect to the grant of asylum based upon the
factors that we evaluate.

Senator LEE. Okay. Now——

Secretary MAYORKAS. I have something to say about parole, but
perhaps——

Senator LEE. Sure

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. That question is not pending.

Senator LEE [continuing]. If we've got time for that. I want to
talk about this first.

With—in your exchange with one of my colleagues, I think it
may have been Senator Graham earlier, you seem to concede, at
least for purposes of discussion, that most asylum applicants don’t
get in and that the number may be something like 9 out of 10 who
don’t get in. I know it varies from country to country—but it’s more
or less 9 out of 10 or some large number, some large percentage
of asylum applicants are not eligible to come in. Is that right?

Secretary MAYORKAS. That is correct. That the number who qual-
ify under the initial threshold of credible fear is larger than the
number of individuals who actually ultimately succeed in their
final asylum adjudication.

Senator LEE. Right. In fact, Federal law——

Secretary MAYORKAS. That’'s—that’s purposeful by design of the
statutory framework.

Senator LEE. Under 8 U.S.C. §1225(b)(1), an alien awaiting an
asylum determination, a ruling on his or her asylum application is
subject to mandatory detention. It says that the alien shall be de-
tained pending a final determination of credible fear of persecution
and if found, not to have such fear until removed. And yet, you're
not currently detaining all asylum applicants. Are you?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, I believe this—this very issue is
a subject of ongoing litigation. I will only say this, therefore, that—
that the Department of Homeland Security, specifically Immigra-
tion and Customs Enforcement, has never had the detention capac-
ity to detain

Senator LEE. I'm not asking——

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. Every asylum seeker.

Senator LEE [continuing]. I'm not asking whether you’ve got that
detention capacity or whether they have in the past. I'm asking,
what is supposed to happen? And the truth is, under the statutory
provision I just read to you, you’re supposed to detain them. And
yet, you don’t.

And as far as running out of detention capacity, you are, in fact,
getting rid of detention space. Are you not—as reported by Fox
News just yesterday?

Secretary MAYORKAS. I—no
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Senator LEE. And what about the fact that——

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. No, we’re not.

Senator LEE [continuing]. The ICE detention budget has been
slashed by this administration to the tune of hundreds of millions
of dollars?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, we’re not reducing the amount of
detention space. I don’t know to what that report refers. As a
mat—I'm not sure what that report refers to. We’re not dimin-
ishing the amount of detention space right now.

Senator LEE. You are not deporting people once you’ve reached
your cap of the detention space. And that is a problem. Because
you’ve said time and time again in front of this Committee and in
other contexts, you and other members of this administration have
said over and over again that the system is broken, the process is
broken, the law is broken, and then you blame it on Congress.

Well, maybe that’s good if what you’re wanting to do is advocate
for, you know, some kind of reform that involves amnesty. But it’s
just not true as far as the asylum process, because if the asylum
process were followed by the law, you would turn people away. You
would send them back, once you ran out of detention space. You'd
detain those who you’re supposed to detain, and then you’d send
the rest back. And this is a big problem.

Look, I'm running out of time. I am concerned about another
thingc,1 a number of things that I'll follow up with questions for the
record.

But a couple of closing issues, just in short. First, 'm very con-
cerned about your Office of Intelligence and Analysis. There’s been
a letter sent to you by the House Homeland Security Committee
that you have not answered. When they do answer that, I would
love to get those answers, those responses. And I would also like
a briefing on this in the very near future. We need to know what’s
in there.

Look, at the end of the day, it appears to me that you are not
enforcing the law. You are redefining key statutory terms in order
to obfuscate the fact that you’re not enforcing the law. This is a
fireable offense.

Your Department has spent an enormous amount of money pre-
paring for impeachment proceedings, like $3 million preparing for
impeachment proceedings. Could it be, perhaps, that they know
that you have been doing this, that you've been redefining statu-
tory terms, failing to enforce the law? That seems removable to me.
Thank you.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, I respectfully disagree with you,
and I look forward to the opportunity to addressing your concerns.

Chair DURBIN. Thank you, Senator Lee. Senator Klobuchar.

Senator KLOBUCHAR. Thank you very much.

Chair DURBIN. Let me just, if I can make an announcement.
After Senator Klobuchar, there’ll be a 10-minute break, so we have
a roll call on the floor. Some Members may want to take advantage
of it now. I'm going to be one of them. Senator Klobuchar is recog-
nized.

Senator KLOBUCHAR. Okay, very good. Thank you, Mr. Chair.
Thank you so much, Mr. Secretary. I'm going to actually take a dif-
ferent approach here. At the beginning, I do have some question
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abé)ut fentanyl. Senator Capito and I are introducing a bill on it
today.

My State has the lowest unemployment rate in the country. I
don’t know if you know that. A number of the States of Senators
on this Committee have a lot of unfilled jobs in their States. And
pa{)rt of this is apprenticeships and getting people directed to those
jobs.

But part of it is also immigration. And you and I have talked
about this before. I first of all want to thank you for the work
that’s been done on the commerce side on the longest border in the
world with Canada—that would be my State—and the work that
we have a 5,500-mile border in the U.S., with Canada.

And we had many issues during the pandemic. A lot of those
have now gone away. I was just—met with a number of the leaders
in Parliament there on Friday as part of the summit between
President Biden and Prime Minister Trudeau, including liberal and
conservative members of Parliament. And we agreed that there’s
been improvements on that front.

And, of course, there’s been the issue that was agreed to between
the two heads of state about concerns on the Border, cross-border
smuggling operations. Senator Blackburn and I are putting forward
a bill on that. But can you talk about the steps the Department has
taken in plans to address smuggling of both people and narcotics
across the Northern Border?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, thank you very much for your
concern. I know you’re very well aware of the announcement that
we made late last week with respect to the Safe Third Country
Agreement with Canada to ensure that we're fortifying the land—
the Border land in between the ports of entry. We were very proud
to move that regulation through with extraordinary speed.

We are focused intensely on all our Borders, not just the South-
ern Border, but our Maritime Borders and our Northern Border, as
well. I just recently spoke with the Commissioner—the Acting
Commissioner of U.S. Customs and Border Protection with respect
to the deployment of personnel to the Northern Border, precisely
to address the concerns that you have expressed.

Senator KLOBUCHAR. Okay, very good. Going beyond Canada, I
will ask on the record some questions about work authorizations
for Ukrainians. Many of us on this Committee are very involved in
the effort in Ukraine. But we also know we have people here that
want to work, who are temporarily refugees in our country. And I
want to thank you for the work that’s been done on that front. I'll
ask you some questions on the record about how the policy has
gone.

I mentioned our workforce shortage. If we were hiring tomorrow,
we have about 139,000 unfilled positions. One of the solutions, as
you know, in addition to comprehensive reform, I have joined a bi-
partisan group of Senators, including King, Rounds, Hickenlooper,
Barrasso in calling on the Department to release the maximum al-
lowable number of H-2B visas to help get the workers they need.
Could you talk about how your experience, how H-2B guest worker
programs have helped address workforce shortages?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Yes, Senator. So we issued the maximum
number of H-2B visas this year. In addition, I exercised the Sec-
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retary’s discretionary authority and released the maximum addi-
tional number of visas available. And we did so earlier than ever
before, precisely because of the demand for labor that we in this
country have.

I believe the Chairman referred to 11 million job vacancies. And
so we're very mindful of that. Unfortunately, our immigration sys-
tem is not well designed to address the need for labor. It is our
hope that reform actually is legislated to address that issue.

Senator KLOBUCHAR. Right. You know, and I always picture
some of the agreements that, sadly, we were not able to get passed.
One passed in the Senate when Senator Grassley was actually the
Republican Leader of the Committee. But it is some combination
of Border resources on the Southern, and I would add Northern
Borders, as well as the increase in the caps on these type of work-
ers, as well as green card citizenship issues, especially for our
DREAMers and some of those, and I add into that group, Afghans.

As you know, more than 75,000 Afghans sought refuge in our
country. I'd say about half of them have literal letters from our
chief of mission and our military vouching for them. They stood by
our soldiers, our military, VFW, American Legion. All believe we
cannot leave these people in limbo. And many of our Republican
colleagues that are supportive of our efforts focus on the fact that
we can do more vetting this way. These are people who are in our
country.

Senators Wicker and Moran and, of course, Senator Graham, the
Ranking Member of this Committee, have been part of our efforts
on the Afghan refugee and have signed their name on this bill. And
we're working with other Senators as we speak.

And our bipartisan legislation, that I know you’re aware of, re-
quires applicants to go through vetting that is just as rigorous as
the vetting they would have gone through if they came as refugees,
a standard that eight former Republican administration national
security officials called, “the gold standard of vetting.”

And so we have worked with your Department and DOD on this.
How would the vetting provisions included in the Afghan Adjust-
ment Act help to ensure that Afghan evacuees are fully and rigor-
ously vetted?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, we’re very appreciative of that
Act, and we do hope it is promulgated in operation. Allies welcome
our effort to bring Afghan nationals who stood by us in combat
safely to the United States. We undertook a rigorous screening and
vetting protocol, and we did that before they arrived, to the fullest
extent possible.

This Act really institutionalizes that process and also provides
stability for those Afghan nationals who are here in the United
States and provides them with a critical path forward.

Senator KLOBUCHAR. Very good. I'm going to end here with a se-
ries of questions on fentanyl. I know you've been asked this by my
colleagues, but I want to look at solutions. We’ve lost like everyone
else here, many people in our States to this scourge. Senator
Portman and I passed the STOP Act to require that international
mail include advanced electronic data that CBP can use to stop
fentanyl, and at least use that, because, you know, there’s issues
with the actual mail.
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Could you talk about what difference that has made? I'm going
to just combine these questions so you can. Second, in 2021, there
were more than 100,000 drug overdoses in the U.S. And Senator
Capito and I have urged the Department to prioritize investiga-
tions into fentanyl trafficking on the dark web, which is another
part of the problem. It’s the mail. It’s the dark web.

And then also this week, I introduced a bill with Senator Scott
to allow military veterans to be trained as investigators through
the DHS HERO Corps program to conduct investigations into
fentanyl trafficking online. Another piece of the cyber part of this.
Could you talk about the cyber piece of this, as well as the mail
piece of it? Because I know you’ve gotten at other issues with our
colleagues.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, your questions go to the signifi-
cance of the challenge that we face, because it is not just through
the land ports of entry. It is certainly not just by land, but it is
by mail. The dark web, the internet pose marketplace challenges
for the illegal trafficking of these incredibly dangerous, fatal nar-
cotics.

The STOP Act is a critical tool to allow us to prescreen, to be
aware of any anomalies, information that will assist us in the
interdiction of contraband coming in through our mail system. It’s
been of tremendous utility to U.S. Customs and Border Protection.

With respect to fentanyl trafficking, the dark web is a market-
place not only for fentanyl, but for other heinous crimes. We're see-
ing such an increase, for example, in online child sexual exploi-
tation. Here again, our incredible special agents of Homeland Secu-
rity Investigations, along with our special agents of the United
States Secret Service, are doing extraordinary work in an all-of-ad-
ministration effort.

We are very appreciative of your HEROES Act and the use of
military veterans, capable individuals who’ve served our country so
nobly to work with us in battling the online proliferation of nar-
cotics and other contraband and other illegal acts.

Senator KLOBUCHAR. All right, very good. Well, thank you for
your service, and youre happy to hear my next question. Would
you like to be part of our 10-minute recess that the Committee will
now take?

Secretary MAYORKAS. I think I will be.

Senator KLOBUCHAR [presiding]. Okay, very good. The Committee
will now take a 10-minute recess. Thank you.

[Whereupon the hearing was recessed and reconvened.]

Chair DURBIN [presiding]. This Committee meeting will resume.
I thank Senator Klobuchar for helping. We have one more roll call
vote on the floor. So Members may be coming and going, but at this
point, I recognize Senator Cruz.

Senator CRUZ. Good morning, Secretary Mayorkas.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Good morning.

Senator CRUZ. Is there a crisis at our Southern Border?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, there is a very significant——

Senator CRUZ. That’s a yes or no question.

Secretary MAYORKAS. There is a very significant——

Senator CRUZ. Is there a crisis?
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Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, there’s a very significant chal-
lenge that——

Senator CRUZ. I think your microphone is not on.

Secretary MAYORKAS. There is a very significant challenge that
we are facing——

Senator CRUZ. Yes or no? Is there a crisis?

Secretary MAYORKAS. I believe I've addressed that question, Sen-
ator.

Senator CRUZ. So you're refusing to answer?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, there is a very significant chal-
lenge, and we are therefore——

Senator CRUZ. Will you answer if there’s a crisis?

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. Therefore, we are dedicating
the resources that we have.

Senator CRUZ. Okay, so you're refusing to answer.

Well, Secretary Mayorkas, I'll tell you someone who is willing to
answer, which is your and President Biden’s Chief of the Border
Patrol, in a sworn deposition in July of 2022. When asked, “Would
you agree, Chief Ortiz, that the Southern Border is currently in cri-
sis?” Answer, “Yes.” Notice none of those wiggle words. None of
that equivocation.

[Poster is displayed and appears as a submission for the record.]

Senator CRUZ. One word, one syllable, “Yes.” Are you willing to
speak with the same clarity as Chief Ortiz? Is there a crisis at our
Southern Border? Yes or no?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, I'm very proud to work along-
side——

Senator CRUZ. So you refuse to answer.

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. And support Chief Ortiz

Senator CRUZ. Let me ask you the next question. Has the crisis
at our Southern Border made Americans less safe? Yes or no?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, we are dedicated to the safety and
security——

Senator CRUZ. Has the crisis made Americans less safe? I don’t
want a discourse. It’s a yes or no question.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, we have a challenge of—-

Senator CRUZ. You refuse to answer the question.

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. That is not

Senator CRUZ. Mr. Secretary, let me show you how someone
doing his job answers a question in a straightforward manner.

[Poster is displayed and appears as a submission for the record.]

Senator CRUZ. “Chief Ortiz, is the crisis that is currently ongoing
at the Southern Border making the Border less safe for Americans
and aliens alike?” Answer, “Yes.” One word, one syllable, three let-
ters. That’s how someone answers a question and does their job.
You’re being a politician, misleading the American people. Let me
give you a chance again. Will you show the same integrity Chief
Ortiz shows? Is the crisis at the Southern Border making Ameri-
cans less safe? Yes or no?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, we have 260,000 people——

Senator CRUZ. You refuse to answer the question.

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. Dedicated to the safety——

Senator CRUZ. Let’s move on.
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Sei:retary MAYORKAS [continuing]. And security of the American
people.

Senator CRUZ. Next question, Mr. Mayorkas. Has the crisis made
aliens less safe? Yes or no?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, we are seeking to

Senator CRUZ. So you won’t answer that question either.

Secretary MAYORKAS. If you

Senator CRUZ. It’s a yes-or-no. Has it made aliens less safe?

b?ecretary MAYORKAS. Senator, smugglers are exploiting vulner-

able—

Senator CRUZ. Has the crisis made aliens less safe? Are you will-
ing to answer it?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, the smuggling organizations seek

to

Senator CRUZ. Okay, you’re filibustering again. Let me ask you
this question. How many migrants have died under President
Biden?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, your phrasing of the question is
actually quite misleading.

Senator CRUZ. How many migrants died in 2022?

Secretary MAYORKAS. At our—approaching our Southern Border?

Senator CRUZ. Yes.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Precisely why we are seeking to ex-
clude

Senator CRUZ. Do you know the answer?

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. The smuggling organiza-
tions

Senator CRUZ. Do you know how many died?

Secretary MAYORKAS. I do not.

Senator CRUZ. You do not? Of course you don’t. I know how many
died, 853—853.

[Poster is displayed and appears as a submission for the record.]

Secretary MAYORKAS. That is——

Senator CRUZ. And by the way, here are the numbers that have
died every year.

You go back to 1998, you see it’s consistently between 300 and
400, 300 and 400, 300 and 400. Suddenly 2021, what happens? You
get in office and that red line are dead bodies.

I've been on the Rio Grande, and I've seen dead bodies floating
there who've drowned because of your refusal to do your job. You
don’t even know how many have died. What do you say to the
Texas farmers and ranchers who find pregnant ladies dead on their
property? Who find toddlers dead on their property? What do you
say to them?

Secretary MAYORKAS. I say that is why precisely we are taking
it to the smuggling organizations——

Senator CRUZ. But you are not.

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. Number one.

Senator CRUZ. That is simply not true.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Number two

Senator CRUZ. Let—let—let

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. It is why we are getting——

Senator CRUZ [continuing]. Let me read from The Wall Street
Journal. The Wall Street Journal, 2 weeks ago, ran an article enti-
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tled, “‘It’s Like a Graveyard: Record Numbers of Migrants Are
Dying at the U.S. Border.”

The story begins with this chilling line, quote, “Eagle Pass,
Texas—Local officials keep a refrigerated truck to hold the bodies
of migrants who drown in the currents of the Rio Grande while try-
ing to cross the Border into the U.S.” Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent that this article be entered into the record.

[The information appears as a submission for the record.]

Senator CRUZ. Let me ask you a different question. How many
children have been sexually assaulted by human traffickers under
the Biden administration?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, this is precisely why we insti-
tuted

Senator CRUZ. I—I—I don’t want a lecture. It’'s a question. How
many children have been sexually assaulted by human traffickers
under your administration?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, this is exactly why on January
5th, we now

Senator CRUZ. Again, do you know how many—do you know how
many children have been sexually assaulted?

Secretary MAYORKAS. This is why we instituted——

Senator CRUZ. So you're going to refuse to answer that question,
as well. Let’s move on.

It’s obvious you’ve been instructed to stonewall, so I'm not going
to let you. You don’t get to stonewall and filibuster. Now, one of
my Democratic colleagues before said the Democrat talking point,
quote, “This problem didn’t start under Biden.” That’s—look, I get
if you’re a partisan spinner, you got to figure out something to say
about the absolute catastrophe that has played out under the
Biden administration.

True or false, Secretary Mayorkas: 2020 was the lowest rate of
illegal immigration in 45 years. Is that true or false?

Secretary MAYORKAS. It is certainly the lowest level of immigra-
tion in many, many years. And what was it in 2020?

Senator CrUZ. Okay, fine.

Secretary MAYORKAS. What was it, Senator, in 2020 that im-
pacted the entire world, including the United States?

Senator CRUZ. Okay

Secretary MAYORKAS. What was——

Senator CRUZ. So, your testimony is, the reason we had the low-
est rate was COVID? It had nothing to do with building the wall,
nothing to do with any catch and release, nothing to do with “Re-
main in Mexico”? With all respect, Mr. Secretary, that answer is
laughable.

And, in fact, if you look at illegal immigration

[Poster is displayed and appears as a submission for the record.]

Senator CRUZ [continuing]. Let’s look at CBP Encounters. You
can see 500,000, 500,000. It drops to the lowest level and boom,
what happens? You show up and that red line is you. That red line
is Joe Biden. And youre claiming, “Nothing happened. Oh, gosh,
this was here before us.”?

No. You made the decision to allow this to happen. Let me ask
you, we now have over 5.5 million people who've entered this coun-
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try illegally under Joe Biden. How many murderers have you re-
leased into America?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, I'm not aware of any murderer
whom we’ve released into the——

Senator CRUZ. So you don’t know?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, let me say something.

Senator CRUZ. Do you know?

Secretary MAYORKAS. If you take a look at

Senator CRUZ. No—no, you don’t get to give a speech. Do you
know how many murderers you've released?

Secretary MAYORKAS. I'm just trying to answer your question,
Senator.

Senator CRUZ. How many rapists have you released?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, I'm trying to answer your ques-
tion.

, Senator CRUZ. Do you know? You can answer I know or I don’t
now.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, any individual who poses a public
safety threat——

Senator CRUZ. How many child molesters have you released?

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. Is detained and removed into
the United States—from the United States.

Senator CRUZ. So your testimony under oath, subject to perjury,
is that you have not released any murderers, rapists, or child mo-
lesters among the 5.5 million? Is that your testimony?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Mr. Chairman, may I have the opportunity
to actually answer——

Senator CRUZ. No, you may not. You may answer my question.

Secretary MAYORKAS. You're not allowing:

Senator CRUZ. Is that your testimony? Yes or no?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, you're not allowing me to answer
your question.

Senator CRUZ. I am allowing you to answer. I'm not allowing you
to filibuster.

Secretary MAYORKAS. If you take a look at the pace of immigra-
tion in 2018 to 2019——

Senator CRUZ. You're refusing to answer.

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. You will see a dramatic

Senator CRUZ. Let’s move on.

Secretary MAYORKAS. You will see

Senator CRUZ. Let’s move on to got-aways. Got-aways are the
people that get away that you know about. Now, what happened
under your administration?

[Poster is displayed and appears as a submission for the record.]

Senator CRUZ. Got-aways consistently down at this low line.
Boom, you get in and they go from below 180,000 to 600,000.

Now, I'll tell you this about a got-away. You don’t know among
those 600,000 a year—you have no idea how many are murderers.
Correct?

Secretary MAYORKAS. That is precisely why the number of got-
aways——

Senator CRUZ. Correct? Do you know how many of those are
murderers?

Secretary MAYORKAS. That is precisely why——
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Senator CRUZ. So you refuse to answer the question. Do you
know how many are rapists? Do you know how many are rapists?
This is a question. You're a lawyer, you know how to answer ques-
tions. Of the 600,000, do you know how many of them were rapists?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, this is why we are

Senator CRUZ. So, again, the answer is “no.” Let me ask you this,
do you know how many of them are terrorists? And I don’t want
a “Senator, here’s my lecture on this.” Do you know how many of
the 600,000 got-aways were terrorists? Yes or no?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, we are focused on the safety and
security——

Senator CRUZ. You refuse to answer that, as well.

What’s the result of massive got-aways? Well, one of the results
is drug overdoses. And we now have last year over 100,000
overdoses

[Poster is displayed and appears as a submission for the record.]

Senator CRUZ [continuing]. Who died—the majority from Chinese
fentanyl streaming across the Border. Now, you told Senator Cor-
nyn you care. But look what has happened under your policy.
When you open up the Border to the worst illegal immigration in
our Nation’s history, people die. You claim you care. Mr. Secretary,
that is a lie.

You know, some months ago, Karine Jean-Pierre stood up at a
White House briefing and said, “People are not just walking across
the Border.” Was she telling the truth?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, you are——

Senator CRUZ. Was she telling the truth?

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. So profoundly dis-
respecting:

Senator CRUZ. Was she telling the truth?

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. Twenty-two years——

Senator CRUZ. You—you—you

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. Of Government service.

Senator CRUZ [continuing]. You get to answer questions——

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator:

Senator CRUZ [continuing]. You don’t get to give speeches.

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. Senator, I served as a Federal
prosecutor:

Senator CRUZ. All right, you’re refusing to answer.

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. For 12 years——

Senator CrUZ. If you look at, she was lying—and she was not
lying on her own. She was lying on behalf of the President of the
United States. Now, the photograph of people walking

[Poster is displayed and appears as a submission for the record.]

Senator CRUZ [continuing]. She was lying on behalf of the Presi-
dent of the United States. This is a photograph from just one day
along the Rio Grande of hundreds of thousands of people walking
across the Border. You have allowed this to happen.

The photograph that was before——

[Poster is displayed and appears as a submission for the record.]

Senator CRUZ [continuing]. What are these? Wristbands?

Secretary MAYORKAS. I don’t know what they are, Senator.

Senator CRUZ. You don’t know what they are?
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Mr. Secretary, you have just testified to the American people
you’re incompetent at your job.

Because I've been to the Southern Border. And if you go to the
Southern Border, along the Southern Border, you see thousands of
these wristbands [holds up wristbands] because the illegal immi-
grants wear them.

The drug cartels—every color corresponds to how many thou-
sands of dollars they owe the cartels.

You have turned these cartels into multibillion dollar criminal
organizations [holds up wristbands] and these are modern-day leg
irons—because these are children being sold into sex slavery, and
you don’t even know what they are.

That is astonishing. Mr. Secretary, how many children have been
sold into sex slavery under your administration?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, we are taking it to the cartel and
the smuggling organizations

Senator CRUZ. How many children have been sold into sex slav-
ery?

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. In an unprecedented——

Senator CRUZ. Do you know how many children have been sold
into sex slavery?

[Gavel is tapped three times.]

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. To an unprecedented degree.

Senator CRUZ. Mr. Secretary, I want to say to you right now,
your behavior is disgraceful. And the deaths, the children as-
saulted, the children raped, they are at your feet. And if you had
integrity, you would resign.

And I will tell you, the men and women of the Border Patrol,
they’ve never had a political leader undermine them. They despise
you, Mr. Secretary, because you’re willing to let children be raped
to follow political orders. This is a crisis. It’s a disgrace. And you
won’t even admit this human tragedy is a crisis.

Chair DURBIN. Claiming one minute “Chairman time.” Mr. Sec-
retary, would you like to respond to any of those questions?

Secretary MAYORKAS. What the Senator said, it was revolting.
I'm not going to address it.

Senator CRUZ. Your refusal to do your job is revolting.

Chair DURBIN. Senator Padilla.

Senator PADILLA. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Let’s see, I think it’s disrespectful, the treatment that we’ve just
seen the Secretary undergo. I think it’s disrespectful to suggest or
imply that the root causes of our broken immigration system are
so simple that they can be answered in 22 seconds or less.

That the solutions necessary to improve our immigration system
for the needs of today and the future could be delivered in 2V% sec-
onds or less. So let me, for the moment, continue some questions
on the subject matters that our Republican colleagues keep bring-
ing up over and over and over again, and we'll—we’ll stay on
fentanyl for a second.

Correct me if I'm wrong, Mr. Secretary, but I think Senator
Booker earlier mentioned that in 2021, it’s been found that U.S.
citizens accounted for more than 86 percent of convicted fentanyl
drug traffickers. Does that sound about right to you?
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Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, as I mentioned to Senator Booker,
I'm not familiar with that statistic. 'm certainly aware of the fact
that American citizens are participating in the trafficking of illegal
narcotics across the Border.

Senator PADILLA. And the recording of the cities that I've seen
do document that the vast majority of those who bring fentanyl
into the country are United States citizens, not the migrants that
our colleagues on the other side of the aisle are implying.

Also, that nearly 99 percent of the consumers who are paying for
illicit opioids, so we can look at both ends of this, right, who’s driv-
ing the demand, not just who may be responsible for the supply.
Statistic again, from Federal agencies, 0.02 percent of the people
arrested by Border Patrol for crossing the Border illegally pos-
sessed fentanyl at the time.

Secretary MAYORKAS. More than 90 percent of the fentanyl
brought into this country is brought in through the ports of entry.

Senator PADILLA. Right.

Secretary MAYORKAS. I cannot overstate the viciousness and cru-
elty of the smuggling organizations.

Senator PADILLA. Yes.

Secretary MAYORKAS. It is precisely why we are building safe, or-
derly, and lawful pathways for people to come to the United States
if they are eligible, and cutting out the smuggling organiza-
tions

Senator PADILLA. And that’s the point I'm trying to get to, Mr.
Secretary. I want to sort of level set—sort of reality check the con-
versation. Because the challenge is a serious one and should be ap-
proached with seriousness and maturity.

So, now that we’ve caught our breath from the prior exchange,
I want to afford you an opportunity to speak into the administra-
tion’s approach, the significance of a whole-of-government approach
to the problem.

Not just whole of Federal Government, but any partnerships,
real or potential, that you think can be value added here. I know
in the State of California, for example, State resources are being
committed to augment additional screening equipment and other
technologies that can help in this cause in a productive manner.

Secretary MAYORKAS. So—so two different parts, Senator, and I
appreciate the opportunity. The administration’s approach to the
migration challenge, which is quite serious, and it is one that is not
exclusive to the United States, but is gripping the entire region.
There are approximately 2.5 million Venezuelans in Colombia now.
There is an unprecedented movement of people throughout the
hemisphere.

Our approach is to cut out the smugglers who are indeed vicious
and cruel and to build safe, lawful, and orderly paths for people to
arrive in the United States. And on January 5th, we announced a
parole program for Cubans, Haitians, Nicaraguans, and Ven-
ezuelans that they could apply for entry into the United States in
a safe and orderly way. And we would deliver consequences if they
arrive irregularly in between our ports of entry at the Southern
Border.

We have seen a 95 percent drop in the number of encounters of
those four nationalities in between our ports of entry. People will




44

take advantage of a safe, lawful, and orderly path if it is presented
to them. And we are cutting out the smuggling organizations pre-
cisely for the reasons that Senator Cruz mentioned.

With respect to fentanyl, we are bringing the fight to the cartels
in an unprecedented way. We have surged resources, most recently
in Operation Blue Lotus, which is already demonstrating signifi-
cant results. We are using our personnel, our extraordinary per-
sonnel, we are using technology, we are using everything that we
can bring to bear to fight the scourge of fentanyl and other syn-
thetic opioids. We are also requesting of Congress additional re-
sources so that we can enhance that fight.

We need to work together to address a challenge that precedes
this administration and we need to work on it together. It is some-
thing that is killing far too many Americans.

Senator PADILLA. I agree. Thank you. And as you know, there’s
many of the ideas, proposals that you and the White House have
suggested that I agree with and support and several that have
been proposed or suggested that I don’t agree with and we’re hav-
ing those constructive, mature conversations.

I want to make sure to touch base on a couple of other important
issues, including the Shelter and Services Program. I was pleased
to lead the effort last year to ensure there was adequate funding
for the program, which was formerly known as the Emergency
Food and Shelter Program—a program that allows reimbursements
for nongovernment organizations and local entities that provide
shelter, transportation, and other services to migrants at the Bor-
der.

Again, security and humanity in the process. It was previously
housed under FEMA, now the program is under CBP. So I just
raised it to acknowledge this transition and formally request reg-
ular updates on the implementation of the new program to ensure
that the entities that rely on these funds to play that supportive
role that they have been can continue to access the funds that we
make available.

Secretary MAYORKAS. I appreciate your support of that program.
The funding is critically needed. We have funded the Emergency
Food and Shelter Program with $350,000,000 of the $800 million
and of course we are standing up the SSP—it’s known by its acro-
nym. And once that is stood up, of course, we will be funding that
with the balance of the $800 million and distributing it to cities for
their care of individuals here.

Senator PADILLA. Next topic and next issue is something that
we’'ve had a couple of conversations about. In 2022, the Army
struggled to meet its recruiting goal of enlisting 60,000 soldiers. It
only enlisted 45,000 that year.

As our Armed Forces collectively look for ways to incentivize en-
listment. One way, not the only way, but one way that has worked
throughout our Nation’s history is to ask immigrants who enlist or
to ensure that immigrants who enlist are able to become citizens
quickly as specified in the Immigration and Nationality Act.

I understand that since July, the USCIS and the Department of
Defense began work on a memorandum of agreement to formalize
their partnership and to coordinate services for members of the
military to naturalize early in their military careers. When do you
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expect that MOU to be finalized and what tangible steps can we
take to improve the naturalization rates of military service mem-
bers?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, thank you very much for that. It
is remarkable that individuals have been willing to serve in our
Armed Forces before they have become citizens. We’ve made tre-
mendous progress with the Department of Defense to allow individ-
uals to naturalize who are serving in our Armed Forces at an ear-
lier stage. And we’re going to be moving quickly on that now. We
had a very significant development yesterday on that.

Senator PADILLA. Thank you. Look forward to working with you
on that, as well.

And in my time remaining, I just wanted to acknowledge earlier
in the hearing you brought up FEMA, actually in your opening
statement, with the appropriate attention to Mississippi where the
tornadoes and their impact are dominating the national news right
now.

But I also feel a responsibility to remind my colleagues and you
and the country about the California communities who continue to
experience an onslaught of devastating atmospheric rivers and the
devastation in the wake of recent storms. Entire communities have
been flooded, farms are underwater, thousands of families being
evacuated from their homes and many who will not be able to re-
turn to work anytime soon or return to their home anytime soon.

And I want to specifically call attention to the community of
Pajaro, which is a small, low income, predominantly a farmworker
community that has for decades been overlooked by FEMA, frank-
ly, agencies at all levels of government. But specifically the Trump-
era individual assistance regulation under FEMA is exacerbating
the hardship.

California struggled to meet FEMA thresholds for disaster assist-
ance because the regulation established a new factor called the
State Fiscal Capacity and Resource Availability to be considered
when FEMA evaluates the need for individual assistance. So this
isn’t the public assistance for communities, cities, municipalities,
etc., to rebuild. We're talking individual assistance here.

The rule has resulted in significant disparities and inequities.
It’s left out disaster survivors like those in Grizzly Flats, you know,
who suffered from wildfires just a couple of years ago without the
support they need.

Communities like this continue to wait in limbo as California
waits to tally up more and more damage than other States just to
get the same level of Federal assistance. So I wanted to put that
on your radar. I'm sure we’ll continue to talk about this in HSGAC
in the coming weeks. But we have to fix these clear inequities in
Federal guidelines and regulations. Thank you, Mr. Secretary.
Thank you, Mr. Chair.

Secretary MAYORKAS. I look forward to following up with you,
Senator.

Chair DURBIN. Thank you, Senator Padilla. Senator Hawley.

Senator HAWLEY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Secretary,
thank you for being here. Let me start with what I hope is a simple
question. Do we need to have more or fewer people coming to our
Southern Border?
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Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, we are working on diminishing
the number of people whom we encounter at our Southern Border
because of the challenge it presents.

Senator HAWLEY. Okay.

Secretary MAYORKAS. We're trying to build lawful, safe, and or-
derly pathways to accomplish that.

Senator HAWLEY. Okay, fewer. We need to have fewer, which
means we need to roll back incentives to come. So I would have
thought that would have been the answer. Let’s talk about what
you’re doing, though. In January of this year, you rolled out a new
phone app called “CBP One,” an app for a cell phone.

[Poster is displayed.]

Senator HAWLEY. I've got a picture of it, behind me here. This
phone app allows—and I'm going to quote from your own fact-
sheet—it allows, and I quote, “Noncitizens without appropriate doc-
uments for admission to schedule an appointment to come to the
Border.”

They can now go on their phone and schedule a time to come to
the Border and then be admitted. And you identified seven sepa-
rate Border points of entry where they could come: five of them in
Texas; two of them in California; one in Arizona. It’s like a con-
cierge service for illegal immigrants.

My question is, you didn’t think the Border crisis was bad
enough that now we’re going to have an app that allows illegals to
schedule their appointments and come and be admitted to this
country?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, you're mischaracterizing the use
of the application. Let me—let me explain it to you. We are cur-
rently enforcing the public health order of Title 42, and I know
you’re very familiar with it. There is a process for individuals who
claim an exception to the Title 42 expulsion authority because of
an acute medical condition.

Senator HAWLEY. Well, let’s talk about this app.

Secretary MAYORKAS. If I may finish—an urgent, urgent humani-
tarian reason. So instead of them coming in between the ports of
entry to claim that urgent medical condition, that extraordinarily
acute humanitarian cause, we allow a limited number to arrive at
our ports of entry and seek the emergency relief that they need.

Senator HAWLEY. Schedule—you allow them—Ilet’s be, let’s be
particular about what you do.

Secretary MAYORKAS. And I should say that the CBP One app
was not unveiled for the first time on January 5th of this year.

Senator HAWLEY. But you changed it. You made it available on
January 5th to the illegals themselves. You don’t have to be a law-
yer to use it. You don’t have to be a member of a nongovernmental
organization. Anybody can download the app and use it on their
phone. And for the first time, you allow them to schedule appoint-
ments.

Now, let’s talk about what actually happens when they come to
the Border. It’s interesting you characterize this when you rolled
it out as an application for applying for asylum. But nowhere on
the app do you actually require the illegal migrants to apply for
asylum. Or to claim asylum. Or anything about asylum.
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And, in fact, when they then get to the Border, you don’t ask
them questions. You don’t do interviews. You just release them.
Here’s the Texas Monthly—not a notable conservative outlet—who
reports, and I quote, “At no point does the app ask users, are you
seeking asylum? Those arriving for the CBP One appointments are
given no interviews, asked no questions about vulnerabilities that
they may or may not have listed in the app or about why they're
coming to the United States. They’re simply released into the coun-
try,” end quote.

So rather than building a wall, Mr. Secretary, you have built
Ticketmaster for illegal immigrants.

Secretary MAYORKAS. You are—Senator, you are conflating pro-
grams. Let me explain.

Senator HAWLEY. Well, just respond to this. Is it true that they
are given no interviews, asked no questions, and simply released
into the country?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Let me explain to you what we announced
on January 5th.

Senator HAWLEY. No, I want you to explain to me what’s hap-
pening. I know what you announced. I read it to you.

Secretary MAYORKAS. So I will explain to you what is happening.

Senator HAWLEY. Are they given interviews? Let’s start with
that. Are they given interviews?

Secretary MAYORKAS. We were previously experiencing al-
most——

Senator HAWLEY. This is starting to sound like a “no.” Well, let’s
just hone in here. Mr. Secretary, my time is very limited. I don’t
mean to interrupt you, but I want to drive to some clarity here.

Are—the Texas Monthly has reported that once illegal immi-
grants go on their phone——

[Poster is displayed.]

Senator HAWLEY [continuing]. And reserve their time to come to
the Border—once they use your concierge service that you’ve cre-
ated for them, when they come, they are given no interviews. They
are asked no questions about any vulnerabilities. They are simply
released into the country. Is that happening?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, you are mistaken. And if I may
explain

Senator HAWLEY. Are they given interviews?

Secretary MAYORKAS. If I may explain. Individuals who seek pa-
role under our January 5th program for Cubans, Haitians, Nica-
raguans, and Venezuelans are screened and vetted before they ar-
rive at our Border

Senator HAWLEY. Wait a minute. Wait a minute. No, and they
go on the phone and they just reserve a time, and then they show
up and they’re not given—they’re given nothing.

Listen to this: “Even immigration advocates are amazed about
this.”

Here, also from the Texas Monthly—here’s one immigration ad-
vocate, whose first name is Orta, she says, “That’s the crazy part.
Nothing in this new program requires you to actually seek asylum.
Somehow we’ve decided to punish those who arrive at the Border
without the app who may be seeking asylum. But we just let in
anybody who may or may not have any particular reason to seek
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asylum so long as they've made an appointment”—on your
Ticketmaster app. This seems crazy to me.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, it’s a complete mischaracteriza-
tion of the program that we announced and are implementing:

Senator HAWLEY. So how many people have used—how many
people have used the app then?

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. That you are referring to. So
if I can explain

Senator HAWLEY. How many people have used the app?

Secretary MAYORKAS. So, we've had—we had a significant surge
of Cubans, Haitians

Senator HAWLEY. How many people have used the app?

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. Nicaraguans, and Ven-
ezuelans.

Senator HAWLEY. Mr. Secretary, you're here to answer my ques-
tions. How many people have used the app?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Tens of thousands have sought to make an
appointment at the port of entry under our parole program.

Senator HAWLEY. Okay, good. How many have been admitted
without an interview at the Border?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Well, you are again inserting a fact that
does not belong in your question. So if I can, I will get you the per-
cent

Senator HAWLEY. I'm reading to you from public reports about
how your own app works. You're just blanketly denying—actually,
you’re not quite denying it.

You’re saying that maybe we don’t understand. Apparently, I
don’t understand. Texas Monthly doesn’t understand. Immigration
advocates don’t understand. You're the only one who understands,
yet you won’t answer my question. How much did this cost to de-
velop, by the way?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, I don’t have the cost, but let me
share with you a critical path

Senator HAWLEY. Well, will you get it for us?

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. Let me share with you a crit-
ical path——

Senator HAWLEY. Will you get us the cost of what it—to develop
this app?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Happily.

Senator HAWLEY. Did you use a—did you contract with a tech
firm to develop it?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, we have seen approximately:

Senator HAWLEY. Did you contract with a tech firm to develop it?

Secretary MAYORKAS. We have seen an approximately——

Senator HAWLEY. Oh, for heaven’s sake.

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. Ninety-five percent de-
crease——

Senator HAWLEY. Did you contract with a tech firm to develop it?
Yes or no?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, this was led by U.S. Customs and
Border Protection, our technical experts within the agency, and I
certainly will get an answer to your question, whether outside con-
sultants were utilized——

Senator HAWLEY. So, you don’t know?




49

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. In the development process.

Senator HAWLEY. You don’t know?

Secretary MAYORKAS. May I explain to you, since you have a mis-
understanding of the program, what it is and the impact, the posi-
tive impact it has had on encounters of these four populations

Senator HAWLEY. I just want to know——

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. In between the ports of
entry——

Senator HAWLEY [continuing]. Why it is that you are allowing
people to come to this Border to make appointments, to not be
interviewed? And then, how many have just been released?

Is it true, by the way, as the Texas Monthly reports, that they’re
simply released into the country on official parole? And get this,
they’re not given, according to their reporting, any kind of follow-
up. Their court dates are in Immigration Court, Texas Monthly re-
ports, not even necessarily asylum trials. They're often general de-
portation hearings where defendants can make arguments for re-
maining in the country. Is that true?

Secretary MAYORKAS. That is a completely mistaken under-
standing of how the immigration process works. That language is
completely confusing and erroneous.

Senator HAWLEY. Well, it is confusing. What’s confusing is why
anybody would think that an app like this to allow illegal immi-
grants to literally reserve a time to come to the Border and then
be ushered in without an interview, without follow-up, without
tracking, is stunning. It’s absolutely stunning. Let me ask you, in
my very short time remaining

Secretary MAYORKAS. That is false.

Senator HAWLEY [continuing]. Something else about Chinese na-
tionals. I've only got a minute left.

Secretary MAYORKAS. That is false.

Senator HAWLEY. Let me ask you about the Chinese nationals
who we all saw coming over the Border——

[Poster is displayed.]

Senator HAWLEY [continuing]. Busloads of them, and then being
released into the American interior. What’s the—what’s the per-
centage increase of Chinese nationals who cross the Border this
year, Mr. Secretary? Let’s just focus on maybe the Rio Grande Val-
ley sector.

Secretary MAYORKAS. The number of Chinese nationals encoun-
tered at our Southern Border has increased significantly——

Senator HAWLEY. Do you know how much?

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. Over the past. I don’t have the
precise percentage.

Senator HAWLEY. I do. It’s 900 percent, just in the Rio Grande
Valley sector. Are any of these people who came in this bus, these
Chinese nationals, members of the Chinese Communist Party?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, if an individual presents a na-
tional security or public safety threat, we detain them during the
pendency of their

Senator HAWLEY. That’s not what I asked. I asked if they’re
members of the CCP.

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. During the pendency of their
removal proceedings.
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o ge‘l;ator HAWLEY. Are any of these individuals members of the
P?

Secretary MAYORKAS. If indeed——

Senator HAWLEY. I think there’s about 70 who came on this bus.

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. If indeed they are determined
to be a national security threat or a threat to public safety, we de-
tain them pending their removal proceedings.

Senator HAWLEY. Were any of these individuals detained? Or
were they released into the country?

Secretary MAYORKAS. I don’t—I don’t have awareness of that
particular group of individuals.

Senator HAWLEY. So you don’t know if any of them were mem-
bers of the CCP? Well, actually, you do know. You just won’t say.

Secretary MAYORKAS. I don’t know from the photograph, Senator,
to whom you’re precisely

Senator HAWLEY. But surely you know about the folks who—
you've read this report. You're the Secretary of Homeland Security.
You’re aware of these individuals. Were any of the members of the
Chinese Communist Party coming into this country?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, you're providing me with a group
of individuals without names, identities, or information

Senator HAWLEY. So you're not familiar with this incident that
was widely reported on at the Southern Border? Don’t you think
it’s strange that we have busloads of Chinese nationals coming
across our Southern Border? I'm asking you, from a hostile coun-
try—I'm asking you if they’re members of the Chinese Communist
Party and you don’t know. Apparently you won’t say.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, we are very focused on all things
with respect to the People’s Republic of China——

Senator HAWLEY. But you don’t know any of the details. I plead
exhaustion, Mr. Secretary. You have exhausted me. You have ex-
hausted this panel. You have exhausted the patience of the Amer-
ican people. You should resign.

Chair DURBIN. Senator Welch.

Senator WELCH. Thank you very much. Welcome. Just a couple
of things. First of all, brief statement. Then I'd like to ask you
about some of these questions, including give you an opportunity,
perhaps, to elaborate on the question that Senator Hawley was
asking.

But first of all, Mr. Chairman, let me express the frustration I
have about this whole issue. We conflate everything into one thing
and never start talking specifically about the elements that we
have to address.

We've got a drug problem with fentanyl. That’s separate from im-
migration, but some of it comes in on the Border. And that’s a seri-
ous conversation, in my view, that deserves its own focus.

Second, we have a labor problem. We need more H-2A and H-
2B visas. And I believe that could be dealt with and addressed sep-
arately to try to meet the needs that many of our employers have,
and also to get some more control and management on the Border.

Third, we’ve got these young people who are not so young now—
many of whom have served in the military—but they were brought
over by their parents when they were seven or eight or nine years
old. We have one who’s a graduate of UVM Medical School, and he
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has an uncertain status. And the only country he’s ever really
known is the United States and he’s a big contributor. We should
be dealing with the DREAMers separately.

And then, fourth, we’ve got an incredible challenge at the South-
ern Border and an emerging challenge at the Northern Border. So
whether you want to use the term “crisis” or not, it is a very seri-
ous problem. When 2 million people show up at your door, that’s
a problem because we don’t have the capacity to accommodate
that—and probably our toughest issue.

Now, some of these issues are because Congress has failed to act.
I think Senator Lee made some really good points about parole.
But that’s within our jurisdiction to define what that is. And if we
do nothing, how can we blame an administration for trying to do
something that makes sense to try to get some control over the
Border? So this is on Congress.

And, you know, Senator Cruz, maybe I would use the term “crisis
at the Border,” because 2 million people showing up, you know,
that’s a really serious problem. But it’s not as though that any in-
dividual who has Mr. Mayorkas’ job, whether in the Trump admin-
istration or the Biden administration, can control a lot of what hap-
pens.

And the thing that we’re not acknowledging here is that if you
have 2 million people showing up because of various factors that
makes them so desperate that theyll even come with their chil-
dren—a war in Ukraine, a rogue rebel group showing up in Syria
alone, chopping off hands of 16-year-old kids who then apply for
refugee status, or failed states in Cuba, in Venezuela, in Nica-
ragua, and people being so desperate they’re willing to risk walking
through the Darien Gap—I mean, Secretary Mayorkas can’t handle
that.

And you can’t stop those factors. You have nothing to do with
them. You've got to deal with the consequences of them.

And my view is that each one of these elements that I've de-
scribed has an urgency of its own and requires focused attention,
including some of these legal questions that Senator Cruz, you've
raised and Senator Lee has raised. That’s just by way of back-
ground to express my own frustration about what I see as a failure
of Congress to do its part.

Now, Secretary Mayorkas, I want to give you a chance to address
the questions that Senator Hawley was raising and just take a
minute to do that.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Thank you, Senator. So let me explain the
program that we announced and have been implementing since
January 5th because it’s been tremendously successful. We were
encountering

Senator WELCH. Quickly.

Secretary MAYORKAS. We were encountering a significant num-
ber of individuals from Cuba, Haiti, Nicaragua, and Venezuela.
And with respect to Cuba, Nicaragua, and Venezuela, specifically,
it’s extremely difficult to remove individuals from those countries
because of the status of our lack of diplomatic relations. We were
seeing, in one month, up to 90,000 encounters of those—of individ-
uals from those four countries in between our ports of entry—in
one month.
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And what we did, because we do see tremendous tragedy at the
hands of the smuggling organizations, is develop a safe, lawful, and
orderly way for them to come to the United States, instead of plac-
ing their lives and their life savings in the hands of the smugglers.

Senator WELCH. Thank you.

Secretary MAYORKAS. We have seen a 95 percent drop in the
number of individuals from those countries encountered at our
Southern Border in between the ports of entry because people will
tak}e; a lawful, safe, and orderly path and not take an irregular
pat

Senator WELCH. Thank you.

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. At the hands of smugglers.

Senator WELCH. Thank you. I want to go to fentanyl. Senator
Cornyn led the CODEL to Mexico. And it was tremendous and con-
s;clructive, and I want to thank him for that. Senator Lee was on
that.

There was an interaction with the president of Mexico led by
Chris Murphy and also by Jerry Moran, Senators, who confronted
the president about the precursor drugs that are coming into Mex-
ico from China, and then used in the manufacturing of fentanyl,
that comes up to the United States. And they asked and received
what I heard was a very strong commitment on the part of the
president of Mexico to address China.

We don’t really have that opportunity, but to address China
about stopping those precursors. That’s a level of cooperation that
we need more of. Would you agree?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Yes, indeed. And we've spoken, as well,
with our Mexican counterparts about the need to interdict the pre-
cursor chemicals, as well as the manufacturing of:

Senator WELCH. And President Obrador had a real objection to
all the guns that are coming from the U.S. into Mexico and then
ending up in the hands of cartels that just commit unspeakable vio-
lence with them. Are we doing all we can to cooperate with the
president to keep our guns from going south?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Yes, we are, Senator.

Senator WELCH. Now you have authorities under Section 702 of
FISA. Is that helpful at all to you with respect to addressing the
fentanyl crisis?

Secretary MAYORKAS. It is extraordinarily helpful. We have, over
the years, stopped terrorism—terrorists from arriving in the United
States using our 702 authority, our intelligence collection capabili-
ties with respect to foreign nationals.

Senator WELCH. What are the concrete steps we can take to try
to alleviate the pressure on the Southern Border that you would
recommend that we pay more attention to?

Secretary MAYORKAS. I would say there are multiple. Number
one, first and foremost, we have to fix our broken immigration sys-
tem. Everyone agrees it is broken.

Number two, we need to build safe, lawful, and orderly pathways
so people do not place their lives in the hands of smugglers. We
have to cut the smuggling organizations out, and we have to reduce
irregular migration and build lawful pathways.

And three, we have to address the root causes, what you spoke
of at the very outset. Why do people leave their homes, their coun-
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tries of origin, to travel through multiple countries to ultimately
reach the United States or elsewhere? Because we're seeing enor-
mous migration throughout the entire

Senator WELCH. My final minute, let me ask you about the
Northern Border. This is Vermont and New York as well. We're
seeing a surge between October 1 and December 31, 2022, CPB ap-
prehended 1,146 migrants crossing into the U.S. through the Swan-
ton Sector. That’s up in Northwest Vermont. During that same pe-
riod, in 2021, it was only 136 migrants. More are crossing from the
United States into Canada at the Northern Border. What are we
doing about the situation of migrants from the U.S. traveling to
Canada, and Canada to the U.S?

Secretary MAYORKAS. So we're very focused on that, Senator, as
I mentioned earlier in my testimony, and what we did—what we
announced just last week is a perfect example of our focus. We fin-
ished, we promulgated the Safe Third Country Agreement with
Canada to bring greater enforcement authority to both our coun-
tries with respect to encounters in between the ports of entry.

Senator WELCH. Okay, thank you. And just before I yield back,
I would just say to all of my colleagues, you know, we can have
whoever happens to be the Secretary of Homeland Security, bring
them in and beat them up. Or we can do our job. And my hope is
we could do our job. I yield back.

Senator LEE. Madam Chair?

Senator HIRONO [presiding]. I call on Senator Cotton for——

Senator LEE. I'd just like to offer, by unanimous consent, to
admit two documents into the record. One is a news article dated
March 22 and bearing the caption “Biden administration scaling
back detention of illegal immigrants despite migrant surge.” The
other is the ICE budget overview from Fiscal Year 2024 showing
what the Biden administration is doing to scale back funding for
bed space and bed space. Thanks.

Senator HIRONO. Without objection.

[The information appears as submissions for the record.]

Senator HIRONO. Senator Cotton.

Senator COTTON. Secretary Mayorkas, the Uyghur people are a
religious and ethnic minority in Northwest China. Your adminis-
tration and the last administration have both concluded that the
Chinese government is committing genocide against its people. Do
you agree with that assessment?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Yes, I do. And it’s why we are so vigorously
enforcing the Uyghur Forced Labor Prevention Act.

Senator COTTON. Well, thank you for the candid answer on that.
That’s much better than, for instance, the TikTok CEO could give
last week about the genocide against his people. Part of Congress’
reaction, as you suggested, was in 2021, passing a bill that I and
many other sponsor—in fact, I think it was a majority of Senators
known as the Uyghur Forced Labor Prevention Act.

It passed the Senate unanimously, so I know that you're familiar
with it. The law requires Customs and Border Protection at DHS
to presume that materials sourced from that province are produced
by forced labor because of the widespread usage of forced labor in
the province among the suppressed people.
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It bars those products from importation into the United States.
And under that law, every textile manufacturer has to certify that
their imported materials aren’t sourced from Xinjiang Province in
China. It’s come to my attention that a veteran-owned company
called Nine Line Apparel, which prides itself on ethically sourced
products, recently decided to trust but verify their suppliers’ certifi-
cations that the cotton they were using originated in Central Amer-
ica rather than in China.

So they had their supposedly clean textile imports professionally
tested. It turned out that slave-produced fabric from China was
mixed in and passed off as Central American cotton. Nine Line Ap-
parel did the right thing, got rid of all that material, and they re-
ported it to Customs and Border Protection, offering to give them
all the evidence they needed from their professional testing facility.

But unfortunately, CBP decided not to follow up. They directed
Nine Line Apparel to submit a complaint to a generic email box,
which was not replied to. When Nine Line Apparel CEO then fol-
lowed up by calling CBP directly, CBP told him that enforcing this
Act’s ban on slave-produced textiles and other fabric is not one of
their top priorities. Mr. Secretary, is enforcing the Federal ban on
slave-produced products and materials from China a top priority
for your Department?

Secretary MAYORKAS. It most certainly is.

Senator COTTON. Why would CBP have told the CEO of Nine
Line Apparel that this is not a top priority?

Secretary MAYORKAS. I am—that is not a reflection of our
prioritization of this work, nor is it consistent with our
prioritization of this work. And I must say that the Act is an in-
credibly important statute that Congress passed, and I appreciate
your leadership in achieving it. It is something that we enforce
very, very vigorously and need to do so.

And I should say that the Act provides that it is—it pertains to
materials produced, in whole or in part, with forced labor. And I
cite that because that is very important language, because we do
not countenance at all the use of forced labor by the PRC, and we
cannot allow materials into the United States that are in violation
of the statute.

Senator COTTON. Okay. Thank you for that answer, Mr. Sec-
retary. I think it’s important that we heard that here in public for
everyone in CBP to hear that their Secretary believes that the en-
forcement of the Uyghur Forced Labor Pension Act is a top priority.
Correct?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Oh, yes. And let me assure you that the
personnel of CBP are in perfect lockstep——

Senator COTTON. Okay.

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. With me.

Senator COTTON. I know that sometimes in bureaucracies mes-
sages don’t always get transmitted as clearly as leaders might like.
So I'm glad that we have you saying that clearly today. I would
also like to be able to follow up with you and your team in the next
couple of weeks about this specific case of Nine Line Apparel

Secretary MAYORKAS. I look forward to it.

Senator COTTON [continuing]. And see what might have hap-
pened in that matter.
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Secretary MAYORKAS. I look forward to doing so.

Senator COTTON. Second, I want to turn to TikTok. We've had a
lot of talk about fentanyl today. Right? So given the surge in drug
deaths in this country, TikTok has sometimes been referred to as
“digital fentanyl.” You may have seen last week that the CEO of
TikTok testified, and he tried to pass off this Chinese Communist
spying app as safe because it had a, quote, “U.S.-based team who
oversees the massive amounts of Americans’ data that TikTok
vacuums up.”

So I want to talk about those U.S.-based employees. Last year,
your Department approved more than 700 applications for foreign
nationals to work at TikTok and ByteDance’s offices in California.
Do you happen to recall how many of those 700 were Chinese na-
tionals?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Let me—let me assure you, Senator, that
we are very focused on the threat that TikTok presents. And we
are very, very focused on the threat that the PRC presents——

Senator COTTON. I'll come to that general threat in a moment.

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. In a number of different areas.

Senator COTTON. Do you recall how many of those 700 foreign
nationals that were approved to work at TikTok and ByteDance’s
California offices were Chinese nationals?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, I would be very pleased to look
into that.

Senator COTTON. It’s 445. It doesn’t sound like a U.S.-based team
to me, despite whatever Shou Chew, the CEO of TikTok, said last
week, if they’re predominantly Chinese nationals. Do you think em-
ployees coming to work at ByteDance and TikTok in the United
States might be tied to the Chinese Communist Party or the Peo-
ple’s Liberation Army?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, that is indeed a concern of ours,
and we are working to ensure that the visa screening process is as
robust and vigilant as it needs to be.

Senator COTTON. Okay. Now

Secretary MAYORKAS. Let me share, also, that, of course, the
TikTok transaction is something that is under a review and is the
subject of litigation. We are very, very focused on the peril that
TikTok presents.

Senator COTTON. I understand. I think TikTok should have been
banned a long time ago. I would point out that last week, as the
administration floated this plan, so called Project Texas, which I
think is deeply misguided in the sale of TikTok, China’s govern-
ment said they would never allow that to happen—which con-
tradicts everything TikTok has ever said about not being beholden
to the Chinese government.

But I want to come back to your Department. The Cybersecurity
and Infrastructure Security Agency, or CISA, reports to you. They
call themselves America’s Cyber Defense Agency. I looked on their
website recently. As far as I can tell, though, CISA has never
issued a warning about TikTok, other than to recommend people
update the TikTok app to fix software bugs.

I've got to say, I'm less concerned about bugs in TikTok than I
am about features in TikTok. And the features of TikTok is, it’s de-
signed to vacuum up every bit of data on an American’s phone. Not
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just their videos from the app itself, but their contacts, their
emails, their text messages, their photos, perhaps even activate
their microphones and their cameras remotely.

So has CISA ever issued a warning to the American people about
TikTok, other than updating the software to avoid bugs?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, CISA’s focus is indeed on cyberse-
curity. We are a member of the Committee for Foreign Investments
in the United States, CFIUS, of which you are very familiar, and
we, and across the administration, are focused on the TikTok chal-
lenge more broadly.

Senator COTTON. Well, I would encourage you and CISA to take
a more—or to take a closer look at this and make it more promi-
nent on the website. I think many Americans still don’t understand
why so many of their elected officials are so hostile to TikTok.

Even that hearing last week when Democrats and Republicans
alike excoriated the disgraceful performance of Shou Chew, the
TikTok CEO—they’re still wondering why their elected officials are
so worried about their privacy and their security. Let’s turn to Mr.
Chew. Do you know what nationality Shou Chew is?

Secretary MAYORKAS. I do not, Senator.

Senator COTTON. It’s hard to find out on the internet what he is.
He’s often referred to as a Singaporean. He spent a lot of time in
America, though, if you look at his résumé. I assume that he’s not
an American citizen, because if he was, I'm pretty sure TikTok
would refer to him as “our American CEQO,” as they did his short-
term predecessor.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, just a number of months ago, I
was in Singapore to address in the Indo-Pacific Region the threat
that the PRC presents when countries accept their loans. There’s
no free lunch, as I articulated in my remarks, and how precarious
it is to allow the PRC to actually build and own the infrastructure
upon which many of these countries rely.

Senator COTTON. Well, I appreciate that. I just want—I have a
few concluding thoughts with Mr. Chew, who seems to me like a
Communist Party stooge and the agent of Communist influence in
America. You know, he wouldn’t admit what you admitted very
quickly and highlighted the importance of—that China is commit-
ting a genocide against its own people.

In fact, I think he was asked once if TikTok spies on Americans,
and his answer was that, well, he wouldn’t use the word spying as
exactly the right word. So the Immigration and Nationality Act
makes any alien deportable, if they, quote, “engage in any activity
to violate any law of the United States relating to espionage or sab-
otage,” or a few other things.

Seems to me that Mr. Chew is a foreign national in the United
States, representing essentially an arm or an agency of the Chinese
Communist Party, as they acknowledged last week, and he
shouldn’t be allowed to stay in the United States. And he certainly
shouldn’t be invited back in. I don’t think we need agents of Chi-
nese Communist influence in our country, especially coming to
spread their lies in the United States Congress.

I see, my time has expired. I look forward to following up with
you on the Forced Labor Act matter, and thank you for clarifying
that for all of your CBP Officers around the country.
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Secretary MAYORKAS. Thank you, Senator.

Senator HIRONO. I call on myself for 10 minutes. Welcome, Mr.
Secretary. I would ask for unanimous consent to enter into the
record an opinion piece by two governors—Eric Holcomb, Repub-
lican Governor of Indiana, and Spencer Cox, Republican Governor
of Utah. And it is an opinion piece for The Washington Post enti-
tled, “To solve our national immigration crisis, let States sponsor
immigrants.”

[The information appears appears as a submission for the
record. ]

Senator HIRONO. They call upon Congress to end the two-decade-
long impasse regarding comprehensive immigration reform. And
they note that we are a Nation of immigrants.

And I know that, Mr. Secretary, you are a political refugee. And
since you came to our country seeking a better life, your parents
and you—which is why most immigrants come to this country—you
have spent decades as a Federal prosecutor and a public servant
in the United States. And I thank you for that.

And, of course, as the only immigrant serving in the U.S. Senate
right now, I certainly understand the desire to come to—a parental
desire to come to this country to create a better life for themselves
and their children. Certainly the case for me, and it informs what
I do and why I do it. The Trump administration completed 472 Ex-
ecutive actions related to immigration policy, many of which were
punitive and cruel.

In fact, there were people who said that cruelty was the intent
of these policies. And who can forget the pictures of children who
literally were ripped from the arms of their parents, crying for
their parents in our detention facilities. And only when a court or-
dered reunification, did the Trump administration then try to re-
unify these children.

And it was difficult because the administration had absolutely no
desire or goal to reunify these children with their parents. So they
didn’t keep track of the children and their parents. So these were
inhumane policies. And I heard today that maybe if we reverted to
those policies, that we would be solving our immigration problems.
Mr. Secretary, would reverting to cruel and inhumane policies like
child separation or an asylum ban be the answer?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, I appreciate your remarks about
why people come to this country, for a better life. I appreciate your
mention of my personal journey to this United States. My parents
brought my sister and me here to live in a democracy. The Com-
munist regime took everything away that my father had. And it is
why I have served for approximately 22 years in Federal service on
behalf of the United States Government, to give back to this coun-
try.

Senator, there is a core principle of our administration. We are
a Nation of laws, and we are a Nation of immigrants and how we
enforce our laws and the policies that we promulgate, the policies
that we issue must reflect our values. And you cite one of the most
heinous policies of the prior administration: family separation, to
remove young children out of the clutches of their parents in an ef-
fort to deter other individuals from coming to the United States
and assert an asylum claim.
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I'm very proud to lead the family reunification task force that the
President ordered, by way of Executive action. And we have re-
united more than 600 of those children with their parents here in
the United States. And our work is not done.

Senator HIRONO. And certainly going back to those policies are
not the answer. In fact, let me turn to a program that I think is
better positioned to address some of the issues relating to immigra-
tion.

In 2016, DHS implemented a detention alternative, the Family
Case Management Program. Initially for 5 years, the Trump DHS
shut it down after only 12 years. But the data showed that this
more humane program was almost—also more cost-effective than
detention. And it has an amazing compliance rate, with more than
99 percent appearance rates at check-ins and court hearings.

I understand that DHS has relaunched a program to provide
case management services to some immigrants. Given the success
of the Family Case Management Program, do you expect to see
similar results with the new program?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Yes. Yes I do, Senator. And in fact, we've
done more than that. Just recently, I asked the Homeland Security
Advisory Council, an outside body, to take a look at our alter-
natives to detention programs, including the case management
pilot to which you refer, and to provide recommendations about
what are the most humane as well as effective programs to ensure
that people can comply with their legal obligations in a very, very
complex immigration system that everyone agrees is fundamentally
baoken and in dire need of repair. And that’s been the case for dec-
ades.

Senator HIRONO. I think—I'm really glad that you continue to
emphasize the humane policies that we should be following, rather
than policies where cruelty seem to be the object of the policy. Cer-
tainly, the tearing of children from the arms of their parents can-
not be characterized as anything but cruel.

I mentioned what the two governors—Republican governors
wrote, and they are facing literally over 100,000 worker shortages
in both of their States. We are facing a severe worker shortage in
our country.

And I want to quote the Chamber of Commerce, maybe the first
time that I would quote Chamber of Commerce. And they said,
quote, “The vast shortcomings of our legal immigration system are
a key contributing factor as to why companies are struggling to
hire and retain the talent they need to succeed in an increasingly
competitive global marketplace,” end quote.

Mr. Secretary, is a worker shortage, especially in cybersecurity,
for example, a security threat? And whose job is it to fix our legal
immigration system?

Secretary MAYORKAS. So, Senator, it is an economic security
threat, the shortage of workers. We have employers who are striv-
ing to hire to find people who could fill jobs to contribute to our
country’s economic prosperity.

Regrettably—regrettably, our legal immigration system is not de-
signed to meet that need of employers here in the United States.
Despite the fact—despite the fact that individuals from other coun-
tries want to come here to work, even seasonally, even temporarily,
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earn the money that they can bring back to their home countries
and support their families there.

It is precisely why, in the H-2B program, the seasonal non-
agricultural worker program, we allocated thousands of H-2B visas
for the Central American countries of Guatemala, Honduras, and
El Salvador, so that those individuals in desperate need of a better
life do not have to place their lives in the hands of smugglers, take
the perilous journey to our Southern Border and arrive in between
the Southern—in between the ports of entry, if indeed they make
it safely.

But instead, to fulfill the need for labor here in the United
States, we can screen and vet these individuals in their home coun-
tries, and they can travel safely to the United States by air, gain
lawful employment, contribute to our economy, return to their
home countries with the earnings that they’ve made, and address
fundamentally the root causes of why people travel irregularly in
the first place. We just cannot seem to fix a system that everyone
agrees is broken.

Senator HIRONO. Yes. Mr. Secretary, you and I, as immigrants,
we know why our families brought us to this country. It is to give
us a better life. I came here with nothing and a single parent. And
I just wish that my colleagues who talk about their own families
and their grandparents, their parents being immigrants, they seem
to have forgotten the struggles that they experienced to make a
better life for them. And here we all are.

You know, there was a time, not too long ago, in 2013 when we
managed to get comprehensive immigration reform done. It didn’t
solve all of the crises that we faced, but it was at least a start, and
it was actually bipartisan. Some of my colleagues sitting here were
very involved in doing that. And I'm thinking, why does the Cham-
ber of Commerce have to come forward and practically beg us to
pay attention to the massive worker shortage in our country?

Why do two Republican governors don’t want to wait around any
longer for Congress—I’'m answering my own question now—whose
responsibility it is to do comprehensive immigration reform? These
two governors—Republican governors saying, we can’t wait for you
guys. We would like to be able to bring immigrants to our State
so that they can have the kind of strong economy that they seek
for their States. So, my goodness, why can’t we get it done? We did
it before. My time is up. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Chair DURBIN [presiding]. I liked your testimony so much, I
didn’t want to interrupt you. But thank you, Senator Hirono. Sen-
ator Kennedy.

Senator KENNEDY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Welcome, Mr. Sec-
retary.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Thank you, Senator.

Senator KENNEDY. Mr. Secretary, do you agree with the Presi-
dent that we should ban the private ownership of assault weapons
in America?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, I do.

Senator KENNEDY. What is an assault weapon?

Secretary MAYORKAS. It is, for example, an AK—47.
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Senator KENNEDY. Can you give me a definition other than just
pointing to a specific weapon? Would there be other weapons be-
sides an AK-47 you would ban?

Secretary MAYORKAS. There very well are. And I remember when
I was a Federal prosecutor in the Central District of California
from September 25th, 1989, to, I believe, it was April 2001——

Senator KENNEDY. And I thank you for your service——

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. All of the——

Senator KENNEDY [continuing]. But if you could answer:

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. All of the law enforcement——

Senator KENNEDY [continuing]. My question.

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. The vast majority of law en-
forcement officers, leaders with whom I worked, were greatly in
support of the assault weapons ban.

Senator KENNEDY. Secretary, do you know why we get so frus-
trated with you? Because you won’t give straight answers.

Secretary MAYORKAS. I think I just did.

Senator KENNEDY. No, you didn’t. No, you didn’t. Do you have a
definition of an assault weapon?

Secretary MAYORKAS. I am confident there is a technical defini-
tion of what is an assault weapon, and it was assuredly used in the
context of the statute that previously existed banning assault
weapons.

Senator KENNEDY. Mr. Secretary, our Southern Border is not se-
cure. Is it?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, I have spoken about this. I believe
I've addressed this earlier in the hearing.

Senator KENNEDY. Why don’t you——

Secretary MAYORKAS. Let me——

Senator KENNEDY [continuing]. Address it again?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Of course. Let me share with you a few
things. Number one, when I speak of the security of the Border, I
am speaking of maximizing the resources we have to deliver the
most effective results. So let me assure you that we are doing

Senator KENNEDY. So we are secure because we’re trying to se-
cure it? Are we succeeding?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, we are so focused on the security
of our Southern Border. We are doing so much with respect to the
surge——

Senator KENNEDY. But you are not succeeding.

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. Of personnel.

Senator KENNEDY. You're not succeeding.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, let me share with you that the
challenge of migration that we are experiencing at our Southern
Border is not exclusive to the United States. It is something that
is gripping the entire hemisphere.

Senator KENNEDY. My job is to worry about the United States.

Secretary MAYORKAS. As is mine. As is mine.

Senator KENNEDY. And here’s my question. Let me try to re-
phrase it. And I really do wish—I understand the position you're
in, but you really should try to do a better job of answering the
questions.
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Under the Biden administration, we have the most encounters—
we have had the most encounters with people attempting to come
into our country illegally in the history of ever.

Under the Biden administration, we have had the most people
entering our country illegally in the history of ever.

Under the Biden administration, we have had the most got-
aways at our Southern Border in the history of ever.

Under the Biden administration, we have had the most number
of people entering our country under a claim of asylum, having
t}f}at claim turned down, and still not being deported in the history
of ever.

And under the Biden administration, we’'ve had the most
fentanyl coming into our country in the history of ever.

How can you possibly say the Southern Border is secure? I un-
derstand your answer that you’re trying, but I'm not asking about
your efforts. I'm asking about the results.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Well, let’s talk about the results then, Sen-
ator. Do you know that last year we expelled and removed approxi-
mately 1.4 million people from the Southern Border? I believe
that’s the most ever. Do you realize that we are focused on enforc-
ing our laws to achieve the security of the Southern Border?

Senator KENNEDY. I know you’re focused, Mr. Chairman—or, Mr.
Secretary, but you're not succeeding.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, I just

Senator KENNEDY. When you come testify to us, you talk about
how you’re trying really hard, and I don’t have any way to disprove
tﬁat. I accept that statement in good faith. But the numbers belie
that.

Secretary MAYORKAS. If I can, Senator, let me give you an exam-
ple of a solution that we have delivered that for some reason is
being contested, because it’s caused a 95——

Senator KENNEDY. Mr. Secretary, I gave you 30 seconds. Okay?

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. It’s caused a 95

Senator KENNEDY. Don't filibuster me. You've been doing that all
day. I'm just trying to ask you a question.

Secretary MAYORKAS. I'm just trying to communicate. It has led
to a—to approximately 95 percent drop in the number of encoun-
ters in between the ports of entry at our Southern Border of Cu-
bans, Haitians, Nicaraguans, and Venezuelans——

Senator KENNEDY. Mr. Secretary——

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. On January 5th.

Senator KENNEDY [continuing]. Mr. Secretary——

Secretary MAYORKAS. And why would that be opposed when it is
delivering precisely the result that you seek?

Senator KENNEDY. Did you just parachute in from another plan-
et, Mr. Secretary? Because you're the only person in the Milky Way
who believes that we’re not having massive, massive illegal immi-
gration into America.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, youre—you’re putting words into
my mouth.

Senator KENNEDY. No, sir. I'm accurately describing the situa-
tion.

Secretary MAYORKAS. There is no question, there is no question
that we have a very serious challenge at our Southern Border.
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Senator KENNEDY. Okay, let me——

Secretary MAYORKAS. It’s a challenge that——

Senator KENNEDY. We can agree on that. Let me ask you another
question. Why don’t you just declare a new policy that other than
children, if you present at the Southern Border, you claim refugee
status, you claim political asylum, and if you haven’t claimed the
refugee status and political asylum at the first Safe Country, then
you can’t come in?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, so, first of all, when one presents
at the Border, it’s an asylum claim. Not a refugee——

Senator KENNEDY. Why don’t you do that?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Not a refugee claim.

Senator KENNEDY. Why don’t you just unilaterally declare a Safe
Third Country policy? It would work. You can’t come into America.
If you're coming from Venezuela and you come through Mexico, if
you didn’t claim asylum in Mexico, you can’t come here. You have
to leave. Why don’t you just do that?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, let me give you an example with
respect to Mexico. A Safe Third Country Agreement, let’s hypo-
thetically assume

Senator KENNEDY. You don’t have to have an agreement with
Mexico.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Yes, you do.

Senator KENNEDY. No, you don’t.

Secretary MAYORKAS. I believe you do, Senator.

Senator KENNEDY. No, you don’t. Other countries don’t do it. Just
adopt a policy that says, except for children, because you don’t
want to send children back by themselves. Just adopt a new policy
that if you didn’t seek asylum in the first Safe Third Country, you
can’t come in. Period.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, are you aware of the notice of pro-
posed rulemaking that we issued, the comment period of which
closed yesterday?

Senator KENNEDY. You've had 2 years to adopt a policy like I just
described. Why haven’t you done it?

Secretary MAYORKAS. So, Senator, what we have done is——

Senator KENNEDY. But why haven’t you done that?

Secretary MAYORKAS. We have surged enforcement resources. We
have developed——

Senator KENNEDY. Why haven’t you just adopted—please, if you
would, Mr. Secretary, answer my question.

Secretary MAYORKAS. It is my understanding——

Senator KENNEDY. Why haven’t you—why haven’t you adopted,
unilaterally, a Safe Third Country policy that would stop—except
for children—all the folks from the Northern Triangle countries, all
the folks from Venezuela, all the folks from Cuba, all the folks from
the Middle East from coming into our country? Why haven’t you
done that?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, it’s my understanding that those
are two things. It is my understanding that those agreements do
require the

Senator KENNEDY. You don’t have to have an agreement with
anybody. It can be a policy established by the Department of
Homeland Security.
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Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, I'd have to review the——

Senator KENNEDY. You haven’t reviewed that? You haven’t con-
sidered that possibility?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Let me—Ilet me finish, if I may.

Senator KENNEDY. Sure.

Secretary MAYORKAS. I would have to review the under—the
legal underpinnings of your——

Senator KENNEDY. Well, you better:

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. Assertion.

Senator KENNEDY [continuing]. Get reviewing——

Secretary MAYORKAS. And I also——

Senator KENNEDY [continuing]. You ought to get reviewing. This
is the first time that’s occurred to you?

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. I also do not think that that
is sound policy.

Senator KENNEDY. You don’t think that’s—that this is the first
time that’s occurred to you?

Secretary MAYORKAS. I also do not think that that is sound policy
that we should shut down our entire asylum system.

Senator KENNEDY. I didn’t say shut down the entire asylum sys-
tem. I said Safe Third Country.

All you have to do, Mr. Secretary, if you're really serious—and
it’s beginning, frankly, to appear that you’re not—is adopt a policy
that says we’re not—we’re not seeking anyone’s agreement. We
don’t have to.

If you're coming from another country and you come through,
let’s say, Mexico, and you say you’re seeking asylum, you have to
seek it in Mexico or the other first Safe Third Country, or you can’t
come in. Period. Done. End of story. Why don’t you do that?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, I don’t think that we have the
unilateral authority——

Senator KENNEDY. Sure you do.

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. Number one.

Senator KENNEDY. Other countries do it.

Secretary MAYORKAS. And number two, as I've mentioned——

Senator KENNEDY. Have you tried sneaking into China?

Secretary MAYORKAS. As I've mentioned, I do not think that is
sound policy.

Senator KENNEDY. Why?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Because you are basically shutting down
our asylum system.

Senator KENNEDY. No, you’re not. You’re saying, we respect—we
honor your right to seek political asylum, but you're cherry-picking.
Do it in Mexico first. Why haven’t you done that?

Secretary MAYORKAS. I—I think I've addressed that issue, Sen-
ator.

Senator KENNEDY. You don’t want to do it, Mr. Secretary. That’s
what it’s beginning to look like. Because you think our Borders
ought to be open. And it would be more intellectually honest if you
just say that.

Secretary MAYORKAS. That is false.

Senator KENNEDY. I don’t agree with you. You have to watch up
here what people do, not what they say. And everything else is just
cottage cheese.
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Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, I don’t think the——

Senator KENNEDY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Secretary MAYORKAS. I don’t think that 1.4 million people who
were expelled or removed last year would consider the Border open.

Senator KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, you've had—or, Mr. Secretary,
you’ve had billions—millions coming into the country illegally, the
most of the history of ever under your watch. And everybody knows
that, apparently, except you. Either that or you’re not being forth-
coming with us.

Secretary MAYORKAS. We've also had the largest number of indi-
viduals expelled or removed from the Southern Border. And if one
takes a look at the apprehension and encounter numbers and then
the removal numbers, one would have a different view.

Senator KENNEDY. If you do the Safe Third Country policy, that’ll
solve half of your problem right there—and you’re not denying any-
body asylum.

Chair DURBIN. Thank you, Senator Kennedy. Senator Ossoff.

Senator OsSSOFF. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Welcome, Secretary
Mayorkas.

I'd like to discuss with you the H-2A visa program whereby, as
you know, agricultural workers can pursue a visa legally to work
in the United States to support the production of food in our coun-
try. And this is a program, of course, that’s extensively utilized by
our agricultural sector—important for our food security.

But last year, a Federal investigation called Operation Blooming
Onion uncovered that some farmworkers who were in the country
through the H-2A visa program, legally to work, had been sub-
jected to human rights abuses and labor conditions so severe and
inhumane that the Department of Justice deemed them to con-
stitute modern-day slavery.

So I sent you a letter on March 1st, 2022, to ask you to reform
the administration of this program to ensure that farmworkers, le-
gally with an H-2A visa, entering the United States would not be
subjected to such appalling and inhumane treatment.

And you responded, and I appreciate your response just a couple
of months later, and informed me that you would, in fact, under-
take such reform and that you’d begun a rulemaking process to do
so.
So I'd like to ask you for an update, please, on that rulemaking
process and on the Department’s efforts to ensure that workers in
the United States, through the H-2A visa program, are not sub-
jected to these crimes and this catastrophic treatment.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, thank you very much. So, two
things. Number one, the rulemaking is underway, I believe, and I
can provide you with a more specific update after this hearing.

But critically, or I should say, and critically, we have revised our
work site enforcement strategy for precisely the reason that you
identify, precisely because of what we observed in Operation
Blooming Onion. And tragically in other circumstances, as well.

Our enforcement resources in the work site environment are fo-
cused on investigating and prosecuting employers who exploit the
vulnerability of the migrant workforce by paying them substandard
wages, by keeping them in substandard working conditions—not
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only exploiting the vulnerable workers themselves, but also cre-
ating an unfair advantage in the marketplace.

Because through those conditions—through the imposition of
those conditions, they charge lower prices and create an unfair
competitive advantage. So it is unscrupulous employers upon whom
we are bringing to bear our work site enforcement authorities.

Senator OSSOFF. Will you please provide my office with an up-
date? Will your staff please provide my office with an update by the
end of this week on the expected date for completion of this initial
rulemaking process?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Yes. And I should say that the work site
enforcement strategy that we announced several months ago is al-
ready underway. It does not require rulemaking. It is a matter of
using our enforcement authorities and resources most effectively,
and that is how we are doing so.

Senator OSSOFF. Understood. Continuing the discussion about
the H-2A program and considering, in particular, the small- and
medium-sized farmers and growers who utilize it.

Recognizing that the various elements within DHS have signifi-
cant resource constraints and a lot of work to do, including ensur-
ing the fair and humane treatment of workers under this program,
DHS has proposed dramatically increasing the application fees
charged by USCIS for a variety of visa programs, including for H-
2A and H-2B petitions whereby employers could see increases of
up to 250 percent in a single year.

And, of course, we're in an environment where farmers are facing
high fuel prices, high fertilizer prices, and where Americans are
facing high grocery prices.

So my question for you is, in developing this proposed rule and
the increase in fees for USCIS for H-2A and H-2B programs, have
you consulted the Department of Agriculture? And is there some
accommodation that can be made to ensure that there are not crip-
pling fees imposed upon small- and medium-sized farmers who are
having a tough time right now?

Secretary MAYORKAS. So, Senator, if I may, so the fee rule to
which you refer is an effort to try to get U.S. Citizenship and Immi-
gration Services back on stable financial footing. A fee rule, the ad-
justment of cost for immigration benefits, is supposed to be revised
every 2 years. A fee rule has not issued for more than 6 years.

So that agency was decimated in the prior administration. And
the reason for the proposed significant increases in certain costs for
certain benefits is by reason of that fact and the need to actually
infuse much needed funding for that agency. It is not a rule that
we promulgate unilaterally, but rather, it is in the proposed rule-
making stage. We are receiving comments in response to it, and no
final decisions have been made.

Senator OSsSOFF. Good. Well, I want to urge you to consider the
economic circumstances of those small- and medium-sized farmers,
in particular, with such a sudden increase in the fees they rely
upon. The fees for the visa services that they rely upon. Let me ask
you about DHS detention practices.

As you know, I led an investigation in the Permanent Sub-
committee on Investigations last year whose findings were deeply
disturbing. Indeed, horrifying. This bipartisan investigation I led
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with Senator Johnson, of Wisconsin, found that female detainees in
DHS custody detention in Georgia were subjected by a DHS con-
tracted doctor to excessive, invasive, and often unnecessary gyneco-
logical surgical procedures, including, in some cases, without in-
formed consent.

And in November of last year, during a Homeland Security Com-
mittee hearing, you committed to me to review the findings of that
investigation. We made a number of recommendations in our report
accompanying that investigation expediting and improving vetting
of offsite medical providers and dramatically strengthening the pro-
cedures by which you ensure that DHS detainees have the oppor-
tunity to consent, or not, to medical services. What steps have you
taken since that investigation?

Secretary MAYORKAS. So, Senator, thank you very much for the
report that you and Senator Johnson led. I did indeed review that
report. As I think you know, we closed the facility that was the
subject of that investigation. I did direct that the recommendations
be reviewed and implemented to the fullest extent possible, and I'd
be very pleased to get you an updated report of the status of that
implementation.

Senator OSSOFF. Well, I think that’s urgent, and I want to get
that information as soon as possible. We're talking about women
convicted of no crime in the custody of the U.S. Government being
subjected to gynecological surgical procedures that were not medi-
cally indicated, often without informed consent. It’s one of them.

And I do want to state for the record that this appalling activity
occurred prior to your tenure, so there’s no mistaking for the public
tuning in here, right now.

But it is completely unacceptable that practices may persist that
leave women in detention at risk of this treatment. And I'm sure
you agree with me, Mr. Secretary. I want an update on what you're
doing to address it.

And finally, I want to talk to you about your Office of Intel-
ligence and Analysis.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Yes. And we are addressing that with due
urgency because of precisely how appalling that conduct was, and
what was going on in that facility. We closed that facility.

Senator OSsSOFF. I know you did. And I want to make sure that
there are practices being implemented across DHS detention facili-
ties to ensure that can never, ever happen again. So I look forward
to that update. I want to ask you about your Intelligence and Anal-
ysis Office.

There has been recent reporting about problems at the DHS Of-
fice of Intelligence and Analysis. I don’t think that the Congress
has sufficient visibility into its activities.

Among the conduct alleged in this public reporting, with respect
to domestic intelligence gathering by the Office of Intelligence
Analysis, interviews with individuals in detention centers, local
jails, and Federal prisons without counsel present. That was one of
the allegations made in public reporting.

This is deeply troubling, and 1 don’t think that there is very in-
tense congressional oversight of this Office. Is there a problem?
What are you doing to address and identify the problem? And what
does the Congress need to know?
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Secretary MAYORKAS. So, Senator, the Office of Intelligence and
Analysis is led by a phenomenal public servant in Ken Wainstein,
he’s the Undersecretary. He has tremendous experience. He was
the Homeland Security Adviser to former President Bush. When
you speak of the interviews of individuals in custody who are in the
impending legal proceedings, he suspended that practice.

It was a practice that was implemented first in the prior admin-
istration. He suspended that practice. And he is really doing a phe-
nomenal job in ensuring that the practices of I&A, the Office of In-
telligence and Analysis, adhere to our laws as well as to our funda-
mental principles of protecting the civil rights and civil liberties, as
well as the privacy

Senator OSSOFF. Were there interviews of U.S. persons

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. Interests of all individuals.

Senator OSSOFF [continuing]. Were there interviews of U.S. per-
sons in Federal prisons or local or State jails without counsel
present by I&A personnel?

Secretary MAYORKAS. I believe that there were. And that was not
necessarily always improper, but the practice was suspended be-
cause of concerns with respect to it. But I must say, Senator, that
the personnel of the Office of Intelligence and Analysis are incred-
ibly dedicated and incredibly principled in the execution of their re-
sponsibilities.

Senator OSSOFF. Thank you, Mr. Secretary.

Chair DURBIN. Thank you, Senator Ossoff. Senator Blackburn.

Senator BLACKBURN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Before I begin
my questions today, I do want to express my heartbreak at what
happened yesterday in Nashville at Covenant School and Covenant
Presbyterian Church. And my family and I are grieving along with
the rest of the community. And I thank you, Mr. Secretary, for
your call yesterday. Your kind remarks today.

And violence against children is just one of the most heinous
crimes. And the families there at Covenant Pres and Covenant
School, I just grieve for what they’re going through.

We have to work to protect children at school, and that means
increasing security. And I have—and I have had legislation that
would allow for training and hiring of veterans and former law en-
forcement officials to serve as school safety officers and to help pro-
tect our schools. It is time for us to pass that and to help keep our
children safe.

I'd like to turn to the questions that are in front of us today. Mr.
Secretary, thank you for your patience today.

I want to go to this issue of human smuggling. And under this
administration, the human smuggling business has gone from
being a $500-million-a-year business to a $13-billion-a-year indus-
try.

And we heard from Secretary Becerra last week at our Senate
Finance Committee, and we’ve got 85,000 unaccompanied alien
children, migrant children, who have been released in the U.S.

The HHS has lost track of these unaccompanied children. So my
question to you is this, how many of these children are being traf-
ficked? How many of these children are being put into the sex
trade? What are you doing to try to find these children? And when
you look at what is happening to women and children, do you all
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understand that it is the policies of this administration, what
you're doing on the Border, that is causing 85,000 children to be
lost? Can’t find them and not knowing if they're being trafficked,
put in gangs, put in the sex trade.

So what are you all doing to find these children? And do you un-
derstand that it is the policies that is causing this?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, let me—let me share with you
what we are doing to address the scourge of human smuggling and
human trafficking. And let me say, with respect to the unaccom-
panied children, and this will echo what I shared with Senator
Ossoff just a moment ago. With respect to unaccompanied children,
when we receive them at the Border, it is our legal obligation to
release them to the care of the Department of Health and Human
Services within 72——
hSenator BLACKBURN. That’s right. And now they cannot find
them.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Within 72 hours.

Senator BLACKBURN. 85,000.

Secretary MAYORKAS. And so what we do is we release——

Senator BLACKBURN. Is that an acceptable number?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Oh, absolutely not.

Senator BLACKBURN. Right. So what——

Secretary MAYORKAS. So let me share with you. So we release
them. One of the reasons—one of the reasons why we are devoting
our work site enforcement resources and energies on unscrupulous
employers is precisely for the reason that you identify. We must
hold accountable employers who engage in child labor.

Senator BLACKBURN. Okay, I appreciate that. Let’s look at it

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. With respect—with respect to
the Border.

Senator BLACKBURN. Yes. And let’s look at it this way.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Two efforts we have underway. One is we
are taking it to the smugglers in an unprecedented effort——

Senator BLACKBURN. They haven’t gotten that message.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Oh yes—oh yes they have.

Senator BLACKBURN. I beg to differ, because the situation, it is
now a $13-billion-a-year business. When you go to that Border, as
I have done, and when you talk to women that have been trafficked
and have gotten themselves out and have been raped repeatedly,
there is a sexual assault epidemic going on on that Border. And it
is because of the policies of this administration.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator

Senator BLACKBURN. And it is so

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, it is because of the heinous exploi-
tation of the smuggling organizations——

Senator BLACKBURN. And what is incentivizing that?

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. That do not care—that do not
care

Senator BLACKBURN. That’s right. That’s exactly right. You and
I agree on that. They do not care about human life. They see people
as a product——

Secretary MAYORKAS. Yes, they are

Senator BLACKBURN [continuing]. And a way to make a buck, be-
cause they are billion-dollar businesses.
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They have—and let me turn to the fentanyl epidemic, because
we've all talked about this. And I'm hearing from some of my sher-
iffs now that from—well, from a Border-town sheriff, that fentanyl
appeal now is down to about five cents because they've teamed up
with the Chinese scientists. They’re making these in the labs with
the cartels.

And I think that you've talked a little bit about the fentanyl
today, but you really don’t have an estimate of how much is truly
coming over that Border. And we know that you’re saying that they
are catching about 95 percent of that. But what I have heard is
what you’re giving us is the CBP numbers.

You’re not giving us the numbers that are coming from air and
marine operations. You're not including the Coast Guard, you're
not including the DEA, and you’re not including what is found by
State and local law enforcement. So why won’t you look at the ho-
listic number of what everybody is finding?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Oh, Senator, the scourge of fentanyl is
something that we do not, in any way, underestimate. Let me, if
I may share with you, as I mentioned earlier, I served as a Federal
prosecutor for 12 years.

Senator BLACKBURN. Yes.

Secretary MAYORKAS. I prosecuted cocaine

Senator BLACKBURN. No, you’re not answering my question.

Secretary MAYORKAS. I don’t know if I can.

Senator BLACKBURN. And I've only got 3 minutes left.

Secretary MAYORKAS. If I can. We——

Senator BLACKBURN. Why are you not—just, why do you not in-
clude what everybody is finding? State and local law enforce-
ment——

Secretary MAYORKAS. Oh, we do.

Senator BLACKBURN [continuing]. The DEA, the marine——

Secretary MAYORKAS. But we do. We do. Senator, the question
that was posed to me was with respect to the Southern Border and
how fentanyl is trafficked into the United States.

Senator BLACKBURN. Okay, I need to move on but if you will

Secretary MAYORKAS. The vast majority of it is brought in
through the ports of entry.

Senator BLACKBURN. No, sir, I beg to differ with that. When you
talk to Border Patrol and you talk to local sheriffs, I would like to
get from you, in writing, a total number of what you are finding,
not only from CBP, but also from the air and marine operations,
the Coast Guard, the DEA, and State and local law enforcement.

Let me move on about the got-aways, because we’ve had over 1.2
million migrants that have evaded authorities and have come into
the country illegally. And it is of concern to me when I hear you
all try to make illegal legal. There’s an app for this, and allowing
people to continue to come in illegally. Now, ICE arrested 220 ille-
gal immigrants in 9 days that had criminal convictions of rape and
murder.

Now, it doesn’t take rocket science to go figure out that in those
1.2 million that are unknown got-aways, or known got-aways, that
number that have disappeared in our country, that you've got mur-
derers and criminals and rapists that are in that number, the got-
aways.
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So how many of those have made it into Tennessee? How many
are in our communities? How many are in our streets? Are you all
tracking these? Or have you lost them like the 85,000 children?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, I would say—I would say two
things. Number one, we are intensely focused on securing the Bor-
der, as I have testified earlier, number one.

Senator BLACKBURN. Okay. Then——

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. And number two, I think it’s
very important not to paint with a broad brush individuals who
come to the United States. And so

Senator BLACKBURN. Well, I think it’s important to note what
Border Patrol is telling us. If you’re intent on securing the Border,
then you spend $50 million a year to caretake the items, compo-
nents from the Border wall project that was in the previous admin-
istration.

The Border wall, by the way, the Border Patrol has been asking
for a physical barrier for decades, I think about 30 years in total.
So instead of wasting that money to do nothing with the construc-
tion material, why don’t you use those remaining materials and
that $50 million and fill in the gaps in this wall so that the Border
Patrol has a physical barrier that they need?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, I've approved the vast majority of
the projects to close the gaps and complete the gates with respect
to the funding that we received.

Senator BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, I have one other question on
Chinese nationals that I will submit for a written answer. Thank
you.

Chair DURBIN. Thank you, Senator Blackburn. Senator Tillis.

Senator TILLIS. Good afternoon, Secretary Mayorkas. How’s your
day going?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Good afternoon, Senator.

Senator TILLIS. I think I'm going to be the last one to speak. I
want to start just by thanking Senator Ossoff. I've been working
with him on the H-2A issues. I think that it’s a struggle every year
with just the execution of that program. And I am a bit concerned.
I'm not going to ask you to respond. A bit concerned with casting
the users of the H-2A program.

I don’t think you meant it, but I could have inferred that they’re
all bad actors. Speaking for North Carolina, I think housing, work-
place safety, compensation is competitive and done appropriately.
So I hope as you go about any kind of changes there, we don’t paint
all of the players in agriculture with the same broad brush.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Oh, absolutely. Absolutely, Senator.

Senator TILLIS. I think it’s critically important because we could
have some unintended consequences that are hurting farmers.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Absolutely.

Senator TILLIS. And we need to recognize that tomatoes grow
anywhere, blackberries grow anywhere. And if we don’t get the
wage rate right, they won’t grow in the United States. So we've got
to be very, very surgical in our approach. We're about to become
a net importer of food in this country for the first time in its his-
tory.
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And I believe a part of it is the unfriendly environment that has
been a bipartisan, multi-administration failure, I think, in terms of
getting it right. But I'll do questions for the record.

I'd like to meet with you. By the way, you did well at the Munich
Security Conference.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Oh, thank you.

Senator TILLIS. I watched you on a panel.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Thank you, Senator. I must say, because 1
really want to make sure——

Senator TILLIS. If we do have time allowing, I want to get to it.
I got a few more. I think we will with the 10-minute round. But
I did want to correct for the record, I think you asked a question
or answered a question to Senator Lee about you didn’t have any
intent to reduce detention.

But the Acting Director testified for House Appropriations,
Homeland Security, and said that ICE wanted to reduce bed space
from 36 to 25. Can you reconcile that for me? From 36,000 to
25,0007

Secretary MAYORKAS. Yes, I can. I think that is addressing the
Fiscal Year 2024, President’s budget. And what we’ve done is we've
presented a baseline in the budget. But we've also sought an appro-
priation for a $4.7 billion Southern Border contingency fund——

Senator TILLIS. Okay.

Secretary MAYORKAS [continuing]. Because of the dynamism of
the Border and the situation there.

Senator TILLIS. The surge
. Sgcretary MAYORKAS. Yes. So we would seek the additional
unds.

Senator TILLIS [continuing]. Just on the basic question, because
I don’t want to have clarification for Senator Lee’s time cutting into
mine too much.

But just for the basis of clarification, I'd like to know, based on
the budget, what ICE’s position is now with what I think is roughly
36,000. Do you expect to see that go down based on the administra-
tion’s priorities?

Now I want to talk—I want to get to sanctuary cities and a few
other things: 4.9 million encounters with illegal immigrants, we
know that some of those are double counted because there are mul-
tiple crossings; 1.2 million got-aways, these are folks who came
here, did not present themselves, did not want to be processed.
Many of them, they wanted to get into this country and escape ap-
prehension.

I've been to the Border several times. Most of the people come
across the Border. They follow the arrow from the Rio Grande
River. They go to a processing facility. They go through a process
that’s overwhelmed.

But 1.2 million got-aways, based on my numbers—if they’re dif-
ferent, you could submit it for a question for the record—over the
past couple of years; 600,000 illegal immigrants released into the
country without monitoring—again, we won’t debate back and
forth, I just like to say if that’s roughly the number that you all
are working with; 285,000 released into the country with some sort
of electronic monitoring; about 27,000 in detention; and 890 deaths
in 2022—of people trying to cross the Border.
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I saw one of them being taken out of the Rio Grande River in
one of my last visits over the past year and a half. Mr. Chair, I'd
like to submit for the record, an article that was published in The
Wall Street Journal. It’s titled, “‘It’s Like a Graveyard: Record
Numbers of Migrants Are Dying at the U.S. Border.”

Chair DURBIN. Without objection.

[The information appears as a submission for the record.]

Senator TILLIS. We have a problem at the Border.

And I think you may acknowledge some of that, but you fall
short of calling it a crisis. These numbers look to me like a crisis
without any viable strategy moving forward.

I believe that the cartels—it’s been reported that the cartels are
making as much as $800 million a year in their human trafficking
operation with the tolls that they charge people. Some are paid be-
fore they cross the Rio Grande River. Others are paid once they get
here, and they entered into modern-day indentured servitude, pay-
ing back the cartels for the toll over here.

And were seeing estimates ranging anywhere from $5,000 to
$50,000, depending upon your country of origin. If I have time, I'll
get back to that. Sanctuary cities. Do you consider ICE a law en-
forcement agency?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Yes, I do.

Senator TILLIS. Do you consider a lack of cooperation among law
enforcement agencies as being a potentially hazardous step to take?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Yes, I do.

Senator TILLIS. Do you believe that sanctuary cities is a case ex-
a(r}np{}e of where local law enforcement refuses to cooperate with
ICE?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, the term sanctuary city means
different things in different places.

Senator TILLIS. I'm just referring to legislation and policies that
were passed in my State where they used it but it’s a

Secretary MAYORKAS. I do not—I do not agree when they

Senator TILLIS. To let it out, it’s like, I think, a week or so ago
where we had three illegal immigrants from Romania. They were
arrested and charged with obtaining property under false premises,
and one was charged with sexual battery of a minor. Thankfully,
in this jurisdiction, they did detain them. ICE was allowed to do
their job.

I've got over 3 million people—a State of 10 million—3 million
people living in sanctuary jurisdictions, which is why I proposed,
and will propose again, of violence for victims of sanctuary cities.

And it’s fairly simple. It says that if a local government entity
has a sanctuary policy, call it whatever you want to, refusing to co-
operate with ICE policy—we’ll call it that because that’s fundamen-
tally what they’re doing.

I feel like they should be held accountable if their actions
produce harm, if someone gets murdered, like somebody did in the
Charlotte area, with somebody who could have been transferred to
ICE—or countless examples across the country.

I simply want a private right of action for the aggrieved party
or their survivors, in the event of death, to be able to sue that gov-
ernmental entity. Now, it’s fairly straightforward to me. If the poli-
cies are fair, if they’re safe, then they've got nothing to worry
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about. And then if they declare immunity, then they’ll be denied
Federal funds for law enforcement.

So make a decision, but don’t have the risk of safety. And this
is not your problem. I'm saying this to the people in North Carolina
and across the country that are implementing these policies.

You are destroying good order and discipline among various lev-
els of law enforcement. They are, you are not. They are destroying
it. And I think that their actions have to have some legal recourse.
Now, have there been any communications with—to what extent
have you or people up in the organization communicated to these
jurisdictions that a blanket sanctuary city policy is not helpful to
Homeland Security?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Senator, this is something that I've spoken
with Immigration and Customs Enforcement, ICE, and CBP exten-
sively. I do not agree

Senator TILLIS. How many ICE detainers have been issued since
January 2021?

Secretary MAYORKAS. I'd have to take a look at that. I'd have to
take a look at that. Senator, I do not

Senator TILLIS. Could I get that for the record, the number of
ICE detainers?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Yes.

Senator TILLIS. And what I'm particularly interested in is granu-
larity: the number of ICE detainers; the basis for the detainer re-
quest; and the disposition of that request by local entities. Can I
get a commitment to get that information?

Secretary MAYORKAS. Yes, Senator. And I want you to know that
I share your concern. When a local jurisdiction has an individual
or has information that would benefit the public safety of the com-
munity and does not share that information with Immigration and
Customs Enforcement——

Senator TILLIS. Yes—and we should be clear that I'm not talking
about somebody who got into a fender bender.

I'm talking about people that may be in there for sexual as-
sault—we know they’re in there for that, for trafficking, or any
number of other violent or potentially violent crimes.

I need that information because I want to put pressure on local
governments in the State of North Carolina saying, if you want to
do this, I want you to be held accountable. And to be held account-
able, we need to pass the Justice for Victims of Sanctuary Cities
Act.

Now I want to talk about transnational criminal organizations.
I didn’t know this until today. I looked it up. Did you know that
“Jalisco,” the cartel, translates into “stone”? Literally, it’s an infor-
mal adjective. So that translates into the New Stone Generation—
one of the two cartels that cover the breadth of the northern bor-
der. They’re making $800 million a year.

I've seen their agents across the Rio Grande when I'm there at
midnight, 1 o’clock, saying, “We’re coming.”

We are aiding and abetting one of the most profitable lines of
business these thieves and these murderers have going. We have
a crisis at the Border. And like Senator Welch, I'm not someone
who’s just saying secure the Border. I'm also saying, someone
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please fix the broken asylum system and the immigration system,
even touching on what Senator Ossoff has discussed.

But until we have consensus that we have a crisis, we have to
work on a bipartisan basis, for those who say secure the Border,
not willing to talk about immigration—theyre going to allow an-
other 6 to 10 million people to come in before we fix it over the
next five or eight years. For those who say we don’t have an immi-
gration problem, there’s just too many facts to argue against it.

So, Mr. Mayorkas, if I could especially get the information that
I want on the ICE detainers, and then we’re going to continue to
work on the crisis at the Border, and hopefully make some
progress.

It’s unsafe for the American people. It is causing the deaths of
untold numbers of people making the dangerous journey. And I
could go a long way—and I won’t because I've already got the gavel
tap—on asylum reform.

And I believe if we want to look at asylum reform differently, we
need to look at our treaty obligations, and we need to say, it needs
to go further upstream than just what we do.

And when I see fact patterns where people are moving through
two or three or four nations that they could apply for asylum in
before they get to the United States, that looks a lot to me like an
exploitation of our asylum policy. Thank you, Mr. Chair.

Chair DURBIN. Thank you very much, Senator Tillis. And thank
you, Mr. Secretary. You've given us 4 hours, and I know that some
of the questioning has been tough and challenging.

I do believe the majority of Senators on both sides of the table
have been professional and respectful in a very controversial and
tough subject. I apologize for those who were not. I can’t control
them with this. I'll do my best.

We'’re going to have questions for the record. They’ll be submitted
by 5 p.m. on Tuesday, April 4th. We hope you can answer on a
timely basis. With that, the hearing stands adjourned.

Secretary MAYORKAS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

[Whereupon, at 2:01 p.m., the hearing was adjourned.]

[Additional material submitted for the record follows.]
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Introduction
Chair Durbin, Ranking Member Graham, and distinguished Members of this Committee:

Thank you for inviting me to join you today. This month marks the 20* anniversary of
the Department of Homeland Security’s (DHS or the Department) creation, which brought
together many components of the federal government in a determined national effort to
safeguard the United States against foreign terrorism in the wake of the devastation wrought on
September 11, 2001. DHS remains the largest reorganization of the federal government’s
national security establishment since 1947, and a testament to the grave threat we faced as a
nation from terrorism brought to our shores by foreign actors and foreign terrorist organizations
(FTOs).

Thanks to extensive deliberation and collaboration across both sides of the aisle,
Congress created a Department that significantly reduced the risk foreign terrorism poses to the
homeland. We increased our capacity to prevent, prepare for, and respond to threats or acts of
terrorism through greater collaboration across the national security enterprise, all levels of
government, and the private sector.

Twenty years later, that vital mission remains, and the Department has evolved to meet
new threats. Rapidly emerging technologies, evolving cyber capabilities of our adversaries, and
increasing economic and political instability around the world combine to create a heightened
threat environment at home. Collaboration with our partners and stakeholders remains central to
our work to safeguard Americans.

We know that stopping foreign terrorism before it reaches our shores is not something we
can do alone. We work increasingly with foreign governments to share information and vetting
capabilities to ensure bad actors are denied entry to the homeland, whether it is at our borders or
at their points of origin.

The threat of terrorism includes individuals who — fueled by violent extremist ideologies
and personal grievances — seek to advance their political or social goals through violence.
Countering this threat demands a collaborative, whole-of-society approach centered upon our
communities. We work to build trust and partnerships across every level of government and
with non-profit organizations, academia, the private sector, and the public to ensure
communities, especially those that are vulnerable and underserved, have the resources and
information they need to better prevent, prepare for, and respond to this threat.

Importantly, while combating all forms of violent extremism, DHS counterterrorism
efforts must respect First Amendment freedoms, civil rights and liberties, and privacy
protections. To that end, DHS policy prohibits profiling, targeting, or discriminating against any
individual for exercising their First Amendment rights, and ensures all public-facing terrorism
and targeted prevention resources and training materials respect Americans’ privacy, civil rights,
and civil liberties.
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While these bedrock principles have not changed, our approaches and capabilities have.
We are transforming the way we collaborate with the private sector and academia to stay ahead
of the threats we face in cyberspace. After Russia’s unprovoked and unjust invasion of Ukraine,
we led the federal government’s efforts to protect our homeland from adverse
consequences. Our “Shields Up” initiative galvanized tens of thousands of businesses to
implement urgent cybersecurity improvements. We continue to address cyber risks through the
Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Security Agency (CISAY’s Joint Cyber Defense Collaborative
(JCDC), which was recently expanded to include major energy and financial sector firms.
Through the Cyber Safety Review Board (CSRB), experts from the public and private spheres
analyze and disseminate best practices for responding to threats, and our Cybersecurity
Performance Goals provide businesses and critical infrastructure owners a roadmap to protect
themselves and the people they serve.

These initiatives are becoming best practices modeled around the world at a pivotal
time. Hostile nations like the People’s Republic of China (PRC) increasingly leverage
sophisticated cyber capabilities to gain access to American intellectual property, data, and
infrastructure and to carry out transnational repression through cyberspace. We have deepened
and broadened our international cooperation in cybersecurity and combating cybercrime and are
collaboratively working to harmonize requirements domestically and with international partners.

DHS is contending with conditions of violence, food insecurity, severe poverty,
corruption, climate change, the COVID-19 pandemic, and dire economic circumstances that have
contributed to a significant increase in irregular migration around the world. In our hemisphere
alone, failing authoritarian regimes in Venezuela, Cuba, and Nicaragua, along with an ongoing
humanitarian crisis in Haiti, have driven hundreds of thousands of people to migrate to the
United States and other countries. These movements are often facilitated by numerous human-
smuggling organizations that exploit migrants as part of a billion-dotlar criminal enterprise. The
depth of suffering that these migrants are willing to endure speaks to the desperation they feel
about their prospects in their home countries.

Over the last several months, DHS has announced new processes for Cubans, Haitians,
Nicaraguans, and Venezuelans and their immediate family members that combine an accessible,
streamlined opportunity for eligible individuals to come to the United States via a lawful
pathway, with consequences for those who do not avail themselves of this pathway and instead
cross the Southwest border without authorization. Nationals of these countries who do not avail
themselves of this process and attempt to enter the United States without authorization will
generally be returned to Mexico.

There is universal agreement that the U.S. immigration system is broken, and we stand
ready to work with Congress on solutions. In the meantime, DHS is responding with the legal
tools available at its disposal, including surging resources and increasing efficiency, prioritizing
smart border security solutions, making historic investments in technology, taking the fight to
cartels and smugglers, doing more with our regional partners than ever before, and implementing
innovative processes that couple legal pathways with consequences for those who do not avail
themselves of those pathways.
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We are also facing a new frontier of crimes of exploitation, as human trafficking and
child sexual exploitation and abuse have grown rapidly in recent years. These crimes represent a
direct attack on our values and personal and public safety, and threaten our physical and virtual
borders, our immigration and customs systems, our prosperity, and our national security. The
Department is accordingly redoubling its efforts to combat these abhorrent crimes, including by
deploying cutting-edge forensic tools to locate and rescue victims and to identify and apprehend
perpetrators.

Innovation and emerging technology are critical to combating human and narcotics
smuggling. We are screening people, cargo, and vehicles at our ports of entry (POEs) more
efficiently and effectively. Last year, we launched an unprecedented campaign with partners
across the federal government and throughout the region that led to the arrest of more than 9,100
smugglers and the disruption of more than 9,000 human smuggling operations. In FY 2022, we
seized nearly two million pounds of narcotics thanks to new technologies and partnerships with
federal, state, tribal and local law enforcement agencies.

Emerging technology can directly impact public safety here in the homeland. Unmanned
Aircraft Systems (UAS), commonly referred to as drones, can be used to conduct kinetic attacks
and are increasingly violating FAA-established temporary flight restrictions that protect high-
ranking officials, disrupting airport operations, surveilling outdoor mass gatherings, and
conveying illegal narcotics across borders. It is vital that Congress act this year to extend and
expand the Department’s counter-UAS (C-UAS) authorities to protect against malicious drone
activity.

Today, the non-partisan spirit of collaboration present at the Department’s founding
twenty years ago still drives and informs every aspect of our approach against the heightened
threat environment. The threats of today demand a more coordinated response among our
federal, state, and local governments, the private sector, first responders, nonprofits, academia,
and — most importantly — our citizens. Our mission has never been more vital, our components
have never collaborated more closely, and our nation has never been more prepared — but more
can be done. The Department is eager to work with Congress to ensure the agency’s mission is
met and the homeland remains protected.

Combating Terrorism and Targeted Violence
Foreign Terrorist Threats

Since this Department’s inception, the threat landscape has evolved dramatically, and
DHS has remained agile and vigilant to address all terrorism-related threats to the homeland. In
the years immediately following the September 11, 2001 terrorist attacks, the Department
focused on foreign terrorists located overseas who sought to harm us within our borders and
threaten our interests abroad. This focus evolved to include homegrown violent extremists
(HVEs) —individuals in the United States whose ideologically motivated terrorist activities are
primarily inspired by FTOs’ political or social objectives.
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Our assessments indicate that FTOs will maintain a highly visible presence online and
prioritize messaging focused on inspiring HVEs to conduct attacks in the United States. Media
branches of designated foreign terrorist organizations, including the Islamic State of Iraq and
ash-Sham and al-Qa‘ida, continue to target U.S. and Western-based audiences with their media
releases. These releases address a variety of topics, including operational and communication
security guidance, such as warning their supporters about the risks of engaging with associates
online, as well as encouraging the use of violence by their supporters. ISIS and its supporters
continue to call for attacks in the United States, and supporters often share tactics and techniques
for reducing the likelihood of being detected online by law enforcement. Additionally, ISIS-
Khorasan (ISIS-K) continues to hone its external operations capability and continues to represent
a threat that requires close coordination and cooperation with our international allies to address.

We continue to see Iran, a state sponsor of terrorism, and its partner, Lebanese Hezbollah,
pose an enduring threat to the homeland, evidenced by Iran’s public statements threatening
retaliation in the United States for Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps Quds Force (IRGC-QF)
Commander Qasem Soleimani’s death and arrests of IRGC and Hezbollah members plotting
operations in the United States. In the past several years, U.S. law enforcement has arrested
numerous individuals for spying on Iranian dissidents in the United States and for acting as
agents of influence for the Iranian Government. In August 2022, federal prosecutors unsealed
charges against an IRGC member for plotting to assassinate a former U S. official. In January
2023, prosecutors announced charges and a new arrest in connection with an assassination plot
directed from Iran. Members of an Eastern European organized crime group are alleged to have
plotted to murder a U.S. citizen of Iranian origin in New York City who has publicly opposed
Iran’s government. Given its capabilities, Iran could advance an attack plot targeted at the
United States with little to no warning. DHS continues to work closely with other law
enforcement agencies and the Intelligence Community (IC) to stay aware of ongoing threat
streams and take preventative actions, as appropriate.

DHS works closely with our law enforcement, national security, and IC partners to
continuously improve our ability to identify individuals who pose a national security or public
safety threat and who seek to travel to the United States or receive an immigration benefit. In
Fiscal Year (FY) 2022, the National Vetting Center (NVC), managed by DHS, expanded support
to DHS and the Department of State (DOS) to support vetting for refugee applicants and all non-
immigrant visa applicants worldwide. Through technology advancements, the NVC has
increased efficiencies in vetting processes, improving our ability to identify potential threats.

We continue to build partnerships with foreign governments that increase our information
sharing and vetting capabilities. DHS is constantly striving to increase our ability to engage in
biometric comparison with our foreign partners, and most recently 1 added a new requirement to
the Visa Waiver Program (VWP) to require participating countries to enter into an Enhanced
Border Security Partnership (EBSP). Under EBSP, DHS will be able to conduct biometric
checks against VWP member countries’ biometric data to authenticate the identity of individuals
seeking to travel under the VWP, and to receive information with regard to whether their citizens
and nationals traveling to the United States represent a threat to the security and welfare of the
United States and its citizens.

v
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As a key part of the interagency approach to countering these threats, DHS provides
timely and accurate intelligence to the broadest audience at the lowest classification level
possible. DHS will continue to leverage our deployed intelligence professionals to ensure the
timely sharing of information and intelligence with our state, local, tribal, territorial, and campus
(SLTTC) partners, including the National Network of Fusion Centers, in accordance with
applicable law and privacy, civil rights, civil liberties, and intelligence oversight policies.

Violent Extremism and Targeted Violence

The evolving threat to the homeland also includes those fueled by a wide range of violent
extremist ideologies and grievances. DHS, along with the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI)
and the National Counterterrorism Center (NCTC), assess that the primary terrorist threat to the
homeland stems from lone offenders or small groups motivated by a range of violent extremist
ideologies. These can include individuals inspired by, but not acting directly on behalf of or in
concert with, FTOs and individuals motivated by domestic grievances and ideologies, or
“domestic violent extremists (DVEs).” DVEs are individuals operating primarily in the United
States who seek to further political or social goals wholly or in part through unlawful acts of
force or violence without direction or inspiration from an FTO or foreign power. These actors
are motivated by various factors, including biases against racial and religious minorities,
perceived government overreach, conspiracy theories promoting violence, and false or
misleading narratives often spread online.

Amongst DVEs, the IC assesses that racially or ethnically motivated violent extremists
(RMVESs) who advocate for the superiority of the white race and militia violent extremists
(MVEs), a component of the anti-government or anti-authority violent extremism threat
category, present the most lethal DVE threats to the homeland. In many cases, prior to their
planned attacks, threat actors have spent inordinate amounts of time online viewing violent
material and engaging with like-minded individuals. RMVEs often have the most persistent and
concerning transnational connections because adherents to this ideology are present throughout
the West. They frequently communicate with each other and, at times, have inspired attacks.
Such connectivity with overseas violent extremists might lead to a greater risk of U.S.-based
RMVEs mobilizing to violence. In June 2022, DHS, the FBI, and NCTC jointly assessed that
the threat from DVEs fueled by various evolving ideological and sociopolitical grievances will
continue to pose a sustained threat of violence to the American public, democratic institutions,
and government and law enforcement officials. Events in the coming months, including
continued perceptions of government overreach, immigration-related developments, or potential
new legislation and court rulings, all present potential flashpoints that could inspire threat actors
to commit violence. !

To prepare for this threat, the Department has embraced a community-based approach to
preventing terrorism and targeted violence by building trust, partnerships, and collaboration
across every level of government, the private sector, non-governmental organizations, and the
communities we serve, while respecting First Amendment protections. We must make it harder
to carry out an attack and reduce the potential for loss of life; one important way we do that is by
helping to prevent mobilization to violence.

T DHS, NCTC, FBI, June 17, 2022 (U) Wide-Ranging Domestic Violent Extremism Threat to Persist.
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DHS’s Center for Prevention Programs and Partnerships (CP3) is at the forefront of the
federal government’s prevention efforts. Established in 2021, CP3 provides technical, financial,
and educational assistance to help communities build or enhance local prevention capabilities. In
addition to supporting state-level prevention strategies, CP3 supports local efforts to establish
community support systems—bringing together mental health providers, educators, faith leaders,
public health officials, social service providers, nonprofit organizations, law enforcement and
public safety officials, and others—to create programs that connect individuals with the help they
need. CP3 relies on the expertise of the professionals in DHS’s Privacy Office and Office of
Civil Rights and Civil Liberties to ensure all public-facing prevention resources and training
materials respect Americans’ privacy, civil rights, and civil liberties.

As part of this effort, DHS has invested more than $50 million over the past three years in
communities across the United States to help prevent acts of targeted violence and terrorism
through the Targeted Violence and Terrorism Prevention (TVTP) Grant Program. Managed by
CP3 and the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), this program provides funding
for state, local, tribal and territorial (SLTT) governments, nonprofits, and institutions of higher
education to establish or enhance capabilities to prevent targeted violence and terrorism. Last
September, DHS announced 43 TVTP grant awards to entities in 20 states, totaling $20 million,
for FY 2022. These awards fulfill the grant program’s focus on prioritizing the prevention of
domestic violent extremist acts as well as efforts to counter mobilization to violence that occurs
online, while respecting individuals’ privacy, civil rights, and civil liberties.

DHS also provides security funding to support facility hardening and other operational
and physical security enhancements for nonprofit organizations at risk of terrorist attacks through
the Nonprofit Security Grant Program (NSGP). Iam grateful that Congress supported this
critically important program by providing $305 million in the FY 2023 Consolidated Omnibus
Appropriations Act, an increase of $55 million from FY 2022 levels. The President’s FY 2024
Budget proposes a further increase to $360 million. These funds are in addition to the resources
provided by DHS to our state and tocal partners through the Homeland Security Grant Program
(HSGP), in which DHS designated Combating Domestic Violent Extremism as a “National
Priority Area” for both FY 2021 and FY 2022. As a result of this designation, between FY 2021
and FY 2022, states and local governments across our nation spent over $111 million in grant
funding on capabilities to detect and protect against these threats.

CP3 is by no means the only part of the Department engaged in prevention work.
Through the Presidential Threat Protection Act of 2000, Congress formally authorized the U.S.
Secret Service (USSS) to establish the National Threat Assessment Center (NTAC) to conduct
research, training, and consultation on threat assessment and the prevention of targeted violence.
NTAC leads the field of targeted violence prevention by producing world-class research
examining all forms of targeted violence, including domestic terrorism, mass casualty attacks,
and attacks against K-12 schools.

NTAC’s experts provide training and guidance for professionals from a wide range of
agencies and institutions on establishing threat assessment frameworks and targeted violence
prevention programs unique to their organization’s missions and needs. In FY 2022, NTAC
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delivered over 280 trainings and briefings to over 28,000 participants, including state and local
law enforcement, government officials, educators, mental health professionals, faith-based
leaders, and workplace security managers. The number of events and participants reached by
NTAC in FY 2022 represent the highest totals in the Center’s history.

On January 25, 2023, NTAC released its most comprehensive analysis of mass attacks to
date, titled, Mass Attacks in Public Spaces: 2016 - 2020, This study analyzes 173 attacks
perpetrated from 2016 through 2020 in public and semi-public locations in the United States,
including businesses, restaurants, retail outlets, schools, houses of worship, open spaces, and
other public locations. On the day of the release, NTAC hosted a virtual training event to
highlight the report’s findings. Over 21,000 public safety officials from across community
sectors registered for the event, representing all 50 states and over 80 foreign countries.

The Department continues to see threats to federal employees and the targeting of federal
facilities. The Federal Protective Service (FPS), a law enforcement agency within the
Department, leads our efforts to provide integrated law enforcement and security services to
protect more than 9,000 federal facilities across the Nation, and safeguards the more than 1.4
million federal employees and visitors to these facilities. FPS works closely with federal, state,
and local law enforcement across the country to investigate these threats and respond to incidents
at federal facilities.

Cyber Threats

Our interconnectedness and the technology that enables it—the cyber ecosystem-—expose
us to a dynamic and evolving threat environment, one that is not contained by borders or limited
to centralized actors, and one that impacts governments, the private sector, civil society, and
every individual. As aresult, cyber threats from foreign govemments and transnational
criminals remain among the most prominent threats facing our nation. Hostile nations like
Russia, China, Iran, and North Korea, as well as cybercriminals around the world, continually
grow more sophisticated and create more adverse consequences.

Within the past three years, we have seen numerous cybersecurity incidents impacting
organizations of all sizes and disrupting critical services, from the SolarWinds supply chain
compromise to the widespread exploitation of vulnerabilities found in Microsoft Exchange
Servers. Further, ransomware incidents—like those affecting JBS Foods, Kaseya, a major
pipeline company and the CommonSpirit hospital system—continue to increase. As of February
2022, CISA, the FBI, and the National Security Agency observed incidents involving
ransomware against 14 of the 16 U.S. critical infrastructure sectors, and victims paid an
estimated $1.199 billion in ransoms in 2021, compared to $416 million in 2020. We continue to
believe there is significant under-reporting of ransomware incidents.

Russia will likely remain a significant threat to U.S. networks, data, and critical
infrastructure as it refines and employs sophisticated cyber espionage, influence, and attack
capabilities, particularly in response to international pressure following its invasion of Ukraine.
Russia has previously targeted critical infrastructure in the United States and allied countries to
hone—and in some cases demonstrate— its ability to inflict damage during a crisis. In February
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2022, just prior to their full-scale invasion, Russia conducted a cyberattack against commercial
satellite communications, impacting families and businesses across Europe. Cyber operations,
including attacks by pro-Russian cyber hackers, have been prolific throughout Russia’s illegal
war against Ukraine.

The PRC operates a multifaceted intelligence program globally, with perhaps the most
prolific element of that being a highly advanced cyber program. They continue to leverage
increasingly sophisticated, large-scale cyber espionage operations against a range of industries,
organizations, and dissidents in the United States. The PRC uses cyber means to illicitly obtain
U.S. intellectual property, personally identifiable information, and export-controlled information.
The PRC launches cyber espionage operations against the United States via People’s Liberation
Army and Ministry of State Security cyber actors. PRC-backed hackers are among the most
active groups targeting governments and critical infrastructure this year - including across
Southeast Asia. They are the most active group targeting businesses around the globe. Just one
PRC hacking group known as APT41 has stolen intellectual property from at least 30
multinational companies in the pharmaceutical, energy, and manufacturing sectors, resulting in
hundreds of billions of dollars of ost revenue.

Iran has a robust cyber program that targets networks in nearly every sector, and conducts
offensive cyber operations in the United States, Israel, Saudi Arabia, and via other regional
adversaries. In July 2022, Iranian cyberattacks caused severe harm to government networks in
Albania, limiting access to essential services. These attacks include disruptive and destructive
cyber-attacks such as website defacements and data deletion. Iranian cyber espionage is a high
frequency, widespread threat, and Iran may choose to leverage its cyber access for disruptive or
destructive attacks. DHS is expanding the Abraham Accords into cybersecurity to improve our
collective cyber resilience against common threats with our Middle Eastern partners. We are
committed to focusing our work with Israel, the United Arab Emirates, Bahrain, and Morocco on
network defense and cybersecurity collaboration to protect our critical infrastructure, including
from shared threats from Iran and other nation states’ targeting of critical infrastructure and
widespread ransomware attacks.

In the last five years alone, North Korea has largely funded its weapons of mass
destruction programs through cyber heists of cryptocurrencies totaling more than $1.2 billion.

We assess that ransomware attacks targeting U.S. networks will increase in the near and
long term because cybercriminals have developed effective business models to increase their
financial gain, likelihood of success, and anonymity. In recent years, ransomware incidents have
become increasingly prevalent among U.S. SLTT government entities and critical infrastructure
organizations, with ransom demands in 2020 exceeding $1.4 billion in the United States. The
healthcare and public health sector remain popular targets for ransomware threat actors.

The Department is committed to keeping Americans safe from the devastating effects of
cybercrimes. Cyber criminals’ primary motivation is financial gain, and criminals show little
regard for whom they target. Cybercrime investigators at the USSS and U.S. Immigration and
Customs Enforcement’s (ICE) Homeland Security Investigations (HSI) are dedicated to seizing
and returning stolen funds to the victims and arresting those responsible. Cybercrimes are often
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transnational, with the criminal actors, their infrastructure, and their victims spread across the
globe. The USSS was recognized by the Attorney General for its contributions to the recent
dismantling of the Hive ransomware infrastructure used to communicate with other criminals,
and disrupting the group’s ability to attack victims. USSS and HSI continue to partner with

federal and SLTT law enforcement and with international and foreign law enforcement in
combating cybercrimes.

The Department plays an important role in helping to protect our nation’s critical
infrastructure from these attacks. The private sector, which owns and operates most of the
nation’s critical infrastructure, plays a vital role in working with CISA and Sector Risk

Management Agencies (SRMAGs) to ensure that we are aware of new campaigns and intrusions.

That awareness in turn helps CISA advise other potential victims—increasing the nation’s
collective cyber defenses through our collaborative efforts.

In March 2022, President Biden signed the Cyber Incident Reporting for Critical
Infrastructure Act of 2022 (CIRCIA) into law. CIRCIA marks an important milestone in
improving America’s cybersecurity. The increased number of incident reports that will be
received from our private sector partners as a result of this new law will enable CISA, in

partnership with other federal agencies such as the FBI, to build a common understanding of how
our adversaries are targeting U.S. networks and critical infrastructure. This information will fill
critical information gaps and allow us to rapidly deploy resources and render assistance to
victims suffering cyberattacks, where appropriate, analyze incoming reporting across sectors to
spot trends, and quickly share that information with network defenders to warn other potential
victims. We are grateful to Congress for passing this historic bipartisan legislation, marking a
critical step forward in the collective cybersecurity of our nation.

Cyber Threat Mitigation and Resilience

Q responda to evol vinoc er threats an increase our na ion §C ersecun' an
T d to evolving cyber threats and tion’s cyb ty and

resilience, DHS has taken several steps, including:

In July 2021, with the Department of Justice (DOJ) and other federal partners, DHS
launched StopRansomware.gov—the first whole-of-government website that pools
federal resources to combat ransomware and helps private and public organizations of all
sizes mitigate cyber risk and increase their resilience.

In August 2021, CISA announced the creation of the Joint Cyber Defense Collaborative
(JCDC) to develop and execute joint cyber defense planning with partners at all levels of
government and the private sector, to prevent and reduce the impacts of cyber intrusions
and to ensure a unified response when they occur.

In February 2022, DHS launched the Cyber Safety Review Board (CSRB), a
groundbreaking public-private partnership dedicated to after-action review of significant
cyber threats. The CSRB published its first report last summer addressing the risk posed
by vulnerabilities in the widely used “Log4j” open-source software library. Its second
review of the recent attacks associated with Lapsus$, a global extortion-focused hacker
group, is underway. We are asking Congress to strengthen the ability of DHS to carry

10
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out comprehensive reviews of significant cyber incidents in ways that will allow us to
learn from past experience and strengthen our response to future threats.

In February 2022, recognizing the heightened risk of malicious cyber activity related to
Russia’s war against Ukraine, CISA launched a new campaign called “Shields Up” to
amplify free cybersecurity resources and guidance for how organizations of every size
and across every sector can increase their cybersecurity preparedness.

In accordance with CIRCIA, DHS established the Cyber Incident Reporting Council
(CIRC) this past summer. The CIRC, which includes many of our federal agency
partners, is working to coordinate, deconflict, and harmonize federal cyber incident
reporting requirements, including those issued through regulation. To facilitate this
effort, DHS has been working to inventory all federal cyber incident reporting
requirements.

In September 2022, CISA and the FBI launched the Joint Ransomware Task Force
(JRTF) to coordinate a whole-of-government effort to combat the threat of ransomware.
One major objective of the JRTF is to coordinate efforts between federal agencies and
private sector and SLTT partners to improve our nation’s response to a ransomware
incident, including efforts to increase our nation’s cyber resiliency.

In September 2022, the Department announced the State and Local Cybersecurity Grant
Program (SLCGP) to help states, local governments, rural areas, and territories address
cybersecurity risks and cybersecurity threats to information systems. In FY 2022,
$183.5 million was made available under the SLCGP, with varying funding amounts
allocated over four years from the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act.

In October 2022, the Department released the Cybersecurity Performance Goals (CPGs),
voluntary practices that outline the highest-priority baseline measures businesses and
critical infrastructure owners of all sizes can take to protect themselves against cyber
threats. By clearly outlining measurable goals based on easily understandable criteria
such as cost, complexity, and impact, the CPGs are designed to be applicable to
organizations of all sizes.

The disruptive ransomware attack on a major pipeline company on May 7, 2021 revealed
a continuing significant national security risk with critical vulnerabilities in the
transportation sector that previous voluntary efforts did not sufficiently mitigate. Since
the attack in 2021, the Transportation Security Administration (TSA) has issued security
directives mandating that surface transportation owners and operators implement several
critically important and urgently needed cybersecurity measures, such as designating a
cybersecurity coordinator, reporting cybersecurity incidents, implementing a
cybersecurity response plan, completing a cybersecurity vulnerability assessment,
identifying cybersecurity gaps, and requiring certain measures such as network
segmentation, access control, continuous monitoring and detection, and security updates
and patching. As a result of feedback received by industry and stakeholders, TSA
updated these directives to focus requirements on achieving security outcomes, rather
than relying on prescriptive measures. On March 7, 2023, TSA issued an Emergency
Amendment to certain TSA-regulated aircraft operators and airports, following the
similar outcome-focused measures outlined above that TSA issues for surface
transportation owners and operations. TSA took this emergency action because of
persistent cybersecurity threats against the aviation sector. . DHS continues to consider
what additional directive action might be necessary to address urgent cyber threats to
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transportation and other critical infrastructure sectors and will continue to work closely
with the Department of Transportation, the Department of Energy, and other SRMAs.

Emerging Technology Threats
Unmanned Aircraft System (UAS) Threats

UASs, or drones, offer tremendous benefits to our economy and society, but their misuse
poses real security challenges. The rapid proliferation of drones and their expanded use by
hobbyists, professionals, and threat actors have required DHS to shift its response efforts to
mitigate smaller, more agile, and less attributable dangers across all its mission areas while still
supporting the lawful use of these advanced technologies within our nation. Drones have
conducted kinetic attacks with payloads of explosives or firearms, caused dangerous interference
with manned aviation, disrupted airport operations (causing significant economic harm), and
disrupted and damaged critical infrastructure. Nearly every day, transnational criminal
organizations (TCOs) use drones to convey illicit narcotics, including fentanyl, and other
contraband across our borders. TCOs also use drones to conduct hostile surveillance of law
enforcement and guide human smuggling across the border.

I thank Congress for extending existing law that provides DHS’s counter-UAS (C-UAS)
authority through September 30, 2023. Ensuring that the existing authorities did not lapse was
vital to our mission, including protecting the President and Vice President, patrolling the
Southwest border where drones are being used to traffic fentanyl and other dangerous
contraband, securing certain federal facilities and assets, and safeguarding the public. DHS has
exercised its current C-UAS authority by successfully executing C-UAS operations at mass
gatherings, Special Event Assessment Rating (SEAR) events, and National Special Security
Events (NSSEs), including the 2022 World Series, the Indianapolis 500, the United Nations
General Assembly, the Democratic and Republican National Conventions, the State of the Union
address, and the 2023 Super Bowl. At all times, DHS engages in these activities consistent with
applicable law and in a manner that protects individuals’ privacy, civil rights, and civil liberties.

To ensure that the Department can continue its C-UAS activities, both the Department
and the Administration remain committed to a multi-year extension as well as an expansion of
existing authorities. Any lapse in DHS’s current C-UAS authority would entail serious risks for
homeland security as DHS would have to cease or curtail existing C-UAS operations that protect
the homeland. Additionally, the Department and the Administration look forward to working
with Congress, including this Committee, to expand C-UAS authority to address critical gaps in
the current law, such as a lack of protection for U.S. airports from drone threats and the inability
of DHS to partner on C-UAS activities with SLTT enforcement officials or critical infrastructure
owners or operators to detect, identify, and—on a pilot basis under appropriate federal oversight,
including privacy, civil rights, and civil liberties protections—initigate drones posing a credible
threat to their jurisdictions or at their facilities, respectively.

Congressional action is required, as DHS’s authority to detect and counter drone threats
will expire on September 30, 2023. A lapse in this authority and, failing to close known
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vulnerabilities by expanding C-UAS authority, could have catastrophic implications for
homeland security.

5G/6G

In the cyber ecosystem—which underpins the unprecedented interconnectedness we have
achieved as a nation and across the globe—emerging technology and innovation can also expose
us to a dynamic and evolving threat environment. For example, communications advancements
in 5G and 6G technology continue to be a high security priority for the Department.

The PRC is using its technology to tilt the global playing field to its benefit, capitalizing
on the worldwide demand for communications technology and luring customers with improved
telecommunications networks at a low cost. However, Beijing often requires large PRC-based
companies to share and store data from their networks in-country and to provide that data to the
PRC government when requested by authorities. Tt is our belief that our essential
telecommunications networks should not be owned or operated by companies that will either sell
or provide information to a foreign government, and we are championing to international
partners that cheap telecommunications technology is not worth the price of citizens’ privacy,
their national security, or their sovereignty.

For several years, DHS has worked closely with the interagency to secure 5G and to
mitigate possible malicious use by PRC technology. At CISA, our 5G team provided supply
chain risk analyses that significantly contributed to the federal government’s response to this
issue. However, today we are looking beyond 5G to the next frontier in 6G. The prevalent use
of 6G is still approximately 8 to 10 years away, but the process to create the standards for 6G
rollout is beginning today. This is a technology standardization process that has geopolitical
implications, as Beijing is already positioning itself to dominate the standards process. We see
this as a potential threat to our homeland and economic security and we are taking steps to
educate our partners about the importance of this issue.

Cryptocurrency

While most cryptocurrency is used legitimately, cryptocurrency has attributes that have
already been exploited by criminals, terrorists, and other adversaries to facilitate their operations.
Most notably, as it has become easier to access and more widely used in general commerce,
many transnational ransomware operations are using the cryptocurrency ecosystem to obfuscate
illicit requests and to facilitate the receipt of ransoms.

Many components within DHS are focused on the rising illicit use of digital assets,
developing and providing training, investigating, collaborating with interagency partners, and
conducting research. Pursuant to the President’s Executive Order 14067, Ensuring Responsible
Development of Digital Assets, the Department contributed to the whole-of-government effort to
address concerns with respect to digital assets.

For example, with domestic and international law enforcement partners, the USSS has
achieved notable successes in combating cyber-enabled financial crimes, including dismantling
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two centralized virtual currency providers that supported extensive criminal activity and the
successful investigation of a Russia-based criminal scheme attempting to defraud cryptocurrency
exchange customers of $16.8 million.

HST has offices in over 50 countries and works to combat cybercrimes, including by
providing training to international partners and analytical assistance in tracing digital assets. HSI
investigations related to virtual assets have risen from one criminal investigation in 2011 to over
530 criminal investigations in FY 2022—seizing over $4 billion in virtual assets this last fiscal
year. HSI has also trained law enforcement partners in more than 20 countries on dark web and
cryptocurrency investigations, and regularly works with victims to remediate vulnerabilities
before they are exploited.

Artificial Intelligence (Al)

Al encompasses several different technologies such as natural language processing,
computer vision, generative AL, and more. It is imperative for DHS to take a proactive role in
the use of Al systems and to contribute to the national conversation on the secure use of this
transformative technology. Malicious actors are using increasingly advanced Al, powered by
more data, increasingly accessible computing resources, and advancements in machine learning
algorithms. Our own prudent and trustworthy use of Al can help us more effectively and
efficiently accomplish our mission to secure the homeland. DHS has taken several steps,
including:

e Responding to our statutory requirements from the 2023 National Defense Authorization
Act (NDAA), DHS is working to create policies and procedures for Al acquisition and
use and the consideration of risks and impacts associated with AL This includes the full
consideration of privacy, civil rights, and civil liberties impacts and misuse, degradation,
and non-operability risks.

e We are taking a strategic approach to mitigate and counter adversarial Al efforts by
tracking evolving adversary Al capabilities that could be used to exploit or overcome
security measures at our physical borders, in cyberspace, in election systems, and beyond.

e We are working with other responsible partners—domestically and internationally—to
share best practices and develop standards.

Quantum

The future development of quantum computers capable of breaking current cryptography
presents a tremendous threat to the way we store and move sensitive government, critical
infrastructure, financial, and personal data. DHS recognized this threat and established a
productive partnership with the National Institute for Standards and Technology (NIST) within
the Department of Commerce to produce actionable steps that our critical infrastructure and
SLTTC partners can take to prepare themselves for the coming transition to new post-quantum
cryptographic algorithms. DHS played a leading role in reflecting this work—and
complementary efforts—in the whole-of-government and whole-of-society effort on quantum
computing captured in the President’s National Security Memorandum on quantum computing.
DHS fully supports the requirements of the Quantum Cybersecurity Preparedness Act and is
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actively engaging in outreach to industry and SLTTC partners to ensure a smooth and equitable
transition to post-quantum algorithms.

Smart Cities and Connected Communities

The convergence of emerging technologies such as 5G, Internet of Things, Al and cloud
computing in our municipalities is creating exciting opportunities for efficient transportation,
equitable delivery of government services, and energy efficiency in the form of “connected
communities.” At the same time, this issue presents a unique cybersecurity challenge for critical
infrastructure, with the introduction of potentially tens of thousands of new Internet-connected
devices. DHS has been working on this issue for over a year to ensure that our municipalities,
large and small, can capitalize on this impressive technology in a safe and secure manner.

Border Security and Immigration

Over the last several months, DHS has announced and implemented new processes for
Cubans, Haitians, Nicaraguans, and Venezuelans and their immediate family members that
combine an accessible, streamlined opportunity for eligible individuals to come to the United
States via a lawful pathway, with consequences for those who do not avail themselves of this
lawful pathway and instead cross the Southwest border without authorization. Through a fully
online process, individuals can seek advance authorization to travel to the United States and be
considered, on a case-by-case basis, for a temporary grant of parole for up to two years, provided
that they pass rigorous biometric and biographic national security and public safety screening
and vetting; have a supporter in the United States who commits to providing financial and other
support; and complete vaccinations and comply with other public health requirements. Nationals
of these countries who do not avail themselves of this process and attempt to enter the United
States without authorization will generally be returned to Mexico.

The coupling of these measures has led to a dramatic reduction in the numbers of Cubans,
Nicaraguans, Haitians, and Venezuelans seeking to cross the Southwest border without
authorization. Encounters of nationals from these four countries between POEs at the
Southwest border declined from a seven-day average of 1,231 on the day this policy was
announced on January 5, to a seven-day average of 46 on February 28—a drop of 96 percent.
This reduction represents a decline of 99 percent in mid-February from the early December 2022
high of 3,546 daily encounters, and occurred even as encounters of other noncitizens began to
rebound from their typical seasonal drop.

‘While encounters of Cubans, Haitians, Nicaraguans, and Venezuelans between POEs at
the Southwest border have plummeted, thousands of nationals from these countries have
successfully followed the process for lawful entry. As of March 1, more than 66,000 Cubans,
Haitians, Nicaraguans, and Venezuelans have, after being thoroughly screened and vetted,
received travel authorization. More than 45,000 individuals have lawfully arrived through
commercial air travel at POEs to unite with supporters already in the United States, including
more than 9,500 Cubans, more than 8,000 Haitians, more than 2,700 Nicaraguans, and more than
25,000 Venezuelans. The successful use of these parole processes and the significant decrease in
illegal crossing attempts clearly demonstrates that noncitizens prefer to utilize a safe, lawful, and
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orderly pathway to the United States if one is available, rather than putting their lives and
livelihoods in the hands of ruthless smugglers. Combining accessible legal pathways with
consequences for those who fail to use those pathways works.

Actions to Secure the Border

These measures build on our broader efforts to secure and manage our borders while
building a safe, orderly, and humane immigration system. Last year, we announced six lines of
effort within our current framework to continue building a sustainable immigration and border
security program:

1. Surging resources, including personnel, transportation, medical support, and facilities to
support border operations;

2. Increasing U.S. Customs and Border Protection’s (CBP) processing efficiency and
moving with deliberate speed to mitigate potential overcrowding at Border Patrol stations
and alleviate the burden on the surrounding border communities;

3. Administering consequences for unlawful entry, including removal, detention, and
prosecution;

4. Bolstering the capacity of non-governmental organizations (NGOs) to receive noncitizens
after they have been processed by CBP and are awaiting the results of their immigration
removal proceedings, and ensuring appropriate coordination with and support for state,
local, and community leaders to help mitigate increased impacts to their communities;

5. Targeting and disrupting the TCOs and smugglers who take advantage of and profit from
vulnerable migrants, and who seek to traffic drugs into our country; and

6. Deterring irregular migration south of our border, in partnership with the DOS, other
federal agencies, and nations throughout the Western Hemisphere to ensure that we are
sharing the responsibility throughout the region. This comprehensive plan leverages a
whole-of-government approach to prepare for and manage increases in encounters of
noncitizens at our Southwest border.

To meet the demands at the border, the FY 2024 President’s Budget includes funding to
increase personnel and enhance technological capabilities. Turge Congress to continue its
support to properly resource the Department.

CBP has 24,000 agents and officers working along the Southwest border and the FY
2023 Consolidated Appropriations Act supported an additional 300 agents, as requested in the
FY 2023 President’s budget request. We have hired and contracted for over 1,000 Border Patrol
Processing Coordinators to be able to continue to return agents to the field to perform their
essential law enforcement mission. Through the Southwest Border Coordination Center,
established in February 2022, we are coordinating a whole-of-government approach to prevent
and respond humanely to increases in irregular migration by surging and coordinating our border
security and law enforcement resources. Through the Emergency Food and Shelter Program
administered by FEMA, we are also supporting local governments, NGOs, and faith-based
organizations in border communities as well as interior cities who are responding to a surge in
migration. FEMA is also working quickly to stand up the new Shelter and Services Program (as
directed by the Bipartisan Year-End Omnibus bill on December 29, 2022), which will help to
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relieve pressure on CBP’s Border Patrol stations and provide humanitarian assistance. To avoid
potential operational risks created by realigning funds from base budgets, as proposed in the FY
2024 Budget, CBP and ICE would use the Southwest Border Contingency Fund for emergent
border management requirements associated with potential migrant surges. The fund will also
allow FEMA to provide critical humanitarian resources and relief to local governments and non-
profit organizations to help communities around the country better manage the costs of
noncitizen arrivals in their communities.

We are prioritizing smart border security solutions, grounded in evidence rather than
rhetoric, and making historic investments in technology. We are installing effective technology
like linear ground detection systems and autonomous surveillance towers. We have also made
historic investments in non-intrusive inspection technology at POEs to increase our interdiction
of illicit drugs in all modes of transportation. We have made significant progress in digitizing
stages of noncitizen processing across CBP, ICE, and U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services
(USCIS), to reduce the amount of time our agents and officers spend doing paperwork so that
they can get back to the field. These innovations have already saved 70,000 hours of agent time.
We are increasing processing efficiency, supporting decompression efforts, and strengthening
overall process integrity and security.

Disrupting human smuggling is a top priority for our Department, and we have invested
significant time and resources in the effort to disrupt and dismantle the TCOs that support human
smuggling. Last year, we launched an unprecedented campaign with partners across the federal
government and throughout the region that led to the arrest of more than 8,800 smugglers and the
disruption of nearly 9,000 smuggling operations. This work includes raiding stash houses,
impounding tractor-trailers that are used to smuggle migrants, and confiscating smugglers’
communications technology. On the Southeast border and its maritime approaches, Homeland
Security Task Force Southeast, a DHS-led task force supported by federal, state, and local law
enforcement agencies, has surged air and surface assets and additional personnel to deter
irregular maritime migration and reinforce safe and legal pathways to the United States.

We have also seized nearly two million pounds in narcotics, thanks to new technologies
and partnerships with federal, state, and local law enforcement agencies. On October 16, 2022, 1
wrote to the United States Sentencing Commission urging that the guidelines for smuggling
offenses be updated to address the seriousness of the offenses. According to the Sentencing
Commission’s own data, in FY 2021, the average sentence for smuggling human beings was just
15 months. These lower sentences impair prosecutors’ ability to negotiate plea agreements and
obtain the cooperation of co-conspirators; as a result, human-smuggling organizations survive
and thrive, as key members are rarely severely penalized for their heinous crimes.

The United States cannot and should not do this work alone: hemispheric challenges
require hemispheric solutions. We are strengthening our relationships with partners in Mexico
and Central and South America to ensure a holistic response to this challenge, including the
following actions:

e In October 2022, DHS announced joint actions with Mexico, reinforcing our coordinated
enforcement operations to target human smuggling organizations and bring them to
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justice. That campaign includes new migration checkpoints, additional resources and
personnel, joint targeting of human smuggling organizations, and expanded information
sharing related to transit nodes, hotels, stash houses, and staging locations.

o DHS officials have traveled throughout the region to strengthen partnerships with our
counterparts. As Secretary, I have traveled to Mexico four times, including most recently
with the President for the North American Leaders’ Summit in January to discuss
regional cooperation on migration, security, and other vital issues. Ihave visited
Honduras, Guatemala, Panama, Ecuador, Colombia, and Costa Rica to advance our
bilateral and regional partnerships and forge strengthened cooperation on migration
management.

*  We are also working with regional partners to implement the U.S. Strategy for
Addressing the Root Causes of Migration and the hemispheric Los Angeles Declaration
on Migration and Protection with historic U.S. Government investments, totaling nearly
$1 billion in new assistance, according to the DOS. We have also concluded bilateral
arrangements with Costa Rica and Panama, agreeing to humane border security measures
and support with counter-smuggling as well as repatriation assistance. The United States
is planning to offer additional assistance to support regional partners to address the
migration challenges in the Darién Gap.

Actions to Enforce Our Immigration Laws

Under our immigration laws, individuals can request asylum and other humanitarian
protection and, if they qualify, may be granted such protection. Individuals who are not eligible
for protection or other lawful status generally are ordered removed. More individuals
encountered at the border were removed or expelled in FY 2022 than in any previous year. In
FY 2022, the United States expelled (under the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention’s
Title 42 public health Order) or removed (under Title 8 immigration authorities) over 1.4 million
individuals. In September 2021, Iissued guidance to focus ICE enforcement and removal on the
greatest threats to the homeland, which yielded positive results. For example, while the guidance
was in place and before it was vacated by a federal court, ICE arrested an average of 855
aggravated felons per month, compared to a monthly average of 687 during the four years of the
prior Administration.

At the same time, we are implementing efficiencies in the asylum process while
maintaining appropriate procedural safeguards and maintaining security. In May 2022, DHS
began implementing a new rule that allows asylum officers, as opposed to only immigration
judges, to consider in the first instance the asylum applications of noncitizens found to have a
credible fear of persecution or torture. This rule aims to ensure that noncitizens who are eligible
for asylum are granted relief quickly and provides DHS with the ability to promptly remove
noncitizens who do not qualify for asylum or related protection. These reforms are especially
important considering those seeking asylum under the current process often wait several years
before receiving a decision. When the rule is fully implemented and resourced, the timeframe
for hearing and deciding these asylum claims will shrink from several years to several months
for most applicants. Already, initial cases placed through this process have concluded within a
few months, demonstrating the potential of this new process.
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As a complement to these efforts, and in response to the unprecedented surge in
migration across the hemisphere and to reduce encounters at our border and in the maritime
approaches to the U.S., DHS and DOJ issued a joint Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) on
February 21, 2023 to further incentivize the use of new and existing lawful processes and
disincentivize dangerous border crossings between POEs by placing a new condition on asylum
eligibility for those who fail to use the new lawful processes. Under the proposed rule,
individuals who circumvent available, established pathways to lawful migration — including
those new processes announced on January 5, 2023 as well as a newly available mechanism for
migrants from any nationality to schedule a time and place to arrive at a POE — or fail to seek
protection in a country through which they traveled on their way to the United States, would be
subject to a rebuttable presumption of asylum ineligibility in the United States unless they meet
specified exceptions. Individuals who cannot establish a valid claim to protection under the
standards set out in the proposed rule will be subject to prompt expedited removal under Title 8
authorities, which carries a five-year bar to reentry. Consistent with America’s history as a
nation of laws and a nation of immigrants, this proposed rule ensures enforcement of U.S.
immigration laws, lawful pathways, and access to asylum and other forms of humanitarian relief
for those who need it. We have invited public comment on the proposed rule.

Actions to Build a Safe, Orderly, and Humane Immigration System

We are also building a safe, orderly, and humane immigration system. We are
strengthening legal pathways and relief for noncitizens, including avenues to make protection
claims where applicable, updating our enforcement policies, pursuing detention reforms, and
ensuring just outcomes. When it comes to increasing legal pathways, we have, for example:

e Nearly doubled use of our H-2 temporary worker visa programs by nationals of the
northern Central American countries of El Salvador, Guatemala, and Honduras to more
than 19,000 in FY 2022 as compared to 9,796 in FY 2021. In doing this, we addressed
acute needs that American businesses have for seasonal labor, while providing a
significant avenue of lawful migration for those who sought work in the United States; it
is notable that encounters of northern Central Americans fell by almost a quarter in this
same period. In December 2022, DHS and the Department of Labor jointly published a
rule authorizing an increase in the number of H-2B visas available by up to 64,716 for
FY 2023, on top of the 66,000 H-2B visas that are normally available each fiscal year.
Of these, an allocation of 20,000 visas are specifically reserved for workers from El
Salvador, Guatemala, Haiti, and Honduras.

e Implemented a historic effort across the federal government to support vulnerable
Afghans, including those who worked alongside us in Afghanistan for the past two
decades, first through Operation Allies Welcome {OAW) and now continuing such
support through Enduring Welcome. Over the past year and a half, DHS led and
coordinated efforts to process nearly 89,000 Afghan allies and their families, including
COVID-19 testing, isolation of COVID-positive individuals, vaccinations, additional
medical services, and appropriate screening and vetting. Specifically, Afghan nationals
paroled under OAW underwent an interagency screening and vetting process that began
overseas and was supported by intelligence, law enforcement, and counterterrorism
professionals from DHS, DOS, FBI, NCTC, and additional intelligence community
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partners. Through Enduring Welcome, we continue to aid those who supported the U.S.
Government and to facilitate family reunification for those already paroled into the
United States through the U.S. Refugee Admissions Program. The federal government is
leveraging every tool available to ensure that no individuals who pose a threat to public
safety or national security are permitted to enter the United States. The continuous
screening and vetting process is ongoing to ensure the continued protection of public
safety and national security.

Created a lawful and orderly process, Uniting for Ukraine (U4U), to issue two-year
grants of parole to eligible Ukrainians and their immediate family members fleeing
Russia’s unprovoked war of aggression. U4U builds on the robust humanitarian
assistance the U.S. Government is providing as we complement the generosity of
European countries that are hosting millions of Ukrainian citizens and others who have
been displaced. As of mid-March, over 150,000 Ukrainians have been authorized to
travel to the United States through this process, which also includes interagency
screening and vetting both prior to authorizing travel to the United States and upon
arrival at a POE. Over 280,000 Ukrainians have arrived in the United States since the
conflict began.

On January 4, 2023, USCIS, primarily a fee-funded agency, proposed revisions to its fee

schedule that has been in place since 2016. USCIS is considering public comments on this
proposal and intends to finalize a new fee schedule before the end of the year. Despite the
challenges of operating under an outdated fee structure, USCIS ensured that all of the record
number of available employment-based visas for FY 2022 were utilized, supported domestic
processing of relocated Afghans, worked to rebuild refugee processing capacity, and stood up the
new supporter-driven parole processes for certain Ukrainians, Cubans, Haitians, Nicaraguans,
and Venezuelans.

We have also responded to humanitarian crises around the world and at the same time

returned to the administration of our immigration laws in a manner keeping with our nation’s
values by:

Providing Temporary Protected Status (TPS) benefits to nationals of 16 countries,
including new designations and redesignations for: Afghanistan, Burma, Cameroon,
Ethiopia, Haiti, Somalia, South Sudan, Sudan, Syria, Ukraine, Venezuela, and Yemen.
Four additional countries (El Salvador, Honduras, Nepal, and Nicaragua) had TPS
designations terminated by the last Administration but, due to pending litigation, those
terminations have not taken effect and beneficiaries continue to receive TPS benefits. In
addition, President Biden announced Deferred Enforced Departure (DED) for certain
Liberian nationals and Hong Kong residents.

Restoring the historical understanding of a “public charge” ground of inadmissibility that
had been in place for decades, so as not to penalize individuals for using the health
benefits and supplemental government services available to them.

Preserving and fortifying the Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals (DACA) policy
through issuance of a final rule codifying the policy, working with DOJ to defend it
against legal challenges, and effectively addressing significant processing backlogs
inherited from the prior Administration. Despite our efforts, the program remains under
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threat and hundreds of thousands of Dreamers continue to live their lives from one court
decision to the next, under great uncertainty.

We have sought to ensure just outcomes through the Interagency Task Force on the
Reunification of Families, which I proudly chair and which has reunited more than 600 children
separated from their families at the Southwest Border under the Trump Administration’s Zero
Tolerance policy. We also initiated the Immigrant Military Members and Veterans Initiative,
improving support for noncitizen military members, including returning to the United States
previously removed veterans who honorably served our nation so they can return to their families
and life here and access certain Veterans Affairs benefits to which they are entitled as a result of
their service.

On his first day in office, the President delivered to Congress legislation that included
critical reforms that would address root causes of migration; expand pathways for legal
immigration; prioritize border technology and infrastructure; enhance the ability to prosecute the
criminal organizations involved in smuggling and trafficking; and provide a roadmap to
citizenship for those who have been contributing members of our communities for years. Itis
long past time for Congress to act on legislation to fix our broken and outdated immigration
system, including by providing permanent protection to Dreamers who only know the United
States as home.

Counternarcotics

DHS employs a multi-layered approach to mitigating and countering narcotics trafficking
and threats of all types through the use of our extensive liaison networks, domestic and foreign
partnerships, personnel, and technology deployments such as Non-Intrusive Inspection (NII)
capabilities. The increased production and trafficking of synthetic opioids from Mexico have
prompted the interagency to implement a whole-of-government approach, including a number of
DHS components and efforts, to combat these threats.

With the support of Congress, CBP continues to make significant investments and
improvements in drug detection and interdiction technology to detect the presence of illicit
drugs, including illicit opioids, in all operating environments, while CBP’s National Targeting
Center uses advanced analytics and targeting capabilities to identify critical logistics, financial,
and communication nodes, and exploit areas of weakness in opioid trafficking networks.
Leveraging these investments, CBP seized 11,200 pounds of fentanyl in FY 2021 and 14,700
pounds in FY 2022. This compares to 2,804 pounds in FY 2019.

CBP’s extended border and foreign operations mission involves operating aircraft
throughout North, Central, and South America, conducting counternarcotics missions to detect
and interdict bulk quantities of illicit narcotics. Joint operations beyond the physical borders of
the United States involves collaborating with U.S. and international partners to conduct joint
maritime operations. The majority of these are maritime operations in the source, transit, and
arrival zones of the Western Hemisphere and are accomplished in collaboration with Joint
Interagency Task Force South (JIATF South) and host nation partners.
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CBP seeks to prevent drug trafficking through POEs, which is where most synthetic
drugs enter the United States. Recent DHS Office of Intelligence and Analysis reporting
indicates that Mexico-based drug traffickers involved in both drug and human smuggling rarely
exploit migrants to smuggle fentanyl into the United States. Analysts continue to assess that the
vast majority of fentany! that enters the United States moves through U.S. POEs, and CBP data
indicates that U.S. citizens were responsible for transporting the fentanyl seized in 79 percent of
seizures in FY 2022. Personal vehicles remain, by volume, the primary method of conveyance
for illicit drugs entering the country over land, with notable increases within commercial truck
conveyances for methamphetamine. The NII Systems Program provides technologies to inspect
and screen cars, trucks, rail cars, sea containers, as well as personal luggage, packages, parcels,
and flat mail through either X-ray or gamma-ray imaging systems. CBP officers use NII systems
to effectively and efficiently detect and prevent contraband, including drugs, unreported
currency, guns, ammunition, and other illegal merchandise, as well as inadmissible persons, from
being smuggled into the United States, while having a minimal impact on the flow of legitimate
travel and commerce.

CBP also robustly enforces the Synthetics Trafficking and Overdose Prevention (STOP)
Act to prevent trafficking by mail. CBP operates within major international mail facilities to
inspect international mail and parcels arriving from more than 180 countries. Additionally, CBP
and the U.S. Postal Service are working to increase the amount of advance electronic data (AED)
received on international mail. This advance information enables HSI and other agencies to
identify networks of foreign suppliers and domestic importers that are responsible for smuggling
fentany! into the United States.

HST also plays a critical role in countering narcotics trafficking by exchanging
information, coordinating investigations, and facilitating enforcement actions with law
enforcement partners abroad to deter the ability of TCOs to smuggle drugs, people, and
contraband into and out of the United States. FY 2022 statistics reveal HSI conducted 11,535
narcotics-related criminal arrests and seized roughly 1.87 million pounds of narcotics, which
included 20,981 pounds of fentanyl. Additionally, HSI agents seized more than $210 million in
total currency and assets through their narcotics enforcement efforts.

One of HSI's most significant tools to combat TCOs engaged in fentanyl trafficking are
the Border Enforcement Security Task Forces (BESTs). BESTs eliminate the barriers between
federal and local investigations and close the gap with international partners in multinational
criminal investigations. BESTs continue to be a primary vehicle used to carry out HSI’s
comprehensive, multi-layered strategy to address the national opioid epidemic.

Recognizing the unprecedented epidemic of deaths from illicit opioids, HSI recently
developed and began the implementation of its Strategy for Combating Illicit Opioids. The
strategy builds upon many of HSI’s core investigative authorities and capabilities in combating
TCOs and focuses efforts on four core goals, all of which align with the National Drug Control
Strategy. They are: 1) reduce the international supply of illicit opioids; 2) reduce the domestic
supply of illicit opioids; 3) attack the enablers of illicit finance, cybercrime, and weapons
smuggling; and 4) conduct outreach with private industry. Through this strategy, HSI aims to
make important strides in reducing the harm illicit opioids have on U.S. communities.
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One of HSI’s primary tactics in the fight against fentanyl is the Transnational Criminal
Investigative Unit (TCIU) Program. The TCIU program was created to help facilitate the
exchange of information between the United States and its foreign partners and to enhance the
host country’s ability to investigate and prosecute individuals involved in transnational criminal
activities that threaten the stability and national security of the region and pose continuing threats
to the homeland security of the United States. HSI TCIUs are comprised of foreign law
enforcement officials, customs officers, immigration officers, and prosecutors who undergo a
strict vetting process conducted by HSI to ensure that shared information and operational
activities are not compromised. The units work to identify targets, collect evidence, share
information, and facilitate the prosecution of transnational criminal organizations both in-
country, among other foreign partner nations, and through the U.S. judicial system. HSI TCIUs
prioritize criminal investigations related to weapons trafficking and counter-proliferation, money
taundering and bulk cash smuggling, human smuggling, human trafficking, illegal drug
trafficking, intellectual property rights violations and other customs fraud, child exploitation,
cybercrime, and other violations of law within HSI's investigative purview. The current HSI
TCIU footprint consists of over 500 personnel assigned to 12 TCIUs and two International Task
Forces in 14 countries around the world. HSI anticipates expanding the program to additional
countries in FY 2023. Colombia and Panama are the two largest international TCIUS, with
nearly 70 vetted individuals.

HST has also launched targeted campaigns. On March 13, 2023, CBP and HSI launched
Operation Blue Lotus to facilitate and increase fentanyl interdictions at and between the POEs
and develop criminal cases along the Southwest border. Starting at the ports of San Ysidro, CA,
Otay Mesa, CA, and Nogales, AZ, Operation Blue Lotus aims to curtail the flow of illicit
fentanyl smuggled into the U.S. from Mexico while simultaneously illuminating the
Transnational Criminal Organizations (TCOs). In its first week, Operation Blue Lotus resulted in
18 seizures, 16 federal arrests, and 2 state arrests, stopping over 900 pounds of fentanyl, over 700
pounds of methamphetamines, and over 100 pounds of cocaine from entering the United States.
The operation is expected to run through May 2023.

The U.S. Coast Guard (USCG) leads maritime interdictions of narcotics in the Western
Hemisphere. The USCG disrupts illicit trafficking where it is most vulnerable: at sea in the
transit zone, often far from U.S. shores, before bulk quantities reach the shore and are divided
into small, hard-to-detect loads. The USCG is continuing to enhance cooperation with partner
nations in South and Central America to combat the flow of narcotics before they reach U.S.
shores. USCG intelligence personnel and Coast Guard Investigative Service special agents are
fully integrated across the Department and at the JIATE South, allowing for maximum
counterdrug coordination across the hemisphere. These efforts directly enable target
identification and development that prioritize law enforcement investigations — perpetuating the
interdiction continuum, the removal of multi-ton quantities of drugs from the supply chain and
provide critical evidence for the prosecution of TCO members. In FY 2022, the USCG removed
approximately 152 metric tons of cocaine, 60,000 pounds of marijuana, and 7.7 metric tons of
other narcotics, including methamphetamines, heroin, and hashish. In addition to these drug
removals, a USCG-led multi-agency effort in FY 2022 tied their maritime law enforcement
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operations to the indictment and extradition of a consolidated priority organizational target to
Puerto Rico for prosecution.

The Department appreciates Congress extending for two years the statutory authority to
establish and operate Joint Task Forces (JTFs) in the FY 2023 NDAA. JTFs provide a direct
operational coordination layer to enhance the multi-faceted challenges facing DHS. Today, JTF-
East is responsible for ensuring Departmental unity of effort in the southern maritime approach
to the United States and demonstrates the tangible, positive impacts that JTFs can have on
enhancing DHS-coordinated operations.

Human Trafficking and Child Sexual Exploitation and Abuse

Combating the abhorrent crimes of human trafficking and child sexual exploitation and
abuse (CSEA) is a top priority for the Department. These crimes target the most vulnerable
among us, offend our most basic values, and threaten our national security and public safety.

Almost every office and agency in the Department plays a role in our counter-human
trafficking mission. The DHS Center for Countering Human Trafficking (CCHT) coordinates
the counter-trafficking efforts of 16 offices and component agencies, reflecting our commitment
to combat this heinous crime from every angle: investigations and enforcement, intelligence,
public education and prevention, policy innovation, victim protection and support, and more.
HSI leads criminal investigations into sex trafficking and forced labor, making 3,655 human
trafficking-related arrests during FY 2022, an increase of more than 50 percent over the previous
fiscal year. Our human trafficking investigations led to 638 convictions, an increase of more
than 80 percent over the previous year.

CBP is charged with rooting out forced labor-made goods from U.S. supply chains by
preventing the importation of such illicit merchandise into the United States. CBP carries out
this mission by investigating allegations of forced labor in supply chains and, where allegations
are corroborated, issuing Withhold Release Orders (WROs) and forced labor findings. CBP
issued six WROs, two findings, and one WRO modification in FY 2022, In June 2022, CBP also
began enforcing the landmark Uyghur Forced Labor Prevention Act (UFLPA), enacted by
Congress in December 2021.% Together with the DHS Office of Policy, which chairs the
interagency Forced Labor Enforcement Task Force (FLETF), and other interagency members
including the Departments of Labor, State, Justice, Treasury, Commerce, and the United States
Trade Representative, CBP led the UFLPA’s successful implementation and is committed to
seeing it fully enforced to prevent the importation of goods produced, wholly or in part, with
forced labor in the Xinjiang Uyghur Autonomous Region in the PRC.

DHS employs a victim-centered approach across all human trafficking programs and
operations. This approach seeks to minimize additional trauma, mitigate undue penalization, and
provide needed stability and support to victims. This approach is not only critical to helping

2 UFLPA established a rebuttable presumption that the importation of any goods, wares, articles, and merchandise
mined, produced, or manufactured wholly or in part in the Xinjiang Uyghur Autonomous Region of the People’s
Republic of China, or produced by certain entities, is prohibited by Section 307 of the Tariff Act of 1930 and that
such goods, wares, articles, and merchandise are not entitled to entry to the United States.
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survivors begin to repair their lives, it enables law enforcement to better detect, investigate, and
prosecute perpetrators. For this reason, in FY 2022, DHS expanded the HSI Victim Assistance
Program (VAP), increasing the number of victim assistance personnel, including victim
assistance specialists (VASs) and forensic interview specialists (FISs), by 40 percent. InFY
2023, HSI will grow the program by another 60 percent. These investments have led to increases
in the identification of victims of human trafficking, referrals for social services in local
communities, and forensic interviews using trauma-informed, victim-centered methods to elicit
accurate and complete information while minimizing distress. The VAP assisted 3,326 victims
worldwide in FY 2022, including 1,138 victims of child exploitation and 765 human trafficking
victims.

Public education is also a critical component of our counter-trafficking work. To name
just a few of our achievements in this mission in FY 2022, the DHS Blue Campaign, the
Department’s national human trafficking public awareness initiative, trained more than 150,000
federal government, NGO, law enforcement, and public participants on how to recognize the
indicators of human trafficking. And our Federal Law Enforcement Training Centers trained
more than 3,300 law enforcement officers, representing over 90 federal law enforcement
agencies, on how to recognize and respond to potential trafficking cases.

The Department is also redoubling efforts to combat online CSEA, which has increased
dramatically in scope and severity in recent years. This scourge is nothing short of a global
crisis. New forms of CSEA have also emerged and grown exponentially, including the live
streaming of child sexual abuse and sophisticated sextortion and grooming schemes. The
National Center for Missing and Exploited Children (NCMEC), the nation’s clearinghouse for
child sexual abuse material (CSAM), received over 32 million cyber tips in 2022, corresponding
to more than 88 million images and videos of child sexual abuse—a roughly 75 percent increase
in just five years. What is worse, these numbers represent only CSAM on the open web; they do
not include the massive amount of child sexual abuse content produced and shared on the dark
web.

In response, we are strengthening our Cyber Crimes Center (C3), including the Child
Exploitation Investigations Unit (CEIU), a global leader in counter-CSEA law enforcement
operations. The CEIU Victim Identification Program (VIP) utilizes state-of-the-art technologies
combined with traditional investigative techniques to identify and rescue child victims
throughout the world. Since its establishment in 2011, the VIP has identified and/or rescued
more than 10,000 child victims of sexual exploitation, including more than 1,000 victims in FY
2022. The CEIU also detects and apprehends producers and distributors of CSAM and
perpetrators of transnational child sexual abuse, employing the latest technology to collect
evidence and track the activities of individuals and organized groups who sexually exploit
children via websites, chat rooms, peer-to-peer trading, and other internet-based
platforms. CEIU’s Operation Predator targets child sexual predators on both the open web and
dark web, and in FY 2022 led to the arrest of 4,459 perpetrators for crimes involving child sexual
abuse. During this same period, the CEIU Angel Watch Center issued 4,527 notifications
regarding international travel by convicted child sex offenders, resulting in more than 1,073
denials of entry by foreign nations. The DHS Science & Technology Directorate also develops
and deploys leading-edge forensic tools and technologies that enable CEIU agents and other
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national and international law enforcement partners to identify and locate child victims of online
sexual exploitation. These tools include livestream capabilities, advanced facial recognition
technologies, and speech and language technologies.

Our law enforcement agents will be the first to state, however, that we cannot investigate
and arrest our way out of this epidemic. So, we are also expanding our policy, public education,
and strategic engagement infrastructure to elevate and enhance the Department’s counter-CSEA
capabilities. DHS remains steadfast in advancing and leveraging our full breadth of authorities
and resources to end these heinous crimes, and we urge you to support our efforts to expand this
critical work to fight the rapidly escalating crisis of online child sexual exploitation and abuse.

Conclusion

The Department of Homeland Security was created in response to a singular threat. In
the two decades since the September 11, 2001 terrorist attacks and as DHS enters its third
decade, the Departiment has evolved to address multiple unforeseen and complex challenges.
Through it all, our workforce has demonstrated exceptional skill and an unwavering commitment
to keeping our country safe.

I am grateful to this Committee for your continued support of DHS, both from a resource
perspective and for the provision of key authorities that allow the Department to adapt to an
ever-changing threat landscape. 1look forward to our continued work together and to answering
your questions. Thank you.

26



101

Question#: | 1

Topic: | Parole Program I

Hearing: | Oversight of the Department of Homeland Security

Primary: | The Honorable Richard J. Durbin

Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Question: Please provide the following information with respect to the Cuba, Haiti, Nicaragua,
and Venezuela parole program from January 2023 to date, disaggregated by month and
nationality:

How many applications for parole have been received through the program?

Response: Requested data are provided in the tab labeled “Question #1A (rounded)” of
Attachment A.

Question: How many have been approved?

Response: Requested data are provided in the tab labeled “Question #1 A (rounded)” of
Attachment A. Please note that a confirmation of a Form 1-134, filed under the Process for
Venezuelans prior to January 6, 2023, or of a Form-134A, Online Request to be a Supporter and
Declaration of Financial Support, filed under the Processes for Cubans, Haitians, Nicaraguans, or
Venezuelans, does not necessarily mean that the beneficiary has received travel authorization —
U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP) makes those determinations, and even if travel
authorization was issued, the beneficiary may not have traveled to the United States.

Question: How many individuals approved have been given employment authorization?

Response: Requested data are provided in the tab labeled “Question #1A (rounded)” of
Attachment A.

Question: For each month in fiscal year (FY) 2023 to date, how many appointments have been
made available per day at each port of entry through the CBP One application?

Response: Requested data are provided in the tab labeled “Question #1B (rounded)” of
Attachment A. Note, however, that the CBP One app does not provide appointments at Ports of
Entry (POEs) for the processes for Cubans, Haitians, Nicaraguans, and Venezuelans.
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Question#: | 2

Topic: | Expedited Removal

Hearing: | Oversight of the Department of Homeland Security

Primary: | The Honorable Richard J. Durbin

Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Question: Since January 2017, how many individuals have been placed in expedited removal
proceedings? Please disaggregate by month and nationality.

How many of these individuals have been removed from the United States after receiving a
negative credible or reasonable fear determination by USCIS?

Response: Requested data is provided in the tab labeled “Question #2 (rounded)” of Attachment
A



Attachment A, Question #2

Final or Most Current Outcomes, Total W Border Encounters by Fear Claims:
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cal Years 2017 - 2023 YTD (March 2023)

Toul
e 2017 2018 2019 2000 2zl BuzE 2023 YT
Total Encounters’ 155,500 158,400 205,900 272,000 622,200 350,200
Mesico Processed for Expedited Removal 65,900 7,000 #4700 53,700 9,000 19,300 1,708
Compachonsive nopative fear’ 1,000 2,000 2,400 A4 200 300 200
Eseened Rermor Onier JE ) 2000 2300 a0 2o 200 .
Total Encounters 55,700 106,600 238,300 39,700 222,700 170,100 39,100
- ™ Processed for Expedited Rensoval 27,500 7,500 35,500 15,200 1,900 3,100 Toh
Comprchensive nogative frar’ 2,600 4,100 3,500 2,600 300 400 108
Executed Removal Ouders 2,200 2,200 3,300 2,000 200 L] L]
Total Encounters’ 4,600 75,500 239,600 36,800 274,000 175,300 L
Hoadura Processed for Expedited Renoval 20,800 35,700 39,000 7,700 2700 4300 ™
Coenprehensive negative fea” 2,000 3,500 5,500 o 300 500 100
Excasted Removal Craders 1900 3,200 5600 0 300 300 108
“Total Encounters' 16,100 31,000 74,900 14,800 2,700 80,200 25,000
ElSabvador  Processed for Expedited Removal 21,900 14,500 16,900 4,000 1,200 w500 s
Compachensive negative fear’ 2,500 2,100 2,900 Hiy 10 200 109
o Bemord Onies ] 230 ™ ] 100 i
ncounters' 2200 7,100 32,800 13,300 38,400 219,700 113,500
Cuba Processed for Expedited Rensoval 1,800 6,100 18,200 1,600 11,200 3,200 2600
Comprdicnsive negative fear’ ] 200 00 200 600 o 208
Enceauted Removal Ouders [ 100 00 108 L L] L)
Total Encounters’ 300 300 [ [ 6,000 124,300 B8, Y
Colomibin Processed for Expedited Removal 00 200 200 100 1,500 22,100 18,600
Compachensive nogative fear” o ] 100 300 4200 3,108
Exccuted Removl Crders ) ) ] ] 200 2,900 130
| Encounters' 200 3,200 13,600 2,200 47,900 168,500 3,300
N Processed foe Expedited Rensoval w00 2300 4800 300 17,700 T
Comnprehonsive negative foa’ 100 200 500 100 2,000 2,100 I
Exeauted Removal Chaders o0 200 200 L] 1,000 w00 L)
Total Encounters' 300 00 7600 2,700 45,200 186,400 60,600
Venezuela Processed for Expedited Removal 200 300 2100 A0 1,200 5,700 1500
Compachonsive nogative fear” o ] 100 o 00 i 108
Excauted Removl Crders ) ) [} ] 100 100 o
Total Encounters' 1,400 1,500 12,200 11,408 20,900 22,700 36,000
Beuador Processed foe Expedited Rensoval 1,200 1,200 4,100 1800 3100 4500 5800
Compeensive negative foar’ 100 200 =00 00 500 1,200 1309
Excoutod Rermoval Chders 100 200 =00 () 600 200 T
Total Encounters' 2800 400 7,200 900 2,300 17,900 17,200
Indin Processed for Expedited Renoval 2,700 7,900 5,900 400 1,200 2,000 i
Comprchensive nepative foa o 500 1,500 1k 100 200 "
Exeauted Removal Chaders o 300 1,400 108 o 1o L)
Total Encounters' 24,000 17,500 40,500 22,400 139,200 265,500 212,000
All Other Countries Processed for Expedited Removal 14,500 9,500 1,500 8500 21,000 32,500 22,400
Compachonsive nogative fead’ 1,400 00 1,400 2,100 5,200 4,900 3,500
Excasted Removal Craders 1300 500 1,600 1,000 3,300 2,500 1,008
“Total Encounters’ 334,500 BTE, 200 AL, 300 1.578,600 157,200 1,144,508
Toul Processed for Expedited Removal 160,300 223,200 1,700 4,700 13,700 67,400
Comprchensive negative fear’ 9,900 20,100 11,400 10,600 14,400 8,900
i e O 2w 1550 (6] st L400 50
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Question#: | 3

Topic: | Shelter and Services Program

Hearing: | Oversight of the Department of Homeland Security

Primary: | The Honorable Richard J. Durbin

Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Question: Please provide criteria for the allocation of Shelter and Services Program funding to
nonprofits, states, and localities to support to noncitizens recently arrived in the United States.

Please also provide a summary of what services are funded (e.g. housing, transportation) and any
limitations on the usage of such funds.

Response: The Consolidated Appropriations Act of 2023 authorized the creation of a new U.S.
Department of Homeland Security (DHS) grant program, the Shelter and Services Program
(SSP), to support these communities. The Act directs CBP to transfer funding to the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) to establish the SSP. The Act also authorizes the use
of a portion of that funding for the existing Emergency Food and Shelter Program —
Humanitarian (EFSP-H) until the SSP is established. DHS has directed $350 million of the $800
million transferred to FEMA to be directed to EFSP-H. This is in addition to the $75 million
used for EFSP-H during the Continuing Resolution. DHS is delivering on its commitment to
provide needed support to communities across the country that receive noncitizen migrants who
are in immigration proceedings.
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Question#: | 4

Topic: | Personal Property

Hearing: | Oversight of the Department of Homeland Security

Primary: | The Honorable Richard J. Durbin

Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Question: Since August 2022, there have been disturbing reports of Border Patrol agents
discarding important personal property confiscated from migrants.

What steps has DHS taken to ensure that migrants maintain access to such property, such as legal
documents, vital medications and/or medical instruments, in the course of processing by Border
Patrol? Please provide any applicable guidance provided to agents and officers.

Response: U.S. Border Patrol (USBP) follows the April 2021 guidance titled “Personal Effects
Internal Operating Procedures.”' Each station for each Border Patrol sector has a field training
unit responsible for training all incoming Border Patrol agents on policies and procedures,
including procedures related to personal effects.

Question: There have also been reports of occasions where Border Patrol agents confiscated
religious garb, such as Sikh turbans, from migrants. What steps is CBP taking to ensure that such
religious garb is not removed or confiscated from migrants? Please provide any applicable
guidance.

Response: USBP provided interim guidance to all Border Patrol Sector Chiefs on August 6,
2022. This interim guidance reiterated USBP’s commitment to following the National Standards
on Transport, Escort, Detention, and Search. Further, the interim guidance communicated that if
a migrant is classified as “non-threat” and no other risk factors are present, then a religious item,
such as a turban, should be returned to the migrant at the conclusion of the search. In addition,
CBP has worked with the DHS Office for Civil Rights and Civil Liberties to develop more
specific guidance on religious headwear. CBP is also in the early stages of developing a broader
policy directive on religious accommodations for those within CBP custody.

Question: What steps has DHS taken to ensure that migrants who are transferred from CBP to
ICE custody ultimately retain personal property that was in their possession upon apprehension?
Please provide any applicable guidance provided to agents and officers,

What steps has DHS taken to ensure that migrants who are transferred to the custody of another
government agency (e.g., the U.S. Marshals Service or the Federal Bureau of Prisons) ultimately
retain personal property that was in their possession upon apprehension? Please provide any
applicable guidance provided to agents and officers.

! This guidance is available at hitps://www.cbp.gov/sites/default/files/assets/documents/2022-
Oct/PersonalEffectsIOP_082922_Redacted.pdf.
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Question#: | 4

Topic: | Personal Property

Hearing: | Oversight of the Department of Homeland Security

Primary: | The Honorable Richard J. Dutbin

Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Response: USBP follows the “Personal Effects Internal Operating Procedures” document
referenced above.

U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) detention standards ensure that detained
noncitizens’ personal property, including funds, valuables, documents, baggage, and other
personal property, is safeguarded and controlled while the noncitizen is in ICE custody. Each
detained noncitizen’s personal property is inventoried, receipted, stored, and safeguarded for the
duration of the noncitizen's time in ICE custody. Standard operating procedures for each facility
include obtaining a forwarding address from each noncitizen who has personal property at the
facility, in the event that personal property is lost or unclaimed after the noncitizen’s release,
transfer, or removal.

Because certain original documents are required to request travel documents from other
countries, identity documents, such as passports, birth certificates, etc., are inventoried and given
to an ICE Enforcement and Removal Operations (ERO) deportation officer for placement in the
noncitizen’s administrative file. These original documents are returned to the noncitizen once
removal proceedings are terminated, administratively closed, if the noncitizen is granted an
immigration benefit, or upon the noncitizen’s removal from the United States.
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Question#: | 5

Topic: | Pending 1-485 Applications

Hearing: | Oversight of the Department of Homeland Security

Primary: | The Honorable Richard J. Durbin

Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Question: Applicants can file adjustment applications as soon as a visa becomes available, but
USCIS does not approve them if visa availability "retrogresses" while the application is pending.
Instead, USCIS places those applications on hold until a visa becomes available again.

Please provide the number of pending 1-485 applications USCIS held for this reason between
January 1, 2023 and the present, disaggregated by month and classification.

Response: Requested data are provided in the tab labeled “Question #5™ of Attachment A.
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Question#: | 6

Topic: | Digitization

Hearing: | Oversight of the Department of Homeland Security

Primary: | The Honorable Richard J. Durbin

Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Question: What is the timeline for USCIS digitization by form type for the third and fourth
quarters of FY 2023 and the first two quarters of FY 20247

Response: USCIS is currently scanning the following physical files as part of the enterprise
digitization initiative:

¢ [-829 Petition by Investor to Remove Conditions on Permanent Resident Status, receipt
files - ~5,400 files during FY 2023.

e 1-918 Petition for U Nonimmigrant Status, and 918 Supplement A receipt files and A-
files - ~ 91,000 files during FY 2023.

e N-400 Application for Naturalization (Military Naturalization), and N-600 Application
for Certificate of Citizenship, A-file - ~123,000 files during FY 2023.

e A-files for open 1-829s (located at the National Records Center) - ~2,000 files during FY
23..

Beginning in FY 2023 Q3, and extending into Q4, USCIS will begin scanning the following
physical immigration records:

e 1-601A, Application for Provisional Unlawful Presence Waiver, receipt files - ~ 60,000
files starting in Q3, FY 2023.
* Additional I-829 receipt files, to support N-400 adjudication.

USCIS is still determining the prioritization of scanning additional physical immigration records
for FY 2024 Q1 and Q2, pending funding availability.

USCIS will continue technical development to support digitizing paper filings at ingest into a
fully electronic filing and adjudication environment. The following forms are planned for
conversion from paper to digital at ingest:

* 1-129S8 Nonimmigrant Petition Based on Blanket L Petition (due in FY 2023 Q4)

USCIS is actively engaged in increasing the scope of retrospective digitization of USCIS records
to support efficiencies in both adjudication and record retention. For certain forms, USCIS also
converts paper submissions to electronic content during the intake processing. External
stakeholders also can create and submit electronic benefit requests using the agency’s designed
online account platform. Each of these methods result in robust simultaneous efforts for this
agency initiative to address high priority-pending applications and petitions through increased
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Question#: | 6

Topic: | Digitization

Hearing: | Oversight of the Department of Homeland Security

Primary: | The Honorable Richard J. Durbin

Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

electronic accessibility for adjudication, as well as reduction in a physical storage footprint and
increased record retention agility for multiple immigration product lines.
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Question#: | 7

Topic: | Humanitarian Parole for Afghans

Hearing: | Oversight of the Depariment of Homeland Security

Primary: | The Honorable Richard J. Durbin

Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Question: How many applications for humanitarian parole were filed by or on behalf of Afghan
nationals between June 1, 2021 and November 5, 20217 Of this number, please provide the
number of applications pending today, breaking out the number of applications filed for
individuals who remain in Afghanistan and the number of applications filed for individuals who
are in a third country.

Response: Approximately 28,900 Form I-131, Application for Travel Document, requests for
parole were filed by or on behalf of Afghan nationals between June 1, 2021, and November 5,
2021. Of these, 16,927 were pending as of April 18, 2023, of which 12,973 of the filings
indicated the prospective parole beneficiary is located in Afghanistan, and 3,954 indicated the
prospective parole beneficiary is located outside of Afghanistan. The beneficiary’s location is
based on what the petitioner indicated when filing the Form 1-131 and may not necessarily
reflect the beneficiary’s actual current location. For example, the beneficiary may have relocated
after the petitioner filed Form I-131, or the petitioner may have completed the Form 1-131
incorrectly.

These numbers are summarized in the tab labeled “Question #7 (rounded)” in Attachment A.
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Question#: | 8

Topic: | Streamlining Processing

Hearing: | Oversight of the Department of Homeland Security

Primary: | The Honorable Richard J. Durbin

Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Question: Please describe any efficiencies USCIS is implementing to streamline processing in
the U.S. Refugee Admissions Program (USRAP) without undermining current vetting
procedures.

Response: Concurrent Processing: USCIS began sending teams to circuit ride locations as part
of a new “concurrent processing” model to reduce start-to-finish processing times for refugee
applicants in FY 2023. This is based on a model designed by and with the Refugee Coordination
Center, a joint initiative between USCIS; U.S. Department of State (DOS) Bureau of Population,
Refugees and Migration; and the U.S. Digital Service.

Concurrent processing means steps that have historically taken place sequentially, such as
medical exams or assurances for placement with domestic resettlement agencies, instead take
place at the same time, including the USCIS interview and finalization of the decision. It also
implements a unified prioritization logic, a process by which both USCIS and DOS agree on a
shared approach to prioritizing cases to ensure that USRAP partners move cases forward
expeditiously. This approach increases efficiencies with an aim to shorten the timeline, from
USCIS interview to admission to the United States, down to three months without sacrifice to
program integrity.

USCIS has been implementing concurrent refugee processing in various locations worldwide,
beginning with Afghan refugee processing in Qatar. In FY 2023 Q1, USCIS used the concurrent
processing model in Guatemala, Turkey, Malaysia, and Tanzania. In FY 2023 Q2, USCIS
continued concurrent processing in Guatemala, Tanzania, Turkey, and Malaysia and expanded
the model to Burundi, Chad, Ecuador, El Salvador, and Rwanda.

These efficiencies do not undermine vetting procedures; the interagency vetting regime remains
the same. In fact, security checks may be initiated earlier and may occur simultaneously with
other processing steps.

National Vetting Center: In FY 2023, USCIS improved its vetting process by consolidating
security checks at the National Vetting Center. This has allowed USCIS to leverage advanced
technology to consistently apply the highest integrity vetting processes across multiple security
check processes. At the same time, this consolidation has ensured all information is processed in
an efficient and consistent manner during the adjudicative process.

Technological Improvements in Refugee Processing: USCIS has also been able to increase
efficiency through technological improvements. In FY 2023 Q1, USCIS added functionality to
its case management and processing system, Global, that allows officers to review Form 1-590,
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Topic: | Streamlining Processing

Hearing: | Oversight of the Department of Homeland Security

Primary: | The Honorable Richard J. Durbin

Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Registration for Classification as Refugee, electronically, instead of manually on a paper

form. As the fiscal year progresses, USCIS will also implement digital Form 1-590 review,
electronic signature, and the electronic Record of Proceeding (eROP). These efforts will result in
a number of efficiencies, including streamlining supervisory review, reducing the volume of
exchanged paper between USCIS and resettlement partners, decreasing Resettlement Support
Center (RSC) staff travel packet creation time per case by approximately one hour, and
minimizing the number of paper documents refugee applicants must travel with to the United
States. As a result, refugee cases will become entirely digital.

This complete digitization of the Form I-590 is the first step toward full electronic processing,
which will also increase efficiency for the RSCs by reducing the time currently spent taking
information captured electronically, printing it for USCIS’ use, and then scanning and uploading
it back into the system.

These technological enhancements and the efficiencies gained will permit officers and RSC staff
to redirect time currently spent on administrative tasks to more substantive tasks.
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Question#: | 9

Topic: | Video Teleconferences

Hearing: | Oversight of the Depantment of Homeland Security

Primary: | The Honorable Richard J. Durbin

Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Question: To what extent is USCIS using video teleconference technology (VTEL) to interview
refugees? Please provide the number of interviews conducted by VTEL, and the criteria for
conducting such interviews.

Response: In coordination with DOS, USCIS has continued to expand the use of video
teleconference technology (VTEL) interviews in locations where USCIS does not travel
regularly. The use of VTEL interviews in FY 2023 Q1 and Q2 enabled USCIS to interview over
2,000 additional refugee applicants in 10 countries. Criteria for VTEL interviews include
locations that are difficult to reach due to their remote nature or security restrictions preventing
travel, low-volume locations where it may not be efficient to send officers, or reinterviews for
cases that require additional questioning due to changes after the initial interview.
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Question#: | 10

Topic: | 1-730 Backlog

Hearing: | Oversight of the Department of Homeland Security

Primary: | The Honorable Richard J. Durbin

Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Question: Refugees resettled in the United States may apply to reunite with their spouses and
children from overseas. For decades now, this program has faced significant delays and
backlogs. In FY2022, the median processing time for just the first part of the following-to-join
process, Form 1-730, was over two years,

Please discuss what steps DHS is taking to reduce the 1-730 backlog.

Response: USCIS conducted a resource review on Form 1-730, Refugee/Asylee Relative
Petition, following-to-join refugee processing in 2022, including an assessment of pending Form
1-730 workloads and areas requiring additional attention, In an effort to increase processing of
Form 1-730 following-to-join refugee petitions pending initial domestic processing, two teams of
USCIS officers traveled to the Asylum Vetting Center (ZGA) in November 2022 and February
2023 to complete cases. Additionally, USCIS initiated an effort to facilitate remote review and
processing of pending Form I-730 following-to-join refugee petitions. USCIS plans to continue
efforts to reduce the Form I-730 workload backlogs across the agency in FY 2024.

Furthermore, as of January 1, 2023, USCIS centralized the filing location of Form 1-730
following-to-join asylum petitions at the Texas Service Center, enabling USCIS to quickly locate
following-to-join asylee petitions, as needed. As part of the centralization process, USCIS
created the Humanitarian, Adjustment, Removing Conditions, and Travel Documents (HART)
Service Center to handle the adjudication of humanitarian focused benefits, including Form I-
730 following-to-join asylum petitions. With increased staffing and a focus on humanitarian
benefits, USCIS has significantly reduced the Form 1-730 following-to-join asylum backlog.

Additionally, where a pending Form I-730 for a beneficiary residing abroad has been associated
with their petitioner’s pending adjustment of status application, USCIS will expedite the
petitioner’s application to adjust status. This, in turn, moves the beneficiary’s Form 1-730 to
adjudication and furthers the agency goal of promoting family unity. Finally, Form 1-730 related
digitization efforts are underway and, when finalized, will greatly increase the efficiency of
adjudicating domestic based beneficiaries.
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Question#: | 11
Topic: | Pending Naturalization Removals
Hearing: | Oversight of the Department of Homeland Security
Primary: | The Honorable Richard J. Durbin
Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Question: How many individuals who were placed in removal proceedings in FY 2022, and the
first two quarters of FY 2023, have or had pending naturalization applications?

Response: Please see the data below which provides the number of individuals placed in
removal proceedings by ICE in FY 2022, and the first two quarters of FY 2023, and the number
of pending cases in removal proceedings with pending naturalization applications (N-400).

Subset of
As of May

ion for Naturalization
ien Number List with N-400 Applications

Number of
Individuals with Any

Number of Individuals

Fiscal Year ICE . with a Currently Pending
Created the Case PJ-40IJ e eUaced N-400 Application Placed
in Removal 5 ;
q in Removal Proceedings
Proceedings
TOTAL | | 1,623 [ 339
N-400 2022 1,081 232
N-400 2023 542 107
Note(s):

1) Some applications approved, denied, or pending a decision may have been received in
previous reporting periods.

2) This report reflects the most up-to-date data available at the time the database is queried.

3) Counts may differ from those reported in previous periods due to system updates and
post-adjudicative outcomes.

4) For a complete list of USCIS forms and descriptions, visit http://www uscis.gov/forms
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Question#: | 12

Topic: | H-1B's Revoked

Hearing: | Oversight of the Department of Homeland Security

Primary: | The Honorable Richard J. Duibin

Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Question: Beginning in October 2022, technology companies began laying off long-time
workers, including those in the United States on temporary H-1B visas tied to their employment
who were awaiting a green card. For the final quarter of FY 2022 and the first two quarters of FY
2023, please provide the number of approved H-1B visas revoked at the request of the employer
for workers who are also the beneficiary of an approved Form I-140 petition, disaggregated by
occupation and employer.

Response: See Attachment A (tab labeled “Question #12 Part1”) showing the number of I-129
revocations who also have an approved I-140 listed by the quarter of revocation, occupation and
employer. Please note that the reason for revocation is not available in the system, so we are not
able to discern revocations due to layoffs. Given the context of the question, only non-fraud
revocations are reported. In addition, an exact match of the I-129 to the I-140 is not possible due
to lack of a personal identifier. The report matched the I-129 to the I-140 based on the A-
number if entered on both forms. Many I-129 petitions do not have the beneficiary’s A-number
captured, in which case the report matched the I-129 to the I-140 based on a key of the combined
fields of the beneficiary’s last name, first name, date of birth, and country of birth. Therefore, it
is possible some 1-129 revocations are not matched to an approved 1-140, and not counted in this
report.

Question: In the last quarter of FY 2022 and the first two quarters of FY 2023, how many
employers filed H-1B petitions checking the “change of employer” box?

Response: See table below showing the number of H-1B petitions checking the “change of
employer” box between July 1, 2022 through April 11, 2023.

al
FY 2022 Q4 29,296
FY 2023 Q1 21,730
FY 2023 Q2 15,686

Question: In the last quarter of FY 2022 and the first two quarters of FY 2023, how many
approved Form I-140 petitions has USCIS revoked where the beneficiary was laid off and
secured a new employer for nonimmigrant status, but was not eligible to “port” because he or she
had not filed a Form 1-485?
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Topic: | H-1B's Revoked

Hearing: | Oversight of the Department of Homeland Security

Primary: | The Honorable Richard J. Durbin

Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Response: See table below showing the number of Form I-140 revocations with beneficiaries
who also have an approved change of employer Form 1-129 listed by the quarter of 1-140
revocation. Please note that this table used the same A-number and name matching the revoked
Form 1-140 to the filed Form 1-129 change of employer petition as in Question 12 Partl
explained above. Therefore, it is possible some Form 1-140 revocations are not matched to a
filed Form I-129 change of employer petition, and therefore, are not counted in this report.
Finally, any case with a pending I-485 was excluded from the counts,

FY 2022 Q4 17
FY 2023 Q1 16
FY 2023 Q2 23

See PDF entitled "Attachment A, Question 12"
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PINNACLE TECHNICAL RESOURCES INC

PLYMOUTH ROCK MANAGEMENT CO OF NJ

PONY ATING

RASAN ENTERPRISES INCORPORATED

RICEWATERHOUSECOOPERS ADVISORY SE

RICEWATERHOUSECOOPERS 1P

ROPELLER INC

wimin

FWC ADVISORY SERVICES LiC

RIVERBED TECHNOLOGY LLC

SABRE GLBL INC

57 PETERSBURG COLLEGE

STATE STREET BANK & TRUST COMPANY

w

2

T ROWE PRICE ASSOCIATES INC
THE BGSTON CONSULTING GROUP INC
£ GAP INC.

WESTERN DIGITAL TECHNOLOGIES tNC.
PATIGN

IPATIONS L e SR
[ADA CARBON SOLUTIONS RED RIVER LLC

ALLIANCE FOR SUSTAINABLE ENERGY (L

AUNYLAN PHARMACEUTICALS

APUIED GENETIC TECHNOLOGIES CORP
ABPLIED MATERIALS THC

S
A

[RVANTOR FLUID HANDLING LIC

BAVER CROPSCIEN

5

BECTON DICKINSON AND COMPANY
BEYOND MEAT ING,

BLODM ENERGY CORPORATION
BRISTOL MYERS SUUIBE COMPANY.
BRGWN UNIVERSITY

BUCKMAN LABORATORIES INTERNATIONAL

[CAMERDN INTERNATIONAL CORPGRATION

CONTHNUUS PHARMACEUTICALS ING.

[COSETTE PHARMACELTICALS NC LABGRAT

CRITICAL PATH INSTHTUTE

COMMINS INC

[DARK HORSE CONSULTING INC
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[DGW CHEMICAL COMPANY

|DGW SIICONES CORPORATION

KADANT BLACK CLAWSON L
KGEWIT ENGINEERING GROUP INC.
KREMERS URBAN PHARMACEUTICALS HC

UANT RESEARCH CORPORATION

winls].

INDE GAS & EQUIBMENT INC

LINDE NG

MICRON TECHNOLOGY ING.
RTESS.

i HiC

[
PRAXAIR INC

PRECIS ENGINEERING INC

PURDUE UNIVERSITY

PUTNAM ASSOCIATES LT

il

[UNIVERSTTY OF MINNESOTA.

[UPM RAFLATAC INC

NS
5C DRILLING 11C

AECOM TECHNICAL SERVICES INC.

IALLIANCE STRUCTURAL ENGINEERS INC

[AVIES CONSTRUCTION INC

|ARUP ADVISORY NC

ARUP US INC

ATKINS NORTH AMERICA [NC.

AUBURN UNIVERSITY

ol folau

[BURD HAPPOLD CONSULTING ENGINEERS INC

CITY OF BEAVERTON

ICLAVCG miC.

CONSOR ENGINEERS LiC

CREATIVE TEAM LLC

CRUISE L1C

CS ENERGY LLC

CUMMING MANAGEMENT GROUP INC.

CUNMING MANAGEMENT GROUP INC DBA CUMMING CO}

DANATO CONVERSANO INC DBA DLT

DESTMONE CONSULTING ENGINEERING DPC

[DEVOGN CONSTRUCTION INC

£2 CONSULTING ENGINEERS ING

ECS MID-ATLANTIC LEC

ECS SOUTUWEST (P

FLATIRON CONSTRUCTION CORP.

FORD MOTOR COMPANY

FREESE AND NICHOLS INC

GREENMAN PEDERSEN INC

HENDERSON ROGERS STRUCTURAL ENGINEERS 11C

HETHRTUS ENGINEERING INC

CLCONSULTING LLC

IOHN A MARTIN STRUCTURAL ENGINEERS

FORCE INC

EASE CRUTCHER LEWIS WA LLC

ERA CONSULTING STRUCTURAL

TINDE ENGINEERING N AMERICA LLC

LUTRON ELECTRONICS CO NG
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[RIARTINES PALMEIRO CONSTRUCTION LEC

VICLAREN TECHNICAL SERVICES INC.

VICHAEL BAKER INTERNATIONAL INC

o

MIOFFATT & NICHOL

OKIAHOMA STATE UNIVERSITY.

VERHEAD DOOR CORPORATION

ENNON ASSOCIATES INC

HE BYNAMICS INC

INPOINT PRECISION LLC

MIA CONSULTANTS LLC

RAGLE INC

RAILWORKS JRACK STRVICES LLC

RUWMEL KLEPPER & KAHL LD

wl

SAFEBUILT (LC

SERCO INC

SGDMORE GWINGS MERRILL L1

TRANSMART INC
[TRC ENGINEERS INC CA

[TURNER TOWNSEND INC

TWITTER iNC

[GNIVERSAL ENGINEERING SCIENCES LLC

GRIVERSITY OF ALABAMA AT SIRMINGHAM

¥ ThESeN TORS,

AMAZON COM SERVICES LiC

IERS B LLUSTRAT CGRAPHICARTS 1 B

ATAAZON REGISTRY SERVICES INC.

(THENAHEAL TH INC

LEND LABS INC

LOCKFI NG

3 AlTC

STLIGH HEALTH INC

RUINC

GNIZANT TECHNOLOGY SOLUTIONS US CORP

HESHTY INC

NTEXTLOGIC INC DBA WisH

CRUISE LLC

DGORDASH iNC

NEEANas

LT Ine

[META PLATFORMS INC

MICROSOFT CORFORATION
NAUGHTY DOG A LIMH ED UABILITY CO

UTANIK INC

KCOIN USA INC

TVGTAL SOFTWARE INC

FOCKET GEMS INC.

GUALTRICS GG

I

RO INE.
SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS AMERICA INC
SEISIC SOFTWARE INC.
SONY INTERACTIVE ENTERTAINMENT LLC
5501

N INC

SPOTIFY Ush INC

STRIPE iNC

SVNPLICITY CORPORATION

TTEVA PHARMACEUTICALS USA INC
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[AECOM TECHNICAL SERVICES INC - -
ALLANA BUICK & BERS INC , T

- T -

GREENAND U § COMMERCIAL HOLDING | 3 -

YET NG } B T

IVANTAGE DATA CENTERS MARAGEN! MPANY (1C T

42 NORTH DENTAL CARE LG - 1 3

ACE DENTAL GROUP LLC. - 1 i

|ADVANCE DENTAL CUNIC PC N N EY T

ASPEN DENTAL ASSOCS OF NEPA PLLC fl - - 1

CEDAR POINT DENTISTRY P A T - T

CHERRY TREE DENTAL LLC, - 1 - 3

CLEARMOTION NG 1 1
E)
F)

DR TOUNG PARK PC

EAST CENTRAL MO BEHAVIORAL HEALTH SVC5 INC D/B/A
FAMILIA DENTAL N PLLC

FARAILY DYNAMICS ELC 2 B

DENTAL HEALTH GR PA DBA GREAT EXPR - 3 N
DENTAL HEALTH GROLIP PA D/B/A GREAT EXPRESSIONS D . "

FAMILY SMILES (LC T T T
GRRDNER DENTAL GROUP [LC » 1 »
- - 1
- - 1
L - 1
7 B - 1
TKHIAG ROSSKI DENTAL PARTNERS. B » T
LAKIREDOY DENTAL LLC 1 - N
LOMA LINDA UNIVERSTTY 3 B
VARHATTAN ORAL FACIAL SURGERY LtC - 1
AVERICK FAMILY DENTAL PC DBA DR D 1 2 1
FGBERN DENTAL PROFESSIONALS SAN AT T -
ARK DENTAL » » 3

OCKLEDGE SMILES LG DBA ADMIRE
GIBREE DMD PC -

GNIVERSITY OF OKLAHOMA
WISCONSIN DENTAL GROUP SC

A EPSTEIN AND SONS INTL INC T ;
(AR INC T 3
RBAVIE NG - T 1

ACHRONIX SEMICONDUCTOR CORP. N - K
IACHRONIX SEMICONDUCTOR CORPORATION i -
[ACUAR TECHNOLOGIES LC 1
ADR SAFEGATE AMERICAS L1C T - -
NCED MICRO DEVICES INC 7 23 N e
NCED RESOURCE STAFFING TNC N ,
NTAGE TECHNICAL SERVICES INC -
ANTEST AMERICA INC 3
COM TECHNICAL SERVICES ING. B
TUMA INC. - 1
RERIS COMMUNICATIONS INC [ Fl N
T T

STETEEIE

AGCO CORPORATION
AGGREKD 11C N
AGILEBTTS USA INC - I
AHEAD INC

MAI TECHNOLOGIES INC -
AMERICA INC T ~
[BABA GROUP U S INC ] 1
(BABA GROUP U INC - 2
TANCE FOR SUSTAINABLE ENERGY L1 - T
AIR PRODUCTOESIGN 1NC. H N
RAN ENGINEERING SOLUTIONS INC - T
IAZON COM SERVICES 1iC 2 12
AZON DATA SERVICES NG,
ANHARELLA CORP. - B
AMBIO MICRO INC - -
AMDOCS iNC » H
IAMERICAN AXLE & MANUFACTURING INC ) - -

alul,

webrafimlnfed o frefe

B

SEEEEEEET

NEnE.
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1 1
- 1
T B
] 1 5 1
- 1
[3 - 1
1
- F] g
] 3 g
1 3
1 1
16 2 2
1 n
g ]
o 1
1 0
g - 3
7 1 D
. 1
1
1 .
- 1
TWELL LLC - -
WAGD TECHNOLOGIES U S INC 1 3
WIWA LINKS INC :
0 MULTI AMP CORP DRA MEGGER -
B BRAUN MEDICAL INC. 0
BALTIMORE GAS & ELECTRIC AN EXELON - -
[BARTON & ASSOCIATES INC - 1
BATTELLE MEMORIAL INSTITUTE 1 .
BC ARCHITECTS EWGINEERS PLC g 1
BLACK & VEATCH CORPORATION F] [
[BLOOM ENERGY CORPORATION -
BORGWARNLE TRANSMISSION FRODUCTS
BRILLANT LARTH LLC - x
RAOADCON CORFORATION 6 45 74 143
BROCADE COMMUSICATIONS SYSTEMS LLC - -
BRODKHAVEN HATIGNAL LABORATORY 7 D
[BURNS & MCDONNELL ENGINEERING COMPANY INC - 1 D
g 1
E] 1 1z 3
F]
JEENTRAR INC - 1 D
EPHEID 3
ETECOM INC
HANGAN US RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT CENTER INC - -
TENA CORPORATION ] 3
TRALS LOGIC INTERRATIGNAL SEMICONDUCTOR LTD D
IRTEC MEDICAL CORPORATION 1
T B
B i B
F D
- 1 1
1 0
1 D
g 1
. 1
1
- 1
T B
B 3 B
- 1
T B
F n
- 1
1 0
g - 7
3 ] ) 3
5 1 3
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[DASEALILT SYSTEMES AMERICAS CORP

[DASEALILT SYSTEMES SIMULIA CORP

DATAPELAGD INC

[DEERE AND COMPANY

CLLRL COMPANY

CLLART TECHNOLOGY SERVICES WC

DEMATIC CORP

PAALOG SEMICONDUCTOR INC

[ALDG SEMICONDUCTOR US INC

[DESH NETWORK LLC

[DOCUSIGH INC

ELECTRIC RELMABILITY COUNCIL OF T

ELEMENT ENERGY INC

ELI LILLY AND COMPANY

[ELLASSEN GROUP LLC

ELLIE MAE INC

[EMBARK TRUCKS INC

[ENDACE USA LIMITED.

[ENFHASE ERERGY INC

[ENVIROMMENTAL DATA RESOURCES LLC O

ERICSS0M INC

ESCHWEILER & POTASHNIK LLC

£5G AUTOMOTIVE INC

EXELON BUSINESS SERVICES CO LLE

FACEBOCE INC

FASWARNING LLC

FAMECCANICA NORTH AMERICA INC

FCA US LT

[FERMI RESEARCH ALLVANCE LLC

FEV RORTH AMERICA INC

FEVEN ZYLSTRA

[FIGUIRE TECHNOLOGIES INC

FISXER GROUP INC

FIVES DYAG CORP

FLLX LOGE TLCHNOLOGILS INC

FLEXIBLE FINANCE INC

af fufe]- =]

FORD MOTOR COMPART

[FORTINET INC

[FUNCTIONAL SOFTWARE INC DJBJA SENT

[FURTHER ENTERPRISE SOLUTIONS LLC

[FUYAD ALTOMOTIVE NORTH AMERICA INC

W ELECTRIC COMPANT

NNETT FLEMING INC

ENERGY MANAGEMENT SERVICES LLC

GRID SOLUTIONS LLC

HEALTHCARL 1175 USh CORF

NERAL MOTORS COMPANT

O SEMICONDUCTOR INC

A ASSOCIATES LAC

05T LOCOMOTION INC

SCENCE AND TECHNOLDGY INC

TECHNOLOGY ASSOCIATES LLC

WIRELESS SOLUTIONS INC

OBALFOURDRIES U § INC

DGR TECHNOLDGY INC

OTION WC

IDEWIRE SOFTWARE INC

HEARST BUSINESS PUBLISHING INC

HELLA ELECTRONICS CORPORATION

HERBALIFE INTL OF AMERICA NC

HLAMILS MICROVISION INC

HEWLETT PACKARD [NTERPRISE COMPANY

HEXAWARE TECHNOLOGIES INC

HGST INC

[HIPPO EMPLOYEE SERVICES INC DBA HIPPO INSURANCE

[HITACHI ASTEMIO AMERICAS INC

HOLOGAC INC

[HOME DEPOT PRODUCT AUTHORITY LLC

HOME DEPOT LISA INC

HONETWELL INTERNATIONAL INC

HORTON INC

HOUZZ INC

HUBSILL POWLR SYSTEMS INE

HTPERLOOP TECHROLOGIES INC DA VIR
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- 1 N
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T TECHNDLOGY SERVICES LLC 3 .

T TECHNDLOGY SERVICES LTD T a B
LAM RESEARCH CORPORATION - F] 3
LATCHABLE WNC 1
LEAR CORPORATION E
LENOVO GLOBAL TECHROLOGY U5 INC - 1 =
LHP SOFTWARL LLC DBA LHP [RGRG 1
LIFE B0 INC - 1
LIFESITE INC - 1
LINDE ENGINEERING NORTH AMERICA LLC H 3
LION COPOLYMER GESMER LLC - 1
LITEPDINT CORP A TERADYNE CO 1 B
LIVEFERSON INC 1
LOCOMATION INC Fl 1
LOWER COLORADD RIVER AUTHORITY - 0
LV LIV CHICAGE) LAKE SHORE CAM - E] -
151 CORPORATION 5 12 10
LLACID LISA e - 1
LUMENTUM DPERATIONS LLC 1 - -
LUMILEDS LLE s 1 ]
M A MORTENSON COMPART = = 1
[MAGNA ELECTRONICS INC H 4 1
[MAGNA POWERTRAIN OF AMERICA INC Fl 3
MALTA INC 3 -

MALWAREBTTES INC L

MARAGEMENT SCIENCE ASSOCIATES INC 1 :
[MARGUETTE UNIVERSITY - - 3
[MARVELL SEMICONDUCTOR INC 3 & i1
MASTEC SERVICES COMPANY INC 1 - N

AN INTEGRATED PRODUCTS INC 7 5

ANLINEAR INC [} a 10

EDAATER USA INC H F]

1

k] 1
- Fl 5
18 7 5
B D 3

1
3
T B
- 1

- F]
T B
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B B 1
B T 5
3 F 1
1 N
. 1

1

1 -
- 1
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[HATIONAL GRID LISA SERVICE COMPANY INC

[RAVISTAR INC

NEELTRAN e

[NEOCOL INC

RETFLEC INC

HEW YORK POWLE AUTHORITY

REXTEER ALITOMOTIVE CORPORATION

REXTERA ENERGY MARKETING LLE.

HEXTERA ENERGY RESOURLCES LLC

[REXTGEN GLOBAL RESOURCES.

[HOKLA OF AMERICA CORPORATION

[HORDSTROM INC

[HORTHWEST BANK

NS INTERNATIONAL LTD

HURD INC

RUTANEL IRC

HVIDHA CORPORATION

RGP LISA INC.

OMAON HEALTHCARE INC

el ]

=l |=]=].

ONDA CORP

DPEN SYSTEMS INTERMATIONAL INC

DPENVPN TECHNOLOGIES INC

DPERATION TECHNOLOGY INC DBA ETAF

[DRION SYSTEMS INTEGRATORS LLC.

[OVERSTOCK COM INC

[PALD ALTO NETWORKS INC

FANASONIC AVIONICS CORPORATION

[FATH ROBOTICS INC

PELOTON INTERACTIVE INC

PEOPLE AJ NG

PERFORCE SOFTWARE INC

[FHARMAPACKS LLC

POLARIS INDUSTRIES INC

POPUALLS GROUP LLC

POWER GRID ENGINEERING LLC

POWER INTEGRATIONS INC

QUALCOMM INCORPORATED

(QUALCOMM INROVATION CINTLR INC

CQUALCOMM TECHNOLOGIES INC

CUIALYS INC

CUANERGY SYSTEMS INC

[QUANTA TECHNOLOGY LLC

QUANTIFHI IRC

QUANTUMSCAPE BATTERY INC

RADWARE BNC

[RADY CHILDREM & HOSPTAL SAN DEGO

R) REYNOLDS TOBACCED COMPANY

RIT COMPUGUEST DBA APOLIS

ROBINHOOD MARKETS INC

ROCKWELL AUTOMATION INC

[RODSTIFY INC

[ROISCOMMON AMALYTICS LLC

[ROYAL APPLIANCE MFG CO

RIS WIRELESS INC

RLISH LLC

FVE AEWEWABLES SERVICES LLC

POINT TECHNOLOGIES INC

SFORLE COM INC

SUNG ALISTIN SEMICONDUCTOR L LC

[SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC USA INC

[SCHWEITZER ENGINEERING LABORATORIE
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AGEM INC . . 1
LENGINEERING SERVICES INC 0 ]
MICONDUCTOR COMPONENTS INDUSTRE 1 H
MICONDUCTOR COMPONENTS INDUSTRES LLC H
HSLLINE 1
QUANS COMMUNICATIONS INC : 1 :
URAT TECHROLOGIES INC - 1 -
NINIA CHERATING LLE 1
URE INCORPORATED 1 -
EMENS ENERGY INC ] .
EMENS INDUSTRY INC - 1
EMENS MOBILITY INC
FIVE INC 1
NIFY NORTH AMERICA CORPORATION 1
LICON LABORATORIES INC 5 -
NI MEMORT SOLLITIONS AMERICA INC - - H
YWORES SOLITIONS IR B T .
T WIRES INC * 1
[ 3 X
E CORP . 3 D
OWFLARE INC T T
OLIDSCAPE INC 1 -
ONATUS INC -
OUTHEASTERN CONSULTING ERGR INC .
PACELABS HEALTHCARE LLC 1
]
|SPIRENT COMMUNICATIONS iHC - 1 3
- 1
1 1 -
T - 5
- 1 -
1
5 1 5
T 1
3 . -
- T .
0 ] T
0 il 1
1
1
- H
1 ] 5
- F] 1
3 5
[TENSTORRENT LISA INC .
TERADYNE INC 2
TESLA G D 7
WAG INSTRUMENTS INCORPORATED. ] 3
E ALLIANCE FOR SUSTAIRABLE ENERG. 1
E MATHWORKS INC 1 . .
THERME FSHER SCRENTIK BIE - L
RASIO LT - -
I CORFORATION AMERICAS. . 1 D
WONOMEY SYSTEMTE INC T
RIPTIC T - 1
DRM INC 1
RANSPORTATION TECHNOLDGY CTR INC 1 -
TRANSUNION LT - 1 -
[TRIAD NATIONAL SECURITY LLC - 1 -
TSMC TEEHNOLOGY INC 1 1
TUSIMPLE INC 4
ILIC INC - 1
TTTER IhC . 7
[UCHICAGO ARGONNE LLC 7 -
m -
UMLAUT I 1
UNICARRIERS AMERICAS CORPORATION 1 .
UNITED SORTATIGN SOULTIONS LLC 1
UNTVERSAL ELECTROMICS INC - H
UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA - 1 -
USHR WC - 1
UT BATTLLLE LLC DRRL 1 -
1 1
- 3 5
7 -
T .
1 5
- 1
1 g
1 g
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[VIBRANT SCIENCES LIC

VICARIOUS FPC INC

VIPA USA INC

VisA U S A INC

VISTEON CORPORATION

VITESCO TECHNGLOGIES USA LLC

VATWARE INC

WELLINGTON MANAGEVERT COMPANY LLP.
WESTERN DIGITAL TECHNOLOGIES INC

[WILLAMS WPC 1 LC

WIPRO UNITED
WISK AERO L1C

WYNRIGHT CORPORATION

XCEL ENERGY SERVICES ING

XCOM LABS INC

XOS TRUCKS INC

VORK INTERNATIONAL CORPORATION

|FANATICS RETAIL GR FULFILLVENT (i€ 4 - T
[LT TECHNOLOGY SERVICES LTD 2 2 5 1
[T MGBILE USA INC 1 -
[TEXTILES FROM EUROPE INC DBA VICTORIA CLASSICS - T

&
[AFFIRM INC

AIG GLOBAL ASSET MGMT HOLDINGS

AWAZON COM SERVICES LG

AVIERICAN GENERAL DESIGN DBA ADEPT.

AMERICAS GROWTH CAPITALLLC

NIGEN INC

RARCLAYS SERVICES CORP

=

REDIT SUISSE SECURITIES USA LLC

GRVAMING INC

ELOTTTE & TOUCHE 1P

ELOITTE CONSULTING LLP

DIASORIN MOLECULAR LLC

ISCOVER PRODUCTS INC

winfrlslnlalolmlwl s

15G0 INC

RIVEWEALTH LLC

COLAB INC

LEVATE CREDIT SERVICE 11€.

RIVST YOUNG Us LLP.

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK CHICAGO

FIRSY REPUBLIC BANK

GOLDMAN SACHS BANK USA

GOLDMAN SACHS €O 1L

HAWAI L PACIFIC UNIVERSITY.

LENDINGGLLR BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIAT.

T BANK CORPORATION

FASSAR CAPHAL MANAGEMENT LP

UFG UNION BANK NA

EWPORT GROUP INC

NIKE C

PTVER US ({C

ACIFIC PREMIER BANK

ICEWATERHOUSECOOPERS 1P

06 LEASING £LC.

GIECT WELL INC DBA NOURISHEDRX

GSPER MARKETPUACE NC

SGUARE FINANCIAL SERVICES INC

ST THOMASS DAY SCHOOL INC

SUNPOWER CORPORATION

[T MOBILE USA INC
ITD SECURTTIES USA L1C

[rop New YoRK INC

TRADEWER MARKETS LLC
UBS BUSINESS SOLUTIONS US LLC
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I [0S SECURTTES LLC

I |WESTERN DIGITAL TECHNOLOGIES INC

\WHIRLPGOL CORPORATION
OEATIO!

ABBVIE INC

ABC SUPPLY CORPORATION ING

ACRO SERVICE CORPORATION.

ADIENT S 11C

AECGM TECHNICAL SERVICES INC.

AANONIOTO FOODS NORTH AMERICA ING

AK INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES INC

IALMIAC CLINICAL SERVICES LG,

GMINGI PRECISION PRODUC Y tNC

AZON COM SERVICES L€

ERICOLD LOGISTICS 1<

VALOG DEVICES INC

EEEEE

BUIED PREDICTIVE TECHNOLOGIES.

[RRDEN COMPANIES INC

RGO ATLLC

ASTRAZENECA PHARMACEUTICALS (P

AURORA INNOVATION NG

AVICENNA TECHNOLOGY NG

RANKS INTEGRATION GROUP L1C

|BLOOM ENERGY CORPORATION
GNOUELLE USA INC

BRISTOL-MYERS SQUIBB COMPANY

BRUNSWICK CORPORATION

CE NEIHOFF CO

[COMMSCOPE CONNECTIVITY SOLUTIONS L

[CONTEMPORARY AMPEREX TECHNOLOGY USA ING

CONVOY INC

COOK INCORPORATED.

CRUISE (10

COMMINS EMISSION SOLUTIONS INC

CUMMINS FILTRATION ING

COMNANS INC

DEERE & COMPANY.
OELL USA L P

TEASTMARN CHEMICAL COMPANY.

EPITEC INC
ERNST YOUNG US LLP.

FACEBOOK INC

FARAGAY & FUTURE INC

FAURECIA EMISSIONS CONTROL SYSTEMS NA LLC

FAURECIA USA HOLDINGS INC

FEDERAL EXPRESS CORPORATION

FICOSA NORTH AMERICA CORPORATION

FLUGR ENTERPRISES INC

FORD MIOTOR COMPANY.

GE OIL & GAS COMPRESSION SYSTEMS £

TR LT E NGRTH AMEREA T

JIVMUNITYBIO INC

POSSIBLE FOODS NG
NDIE TECHNOLOGIES INC

INFOTREE SERVICE INC

T TECANGIO6Y SERVICES ITD

ARCER CORP.
INDE ENGINEERING NORTH AMERICA LLC

LOGHECH NG

LUCID USA INC

AGNET] MARELL OF TH LiC

IAHLE BEHR TROY INC

IAHLE BERR USA INC

ASTNO CORPORATION

ASONITE CORPORATION.




VIAKIN INTEGRATED PRODUCTS (NG

VEGTRONIC C

[EMORIAL SLOAN KETTERING CANCER CE

ICROCHIP TECHNOLOGY INC.

ICRON TECHNOLOGY INC

wirlmfal

OEN INCORPORATED

FONTAPLAST OF NORTH AMERICATNC

AGTOROLA SOLUTIONS NG

VIRC MANUFACTURING

NATIONAL OILWELL VARCO L P

NFTING

IAGARA BOTTUNG LLC

NSVIBLE ROROTICS INC
NISSAN NORTH AMERICA INC

NOKIA OF AMERICA CORPORATION

ONICELL ING

P35 UsA INC

PARKER HANNIFIN CORPORATION

PAILIPS NORTH AMERICA 1T

PHILIPS RS NORTH AMERICA LLC

PLASTIC DMNIUM AUTQ EXTERIOR LLC

PREMIER GLASS USA LLC

ROSPER MARKET PLACE INC

ROTERRA INC

UANTUMSCAPE BATTERY INC

UEST PARTNERS LLC

(ADY CHIDREN S HOSPITAL SAN DIEGO

Tic
ROCHESTER INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY
RYDER SYSTEM INC

SAFRAN CABIN INC

ARG PASTEUR INC

CHLUMBERGER TECHNOLOGY CORPORATIO

CHNEIDER ELECTRIC BUILDINGS LLC

CIENTIFIC COMPONENTS CORP

|STRYKER CORPORATION

SYNCREON US TNC
I[TAKEDA PHARMACEUTICALS USA INC

TARGEY ENTERPRISE INC

TERUMO CARDIOVASCULAR SYSTEMS CORP

TESiA NG

ITHE GAP INC

[THE METHGDIST HOSPF

©
ITHE PRODUCTIVITY TEAM LLC
[TRANSPLACE TEXAS LP

VAN ZELV HEYWODD & SHADFORD INC

VARIAN MEDICAL SYSTEMS INC

VASTER INC

VOLVD GROUP NORTH AMERICA LG

WHIRLPOGL CORPORATION
WILLIARTS SONGRA INC

XOS ELEET INC DBA %05
XPG LOGISTICS MANAGED TRANSPORTATION LLC

[VANFENG US AUTOMOTIVE INTERIOR SYS

VASKAWA AMERICA INC
/ESTIGATORS, MANAGERIAL R PU SER)

HARGEPOINT INC

CLINTON HEALTH ACCESS INHATIVE T

UNDATION MEDICINE NG

GLOBAL PHARMATER LLC.

HALGZYME INC

HERTTAGE PHARMACEUTICALS NG,
HIKNIA PRARMACEUTICALS USA INC

INCYTE CORPORATION

HOHNSON MATTHEY PHARMACEUTICAL MAT

LVELL IMMUNGPHARMA NG

NIAE CONSULTING GROUP 11C

NOVARTES PHARMACEDTICALS CORPORATION

POPOUT INC DA SHIPPO'
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[GUART UMSCAPE BATTERY INC

REGENERON PHARMACEUTICALS INC

SANOF! US SERVICES INC

SERVIER PHARMACEUTICALS LLC

GNICON PHARMA INC

15X GENOMICS INC

ACOBE NG

IAGC BIOLOBICS INC

AGREEYA SOLUTIONS INC

B{UE SHIELD OF CALIFORNA

ICERNER CORPORATION.

T T

3 N
- - T

7

T
OFF MARKET DATA INC DBA ORBINT 1
PERSONIFY NG B T ,
POPULUS GROUP UC T B ,
RIVERSIOE PHYSICIAN SERVICES INC D/8/A RIVERSIDE AAED| 7 T "
NAP N . 1

SYNCRON INC

GNIVERSITY OF MASSACHUSES TS LOWELL

ol i frofun

ELLS Us (P

KNOBBE MARTENS OLSON & BEAR LLP

NIAYER BROWN 1P

NIORRISON & FOERSTER L1P

G MELVENY B MYERS LP

ORACLE AMERICA INC

PERKINS COIE LLP.

BLUE YONDER ING
BRISTOL MYERS SQUIBE COMPANY

CANIP SYSTEMS INTERNATIONAL INC

CHEWY INC

EMERSON PROCESS MANAGEMENT REGULAT

FIBERTEX PERSCNAL CARE CORPORATION

FISKER INC

RENSSELAER POLYTECHNIC INSTITUTE

SCIENCE SYSTEMS & APPLICATIONS INC
UPATION

ASROTT LABORATORIES

ACRO SERVICE CORPORATION

IENT US LLC

VANCED BIORCS 1€

VANTAGE YECHHNICAL SERVICES NG

GVICS NORTH AMERICA INC

TIETE(EE

I FUEL SYSTEMS (1C

AKEBONO BRAKE CORPORATION.

A{CON RESEARCH 11D

ALLEGIS GROUP INC

ALSTOM SIGNALING GPERATIONS LiC

AITAIR PRODUCTDESIGN INC

ACUOVNE INC

AMAZON COM SERVICES L1C

o

[AMERICAN AXLE MANUFACTURING INC
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WTOMOTIVE GLOBAL COMPONENTS INC

WTOMOTIVE RCBOTICS INC

[BATTELLE MEMORIAL INSTITUTE
[BECTON DICKINSON AND COMPANY

BELCAN ENGINEERING GROUP LLC

[BEREELEY LIGHTS INC

BERES HIRE GREY INC

BERTEC CORPORATION

BETA CAE SYSTEMS USA INC

BLACK & VEATCH CORPORATION

BOSE CORPORATION

BROWR UNIVERSITY

[BRUNSWICK CORPORATION

[ESH HOME APFLIANCES CORPORATION

EVD AMERICA LLC

GH SHARED SERVICES LG

UMMING EMSSION SOLUTIONS INC

UMMBS FILTRATION INC

UMMING NC

[DAIKIN COMFORT TECHROLOGES MANLFACTURING L P

DANFOSS LLC

BASSAULT SYSTEMES AMERICAS CORP

DATASORT TECHNOLOGIES INC

D&M VIRCON SERVICES LSA INC

[DEERE AND COMPANY

[DEMATIC CORP

[DENSD INTERMATIONAL AMERICA INC

[DENSD TEN AMERICA LIMITED

[DETROIT DIESEL CORFORATION

DETROIT EWGINEERED PRODUCTS INC

CLXTLRITY INC

(HEH RESLARCH AMERICA LLC

[SSEX FURLIGAWA MAGRLT WIRE USA LLC

[EWINGCOLE INC

EXPONENT INC

FACEROOK INC

ale|.

[FAURECIA EMISSIONS CONTROL TECHNOL

[FAURECIA LISA HOLDINGS INC

FCA U LLC

FEDERAL MOGUL POWERTRAIN LLC
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[FERMI RESEARCH ALLVANCE LLC

FEV RORTH AMERICA INC

[FICOSA NORTH AMERICA CORPORATION

[FIDELITY BUILDING SERVICES GROUP DBA HVACE LLC

FISHER & COMPANY INC

FISKLR INC

FLEXE INC

FLORIOA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY

FORD MOTOR COMPART

FRESENIUS UISA INC A FRESENILS MEDICAL CARE NA COMR

TECH SERWICES INC

NTHERM INCORPORATED

o] -

N APPLIED TECHNOLOGY & EWGINE

N DRIVELIRE RONTH AMERCA BIE

RN AMIRICA LLE

FTELALC

EENBRIER CENTRAL LLC

HALLIBLIRTON ENERGY SERVICES INC

HAMON DELTA INC

[HARGROVE & ASSOCIATE INC

HARSCO CORPORATION

HAVTECH LLC

HELANDER METAL SPINNING COMPANY DBA AL SPUN ME

HELLA CORPORATE CENTER UISA INC

HELLA ELECTRONICS CORPORATION

HERBALIFE INTERRATIONAL OF AMERICA INC

HERMAES MICROVISION INC

HGST INC

[HINDLILA TECH INC

HITACHI AMERICA LTD

HITACHI ASTEMIO AMERICAS INC

[HITACHI ALTOMOTIVE SYSTEMS AMERICA

HOLDGIC INC

HONDA DEVELOPMENT & MFG OF AMERICA LLC

HOREON GLOBAL AMERICAS INC

HUSCO AUTOMOTIVE HOLDINGS WLC

HPLELOOP TECHROLOGILS INC DA VIR

LAY AUTOMOTIVE ENGINEERING

IUIN USA CORPORATION

ILLINDIS TOOL WORKS INC

M SAFEGLARD INC

IMPRO INDUSTRIES LISA BC

INDEFTH ENGINEERING SOLUTIONS LLC

INDUS USA NG

IRFONERD INC

INHIC WALIKES A GAS ENGINES INC

INST OF GAS TECH D/B//A GAS TECH I

INTELLECTT i

T TECHNOLOGY SERVICES LLC

T TECHNDLOGY SERVICES LTD

LAM RESEARCH CORPORATION

MARELLI NORTH AMERICA INC

ASTER POWER TRANSMISSION INC

EMERANE TECHNOLOGY & RESEARCH INC

MERLA LLC

META FLATFORMS INC
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[MICRON TECHNOLDGY INC 1
|MILLENNILM SOFTWARE INC -
|MILWAUKEE ELECTRIC TOOL CORF 1
- 1
- k]
1 .
- F]
T -
1
. T
. 1
T
1
- 1
7 5
T 5
. 1
1 -
- H
3 B
T 5
- 1
7 -
- T
FORATION 7 -
[SCHLOMBERGER TECHNOLOGY CORPORATID -
|SCHNERER ELECTRIC B10GS AMERICAS
|SCHNERER ELECTRIC ENGRG SVCS LLC
- 1
- 1
7 -
3
1 .
3 .
- 1
1
7 1
T -
TECHNOLOGY RESOURCE GROUP LLC - -
TECHROSOFT ERGINLLRING INC -
TECHTRONIC CORDLESS GP 1 =
NRECE AUTOMOTIVE OPERATING O 1 -
NNECD AUTONGTIVE OPERATING COMPARY IC - 1
ESLAINC - F
ESTER SOLLTIONS INC 1 -
E TIMKEN COMPANT - 3
RV I E]
ONAL SYSTENS INC ]
TOURGEL B ASSOCS NG DBA TAI LNGAG - -
TRIAD NATIONAL SECURITY LLC ] -
TPLI HA LISA LINAITED INC - -
TUSIMPLE INC 1 -
LACHICAGO ARGONNE LLC : -
LU -
URDERWRITERS LABORATORIES INC
UNIERSITY OF COLORADO DENVER. .
UNTERSITY OF MINNESOTA .
0 NORTH AMERICA INC .
EHMIA INTERNATIONAL OF AMERICA INC 1
ERNAY LABORATORIES INC
DARIS INC - -
OITH LS INC. 1 -
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WELLBORE, INTEGRITY SOLUTIONS LG

FREEPORT MCMORAN BAGDAD INC

FREEPORT MCMORAN SIERRITA INC

JCHIME FINANCIAL INC

CONTINENTAL ALTOMOTIVE SYSTEMS INC
FIN IND REGULATORY AUTHORITY INC

FREEPORT MINERALS CORPORATION
KELLY SERVICES INC

7 TECHNOLOGY SERVICES LTD.

RESTREAM SOLUTIONS INC

SCHLUMBERGER TECHNOLOGY CORPORATIO

SNOWFLAKE INC

[TRIAD NATIONAL SECURITY LLC.

U85 BANK USA
UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA

[VITESCO TECHNOLOGIES USA LLC

WELL DATA LABS INC

AL B
505 GAMES U $ INC

1 STRY MA! N ERICIALS : i B i S
e ]
[MISC; PROFESSIONAL TECHNICAL R MANAGERIALOCE. 0 3 i

RART

RBOBE NE

AEROTER NC

AFFIRM INC

A1 EMPLOYEE SERVICES INC

SHATA INC

IGN TECHNQLOGY INC

NiMEDIA LLC

AZON COM SERVICES LLC.

SIETEEE

ERICAN EXPRESS TRAVEL RELATED.

ANALGESIC SOLUTIONS (10

APLOWB TECHNOLOGIES INC

APPLAN CORPORATION

ARCELLX INC

BANK OF AMERICA NA

RARCLAYS BANK DELAWARE

ARCLAYS SERVICES LiC

LACKLINE SYSTEMS INC

LOOMBERG LP

sl

LUE NILE INC

OFA SECURITIES INC

mpmlad,

LT FINANCIAL ING

wlnl.

BRAEMAR CAPITAL MATAGEMENT IH LD

[CADENCE DESIGN SYSTENS TNC

]
£
3

(TALONE NATIONAL ASSOCIATION

CAPITAL ONE SERVICES LLC

CAPITAL RESEARCH & MGMT CO CRMT

ARDTRONICS USA TN

HEWY INC

TTIBANK N A

TIGROUP GLOBAE MARKETS INC

TTRIX SYSTEMIS INC.

CLEAR STREET MANAGEMENT LLC

COMMVAULT SYSTENTS 1

CORGAN ASSOCIATES INC

COUPANG GEOBAL LLC D 8 A COUPANG C

COX AUTOMOTIVE CORPORATE SVES 1L

COX COMMUNICATIONS NG
GECIPHERA PHARMACEUTICALS LIC

DENVER ENERGY GROUB ULC
DERUTY CORPORATION

[GERVIRA N

|DFS CORPURATE SERVICES LLC
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[FEDERAL EXPRESS CORPORATION

|FRAGONIEN DEL REY BERNSEN & LOEWY L

FRONTIER COMMUNICATIONS PARENT INC

INTEL CORPORATION

INTERSECT ENT INC
INTUITIVE SURGICAL OPERATIONS, INC

T EBUSINESS CONSULTING SVCS INC.
KING & WOOD MALLESONS LLP.

JINVISIONAPP INC

LENGVO UNITED STATES ING.

LOANDERGT EOM L1C

LBGMEIN USA INC

wlafolnl,

ARITIVE CAPITAL LLC

ICKINSEY COMPANY INC UNITED STATES

AOODYS ANALYHICS INC

1GODYS SHARED SERVICES INC

RAYLAN INC

PENTAGON FEDERAL CREDIT UNION

PRIMESGFT INC

PURE STORAGE INC

SONIC iC
ISOTHEBYS INC
SUNTTOMO NITTSUT BANKING CORP

TEVA PHARMACEUTICALS USA ING
[THE BANK OF NEW YORK MELLON
ITHE GAP INC

ITRANS WORLD INC

TWIST BIOSCIENCE CORPORATION

W TER RC

ND.OF:
7 ELEVEN INC

b

ACHI MEDICAL LABORATORY INC DBA ACM

IADOBE INC

|AFFIRM INC

3

GILENT TECHNOUQGIES INC.

wlalonf

B3

OXPARTNERS (L

AMAZON COM SERVICES INC.

EY

AZON COM SERVICES LLC

E3

AZON.COM SERVICES 1LC.

|ANRITSU COMPANY

ARTECH (1C AKA ARTECH INFORMATION SYSTEMS LLC

IAUCTA PHARMACEUTICALS INC

AVALARA INC

AXWAY NG

BAIN & COMPANY INC

EATBIX INC

BARCLAYS BANK DELAWARE

CCC INFORMATION SERVIGES ING

HARLES SCHWAB & COMPANY INC

HEWY INC

HEWY INC DBA CHEWY.CON.

CISCO SYSTEMIS INC

ORESTTY ING.

COINBASE INC

COLLABERA INC

COMCAST CABLE COMMUNICATIONS [LC

[CONDUENT EDI SOLUTIONS INC




NDUENT STATE HEALTHCARE LLC
BEHRING LLC
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UMMING MANAGEMENT GROUP INC

UMMING EMISSION SOLUTIONS INC

UMM FILTRATION INC

UMMBS NC

ESHAW CO L P

DATABRICKS INC

DOUE PACKAGED FOODS LLC

[DODRDASH INC

[DROPEOX INC

[EASTMAN CHEMICAL COMPANT

[EDWARD JONES.

ELECTRONIC ARTS INC

EPITEC INC

EQAIP HEALTH INC

FACEROCE INC

afe

FCA US LG

HAEMONETICS CORPORATION

HGST INC

HITACHI VANTARA LLC

HONETWELL INTERNATIONAL INC

HOFIN US INC

ILLUMIC INC

INDO AMERICAN QUARTZ LLE

I IRERA CORPORATION

IRFORMATICA LT

INFORMATION RESCURCES INC 1R
USAINC

KFORCE INC

LT TECHNOLOGY SERVICES LTD.

JLACTWGRK T

JLAM RESEARCH CORPORATION

[PHILIPS NORTH AMERICA LLC

|PLATFORMS SYSTEMS INC

FLURRLSIGHT LLC

POPULLS GROUP LLC

PRESDO INC

FROCFPOINT INC

RAPIDT LLC

[RESTALIRANT BRANCT INTERNATIONAL LIS SERVICES LLC

ROBERT BOSCH LLC

[ROBINHOOD MARKETS INC

[RODFSTOCE INC

RVICENOW INC

IPBOR NC

ARD INC

PELLMAN HIGH WOLTAGE FLECTRONICS

OLIARLSPACE INC

TRIPL INC

TRYGER CORPORATION

PERSET PARTNERS INC




146

[VERTEX PHARMACELTICALS INC

[VMWARE 1C

WAYEAIR LLC
WHIRLPOOL CORPORATION

[YAPSTONE HOLDINGS 1NC
IBLE;

[ANAZON COM SERVICES (1€ T
ARIZONA ELECTRICAL APPARATUS INC T , N
CALIFORNIA STATE UNIV LOS ANGELES. N 3 N
CES INTERACTIVE INC - i
D& DISTRIBUTING CO 1

GOVERNMENT EMPLOVEES INSURANGE COMPANY GEICO.

ALPHA ACADEMY
[NEW YORK GITY DEPT OF EDUCATIGN

Gl ol ool [ frof@] o [ o oo o i

10X GENOMHCS INC

|AB SCIEX LLC U/B/A SCIEX

AETHER BIONACHINES INC

IAG METRICS GROUP INC DBA AG METRICS GROUP PACIFIC)

AKEBIA THERAPEUTICS INC

LGOS THERAPEUTICS ING.

ALLAKDS INC

ALLERGAN SALES INC

ALLOGENE THERAPELITICS IR

[ALNYIAR PHARMACEUTICALS.

ANIGEN INC

ANGIODYNAMICS INC.

ASTRAZENECA PHARMACELTICALS (P

ATHENEX R D LLC

ATRECA INE

BAYLOR COLLEGE OF MEDICINE

BECKIMAN RESEARCH INST GF THE CITY

BIOVE
LUEBIRD BIO NG

w

L
HROAD INSTTUTE

CATICG UFE SCIENCES 1EC

CALIFORNIA INSTHUTE OF TEGHNOLOGY.

CARMOT THERAPEUTICS INC

CASE WESTERN RESERVE UNIVERSITY.

CE{ GENE CORPORATION

CHAN ZUCKERBERG BIOHUB INC

CHTLOREN 5 NATIONAL MEDICAL CENTER

CHILORENS HOSPITAL CORPORATION
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Jonoman uc

JCITY OF HOPE MATIONAL MEDICAL CENTER

JCITY OF HOPE MATIONAL MEDICAL CTR

LEVELAND CLMIC

ODAAK BICSTILRCLS INC

OLD SPRING HARBOR LABORATORY

COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY

ULTURE BIISCIENCES INC

DANA FARBER CANCER INSTITUTE

[DARTMOLITH COLLEGE

[DECIPHERA PHARMACEUTICALS LLC

[EAST CARDLINA UNIVERSITY

EDITAS MEDICINE INC

EISALINC

ELEVATERIG BASE CAMP INC

EL1 LILLY AND COMPANY

EMD SERDNO RESEARCH & DEV INST INC

ENVIRONMENTAL MICRD ANALTSS INC

EXELLXIS INC

[FLATIRON HEALTH IRC

[FOOD & DAUG ADMINISTRATION/HAS

[FORMA THERAPELITICS INC

FREVR INC.

[FRONTAGE LABORATORIES INC
FURRERID WC

[FULCRUN THERAPEUTICS INC

AXOEMTHKLINE CONSUMER HEALTHCAR

ILIKE

NUILES PHARMACEUTICALS INC

ARDANT HEALTH INC

H LEE MIOFFITT CANCER CENTER AND RESEARCH INSTIT

[HARPOON THERAPEUTICS INC

HENRY FORD HEALTH SYSTEM

[HOWARD HUGHES MEDICAL INSTITUTE

HOWARD HUGHES MIDICAL INSTITUTE HHMI

AN SCHOOL OF MEDICING AT MOUNT

ICARN SCHODL OF MEGICINE AT MOLINT SNAI

IMPOSSIBLE FOODS 1N

IRDUANA UNIY PURDUE UNIV NDIANAPGILE

ST FOR CANCER RESEARCH DBA RESER,

INSTITLITE FOR CANGER RESEARCH DBA

INTUITIVE SURGICAL OFERATIONS INC

INVITAE CORPORATION

OHNS HOFINS UNIVERSITY

IUINE JACOBS LARS LLC

EELLY SERVICES INC

|||

LF§ UISA INC

LOYOLA LN CHICAGE LAKE SHORE CAM

MAYD CLINKC

MEDICAL SCIENCE & COMPUTING LLC

MEDIMIMUNE LLC

MEDS-PHYSICS INC

MEDTRONIC INC

MEMORIAL SLOAM KETTERING CANCER CE

MEMORIAL SLOAN KETTERING CANCER CENTER

MES0 SCALE DIAGNOSTICS LLC

o] [=]
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RUTGERS THE STATE ONIV OF ] z - 3 5
ATKINST FOR BIGLOGICAL STUDIES - q 5 T
ANFORD BURNHAM PREBYS MEDICAL DIS 3 - 1 7
ANFORD BURNHARN PREBYS MEDICAL DISCOVERY (NS T - 1
ANFORD RESEARGH
SANGAMO THERAPEUTICS INC 1

SANTEN INCORFORATED T 5

SCOPELY ING , i -

3 4 T

1 5 V

7 5

5 3 ,

5 5 .

T i 4
X - T

1SPERG THERABEUTICS NG T

SFREETARL LLC DBA SPREETAIL T

G2 BIOTRCHNOLOGIES INC , , )

R INTERNATIONAL

T JUOE CHILUREN 5 RESEARCH HOSPITAL

T SHARED SERVICES LLC -
STEFANIL INC. - -

SWT5S AMERICAN COMO L1C - B E)

[SYRTHEGD CORPORATION T » )

(72 BIOSYSTEMS TN - 1 5

[TAKEDA DEV CENTER AMERICAS INC. 1 F

TEMPUS LABS HiC 7

TEXAS BIOMEDICAL RESEARCH INSTHUT - - 1

- E] 1
) 3
7 s
7 ,
- p)
H 5 i
- - )
INST OF ANATOMY & B1OLO E) , ,
NSTITUTE OF ANATOMY & 7 3 g i
INSTITUYE OF ANATOMY AND BIOLOGY T 2 2 5
HER SCIENTIFIC INC ) T
, , 1

[FOFTS UNIVERSHTY 2 -

TSN FOODS NG 3 )

ULTRAGENYX PHARMACEUTICAL ING - - 1

F I 3 4 a 1
1

, 5 )

CONNECTICUT HEALTH CENTER , - E]
WSSISSIPP MEICAL CENTER F) 1
C - 7
T T 5
) - F)
5 T ~
1 5 ,
3 i B
- T
T 2

[UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA ) i 4

UNIVERSITY OF MISSISSIPPE MED CT 1 3

[SNIVERSITY OF OKLAHOMA

LNIVERSITY OF RICHMOND .

GNIVERSTTY OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA N 1

{7 BATTELLE LLC ORNL i -

T HEALTH SCIENCE CENTER 1 2

VAN ANDEL RESEARCH INSTHUTE F)

VANDERBILT UNIVERSITY T , 1

VANDERBILT UNIVERSTIY MEDICAL CTR 1 5 -

VARIAN MEDICAL SYSTENS NG - - 1

VERSTT] WISCONSIN NG 1 -

VIRGIIA C TH UNIVERSTTY 1 - -

AWEILL CORNELL MEDICAL COLLEGE 1

{41 LIQUIDE ELECTRONICS US (P, - 2

IAKERIA TRERAPEUTICS INC T 7 -

IAKORN INC 1 -

RTBANY MIGLECULAR RESEARCH INC , 3

|ATCAN CAROLINAS CORPORATION T -

ARAZON COM SERVICES 116, T -

ARAERICAT: REGENT INC 1

ARIGEN INC T 1

ASCENT PHARMACEUTICALS INC. - 7 N

IASH STEVENS 1(C - 3 B

IRSKPHARRA TC , )

BACTOLAC PHARMACEUTICAL INC 1
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BATTELLE MEMORIA INSTITUTE ) - N
BECKMAN RESEARCH INST OF THE CITY C
1
BRISTOL MYERS SQUIBE COMPANY - ES
CALIFORNIA INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY 5 7
[CATALENT FHARMA SOLUTIONS - 5
CELERION INC - 1
CHARLES RIVER LABORATORIES iC 5 ) -
CHENTTEX ENVIRGNMENTAL LABGRATORY | T - T
CODERTS INC. - N 1
COBIAK BIOSCIENCES INE 5 5 )
COSETTE PHARMACEUTICALS INC - F)
COVANCE INC. 5 1
CORIA GLOBAL INC s , T
DARTMOUTH COLLEGE - E) N
[DOLUAR SHAVE CLUB NG T
|DOUGLAS PHARMIA US INC i 1 -
OOW SHICONES CORPGRATION g 1
555 GROUP INC. T 5 ,
DS NUTRIONAL BRODUCTS LT - B 1
[ECTLLY AND COMPANY T E)
[EUROFING BOTANICAL TESTING US INC - 1 i
FATE THERAPEUTICS INC - 5 1 1
s ) 5
- 1 )
T 3 F) 3
- i - )
1 2 5
- B
T N
B ,
p 5 s
i
3 T .
. 1 E)
£ MOVNE COLLEGE -
[GYOLA UNIV CHICAGO [AKE SHORE CAM. )
CUPIN RESEARCH INC B 1 ,
RARGUETTE UNWERSTY , T T
WiETAMATERIAL TECHNOLUOGIES USA TN , 1
HIRAT THERAPEUTICS INC E] - -
[NEKTAR THERAPEUTICS T B 7
chLs 34 - T
NGVEL LABORATORIES INC 1 , ,
GHilv | ABORATORIES INC 7 - N
GREGGN HEALTH & SCIENCE UNIVERSITY 5 i
GRIC PHARMACEUTICALS INC - 1 5
PARTICLE SCIENCES INC 1 - B
FETER THOMAS ROTH LARS 1LC El - -
5 DEVELGEMENT P - ) 2
URDUE UNIVERSITY 1 - 2
AMIAN GROUP INC 1 -
ANNOVA ANALYTICAL INC 1 ‘
APTALIS PHARMACEUTICALS LLC - -
CIEGEN PHARMACEUTICALS INC 7 7
: 1
T 5
- T
T , 5
T . -
N . i
- 1 7
NIV OF CALIFORNIA LOS ANGELES - -
GRIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA IRVINE - N
UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA SAR DIEGO , N
UNIVERSITY OF COLORADO BOULDER N 5
[GNIVERSITY OF MINNESQTA - - i «
5 G - - 1 )
T , B T
T T ,
T 3
- 1
i
IVERSTTY EDUGATH
ANGELD STATE UNIVERSITY
RRIZGNA STATE UNVERSTTY 7 ) ) 1
ARKANSAS STATE UNIVERSITY T B
(AUBURN UNIVERSITY Z 7
BATLOR COLLEGE OF MEDICINE i8 ] i5 7
7 ,
, T T )
7 N : 7
7 2
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CASE WESTERN RESERVE UNIVERSITY

ENTRAL MICHIGAN LNIVERSITY

ENTRAL STATE LINWERSITY

HICAGO STATE LINIVERSITY

(DREXEL UNIVERSITY ONUINE LLC

[DAIKE UNIVERSITY MED CTR & AFFIL

[DUKE UNIVERSITY UNIV MED CTR AFFIL

[EAST CARDLINA UNIVERSITY

EASTERN ILLINDIS UNIV.

[EASTERN NEW MEXICO UNIY

[EASTERN NEW MEXICO UNIVERSITY

EASTERN WASHINGTON UNIVERSITY

LDEUMAN FIRANCIAL ERGINGS LT

LABRY RIOOLE ALRONAUTICAL UNIY

[ENORY LUNIVERSITY

FLORIDA INTERNATIONAL UNIVERSITY

[FLORIOA STATE URIVERSITY

[FORT HAYS STATE UINIVERGITY

ORGE MASOH UNIV

HAMPDEN SYONEY COLLEGE

HARRISBURG UNN OF SCIENCL & TECH

HARVARD LINIVERSTY

HAVERFORD COLLEGE

HOWARD UNIVERSITY

INTHARA UNIVERSITY

INTL BACCALAUREATE ORGANZATION

iOHA COLLEGE

IOWA STATE UNIV OF SOENCE & TECH

KW A STATE UINWVERSITY

SEE

KIWA STATE LINIVERSITY OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY

ACKSONVILLE STATE UNIVERSITY

AMES MADISON UNIV

OHN JAY COLLEGE OF CRIMINALJUSTI

OHNS HOPENG UNIVERSITY

OISUIN DIABETES CTR

KANSAS STATE UNIVERSITY

[KENNESAW STATE UNVERSITY

LAFAYLTTE COLLEGL

LEHIGH UNIVERSITY

UBERTY UNIVERSITY

LHON COPOUYMER GESMAR LLC

[LOUISIANA STATE UKIV & ARM COLLEGE

LOUISIANA STATE URIVERSITY AND ABM COULEGE

L5 AGRICLLTURAL CENTER

L5 HEALTH SCIENCES CENTER

L5/ HEALTH SCIENCES CTR AT SHREVER

LUTHERAN LKW ASSH INC D/B/A VALPA

[MARLAN UNIVERSITY INC

MARSHALL UINIVERSITY

MASSACHUSETTS INST OF TECHNOLOGY

5w

MICWESTERN STATE UNIERSITY

(O SOUTHEASTERM UNIVERSITY




151

[DBERLIN COLLEGE

[DRLAHOMA STATE UNIVERSITY

OLD DOMINIGN UNTVERSITY

[DREGON INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY

ORLGON STATL UNIVERSITY

OSU DENTAL FACULTY PRACTICE ASSH |

[FRATRIE VIEW AR LINTY

PURDUE UNIVERSITY

RANDOLPH COULEGE

B]]=]

[RESEARCH FDN OF SUNY AT BUFFALD.

RIDER UNNERSITY

[ROCHESTER INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY

ROLLING COLLEGE

ROWAN UNIVERSITY

FIUTGERS THE STATE UNIV OF NI

FIUTGERS THE STATE UNVERSITY OF NI

LOUS URNVERSITY

DIEGO STATE UINVERSITY

OISE STATE UNIVERSITY

OM HALL UNIVERSITY

IDMORE COLLEGE

THERN IL NIV 5CH OF MEDICINE

THERN ILLINDIS UMY CARBONDALE

DLTHERN METHODIST UNIVERSITY

PELMAN COMLEGE

T JOHNS UNIVERSITY

TATE LINIV OF NEW YORK AT BUFFALD

TATE LINIV OF NY AT STONY BROOE

TATE UNIVERSITY OF NEW TORK AT BUFFALD

TEVENS INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLDGY

INY UPSTATE MEDICAL UNIVERSITY

MPLE LINIVERSITY

NWESSEE TECHNOLOGICAL UNIVERSITY

EXAS ABM AGRAIFE RE

SEARCH
TEXAS AL M ENGINELRING LIPLRIMENT §

[TEXAS ARM HEALTH SCIENCE CINTLR

TEXAS AW INTERNATIONAL UNIVERSTY

WAS ARM TRANSPORTATION INSTITUTE

AS ABM UNIV

AS AR M UINIVERSITY

A5 AR M UNIVERSITY COMMERCE

A5 AEM UNIVERSITY KINGSVILLE

LUTHERAN UNIVERSITY

TEXAS TECH UNIVERSITY

[THE CURATORS OF THE UNPY OF MO

E CURATORS OF THE UNPYERSITY OF MISSOURI

[THE GEORGE WASHINGTON UNIVERSITY

[THE LELAND STANFORD JR UNIVERSITY

THE OHIO STATE UNIVERSTY

[THE CHIC URIWVERSITY

[THE PENNSYLVANSA STATE UNIVERSITY

E ROCKEFELLER UNIVERSITY

E TRLISTEES OF PRINCETON UNIY

E TRUSTEES OF PRINCETON UNIVERSITY

[THE LNV OF ALABAMA AT BIRMSMGHAN.

E NIV OF TX HLTH SCIENCE CTR AT

sl

E UNIV OF TX M D ANDERSOM CANCER

i e

E UNIVERSITY OF AKRON

E UNIVERSITY OF ALABAMA

E UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA

E UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGD

THE UNIVERSITY OF GEORGUA OGE

[THE UNIVERSITY OF GEORGUA OIE

[THE UNIVERSITY OF KOWA

[THE UNIVERSITY OF EANSAS

E UNIVERSITY OF MEMPRE

E UINIVERSITY OF TEXAS AT AUSTIN
E UNIVERSITY OF TEXAG HEALTH SCIENCE CENTER AT HOY
E UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS M1 O ANDERSON CANCER CENTE

E UNIVERSITY OF VERMONT

E UNIVERSITY OF VIRGINIA

RUSTEES OF BOSTON UNIVERSITY

U GREENSBORD
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'NEBRASKA LINCOLH 3 11
‘NORTH CAROLINA AT CHAPEL HILL T B 3
NORTH TEXAS HEALTH S - T s
OKLAHONA - - T
oN 7 - 7
VENNSVLVANIA 7 T4 ai 2]
PITISBURGH bt i 5 54
[CHMOND, 1 3
ROCHESTER - T i
SOUTH ALABAWTA T - B T
SOUTH CARGLINA A i 3 i
SCUTHERN CALIFORNIA 7 B T 3
TERAS AT ARLINGTON T B
UNIVERSITY OF TOLEDD ] 5 1
UNVERSITY OF UTAH 3 3 7 b}
NVERSTTY OF VIRGINIA 3 ) )
[UNIVERSTTY OF WASHINGTON 3 4 T
UT BATTELLE LLC ORNL - -
T HEALTH SCIENCE CENTER 1 5
VA FOLYTECHNIC INST & STATE UNNV B 7 B 3 3
VIRGINIA CONMMONWEALTH UNIVERSITY, 5 7 7 T
VIRGINIA POLYTECHNIC INSTITUTE & T N
VIRGINIA POLYTECHNIC INSTITUTE & STATE UNIVERSITY D/, B B -
VIRGINIA STATE UNIV 5 T
W i RICE UNVERSITY & 5 g 5
3 7 T
T
- T
B , T
T T
z g
5 - 2
T T T
T T :
5 El T
TR
365 RETAIL MARKETS L1C
[ACCENTORE L1P 5 T B
ACCUGENIX INC T
ACI WORLDWIDE CORP N
OF 11C 5 .
AGP TECHNOLOGY SERVICES INC . T 7
ADVANCED KNOWLEDGE TECH LLC
IRFFIRRTING , , f)
RFS LOGISTICS LLC , , 3
AGANIA SOLUTIONS INC. T T B
AGILE SPORTS TECHNOLOGIES INK DBA HUDL 5 T
A1G CLATMS INC T
ARGHAYA N T , -
ALERT 1OGIC INC 5 B T T
IABARA GROLD U STNC. » T ) 3
AMAZON COM SERVICES INC 7 - 7
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JCAPITAL GROUP COMPANIES GLOBAL D
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AIRE SYSTEMS INC .
SYSTEMS INC .
: 1
- 1 D
JEIMS GLOBALLLC - 1 0
JEI5C0 SYSTEMS INC - - 1
g 1 .
7 ] 3
B 1 18
- 1
1 4 -
- 1
- 1
1 D
1
3
- F]
- 1
- 1
3 B
- 1
s ]
F] ]
1 D
DAFITIVE HEALTHCARE LLC - 1 -
[DELOITTE & TOUCHE LU 10 EE] 15
[DELOITTE CONSULTING LLP ] 3
[DELTA DENTAL INSURARCE COMPANY - 1
[DELITSCHE BANK NEW YORK BRANCH - ]
[DELITSCHE BANK TRUIST CO AMERICAS 3 .
[DOCUSIGH INC 3 El -
[DROFBON INC F]
E GIANTS TECHNOLOGAES LiC 1 -
LOF RENDWABLLS INC 2
LGROVE SYSTIMS CORPORATION - 1
ELECTRONIC ARTS INC - 1
ENVESTNET FINANCIAL TECH INC - 1
EPAM SYSTEMS INC T 0
FCHIFAX th - 1
ERNST YOUNG US LLP g [ 16
ESHARES INC DBA CARTA .
[ETHOS TECHNOLDGIES IMC 1
T B
1 B
1 - 3
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1
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OUDMAN SACHS €O LLC

FEEN FPHARMA TEE INC
POUPON INC

HARMAN CONNECTED SERVICES INC

HLRE HORTH AMERICA LLC

HGET INC

A HEALTH SOLUTICNS INC

(HOUMLISK TECHNOLOGIES INC.

HUGO BOSS FASHIONS INC

iBM CORPORATION

wl.

ICORSOFT INC

w

INDU LLE DRA INTIGROW

IRFINITE COMPUTER SCUUTIONS INC

IRFORMATICA LLC

IRFOSPAN INC

ST OF ELECTRICAL & ELECTROMICS E

INTEL CORPORATION

OHNS HOPONS UNIVERSITY

IPMORGAN CHASE CO

ILNIPER NETWORKS INC

ITY INC
PALD ALTO NETWORKS INC
[PATTERSOM DENTAL SUFFLY INC
PECPLE CENTER INC DB/ RIPPLING

=] =]

PERSISTENT STSTEMS INC

PERSISTENT TELECOM SOUUTIOINS INC

POLARIS CONSULTING SERVICES LTD

POLARIS INDLISTRILS I

POFUALLS GROUP LLC
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RIO GRANDE A BERKSHIRE HATHAWAY COMPANY.

(OBERT BOSCH AUTOMOTIVE STEERING (LC

(OBERT BOSCH LLC.

APRAN CABIN ING.

SAIVEN TECHNOLOGIES INC

ALESFORCE COM NG

ANISUNG ELECTRONICS AMERICA INC

STRVKER CORPORATION
Ui

M

STUBHUB INC

SUNBELT RENTALS INC
RN S

U3
i

€
SUNRUN (NG
SYAPSE INC

[SVRPHONY COMMUNICATION SERVICES LLC

SYNCHRONOSS TECHNOLOGIES INC
SYNECHRON INC

T MORILE USA INC
TAKEDA PHARMACEUTICALS USA INC

[TAPESTRY INC

TATA TECHNOLOGIES INC

TELADOC HEALTH INC

TENCENT AMERICA LLC

THE BOSTON CONSULYING GROUP ING.

TFGRNING POINT GLOBAL SOLUTIONS

JTYPICAL SET11C

[UNITED WHOLESALE MORTGAGE LLC

VERITAS TECHNOLOGIES LLC

VIASAT INC

VIRTUSA CORPORATION

VISA U 5 A TNC

VIVINT INC

VUNK NG

VMWARE INC

VGLTA CHARGING INDUSTRIES LLC

WAL MART ASSOCIATES INC

WAYEAIR (LC
WESTERN UNION LEC.

[WiPRO LIMITED,

WOLTERS KLUWER UNTTED STATES INC
W8 CO L1C DBA THE WASHINGTON POST.

ADVANCE MAGAZINE PUBLESHERS TNC

| AOVANTAGE T NG

AMERICAN TECH VISION SOLUTIONS LG

ANTRA TNC

APRLIED MATERIALS INC

ABFS SOLUTIONS INC.

AROHAR INC
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KELLY SERVICES iNC

LESUE S POOLMART INC

[MASIMO CORPORATION

[VICRON TECHNOLOGY INC
NARVAR INC

ALESFORCE COM TE

CONFIE SEGURS OF CAUFORNIA INC.

GOORDASH INC

GFFERUP INC.

WESTERN UNION LEC
N A

ADBAKX LLC

ADECCO GROUP NA / MODIS ING.

ADOBE NC

AFFIRN INC

IAJG TECHNOLOGIES INC

[AMERICAN GREETINGS CORPORATION

AMERICAN UNITED LIFE INSURANCE COM

|ARBELLA INSURANCE GROUP

wlelffobefie ol < B

COW TECHNOLOGIES (10

CENTERRA SOLUTIONS INC

[CENTRAPRISE CORP.

CHAGS HEALTH INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY LEC

HARTER COMMUNICATIONS INC

BER GLOBAL LLC

ISCO SYSTEMS INC

OUDFLARE INC

UTCHPOINT LLC

FORGE LIMOTED FKA NiT TECHNOLOGIES LIVTED

COGNIZANT TECH SOLUUTIONS US CORP.

ot finlmbadn

COGNIZANT TECHNOLOGY SOLUTIONS US.

[COGNIZANT TECHNOLOGY SOLUTIONS US CORP.

[COGNIZANT TRIZETTO SOFTWARE GROUP

COGRIZANT WORLDWIDE LIMITED

[COGNIZANT WORLDWIDE LIMITED COGNIZ

COMPASS WASHINGTON LLC

OMPUTER DESIGN & INTEGRATION LiC.

ONDUENT HR SERVICES LLC.

CONDUENT STATE & LOCAL SOLUTIONS G

PPIB AMERICA INC

CUBIST SYSTEMATIC STRATEGIS LIC

SCM INEOTECH LIMITED

o

DIA ASSOCIATES LLC

|DOCUSIGN INC

JECECTRONIC ARTS INC.

EASSEN GROUD 11C

ACEBOOK NC

ARMERS INSURANCE EXCHANGE

LEXPORT NG

RANCHISE WORLD HEADGUARTERS LLC

TLIFEZ60 INC

JLIVEPERSON INC
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LGGROUT INC

IAPLEBEAR INC D/8/A INSTACART
IARGETA INC

EDIDATA SOLUTIONS INC

EDPACE INC

GTIONAL AD INC

Vb CONSULTING PLUS INC

NTHIC INC

OXIA OF AMERICA CORPORATION

tofw]

NORTONLIFELOCK ING

GPENDOOR LABS INC.
POPGLS GROUP LIC

P76 NOUSTRES TiC

REMOTE TIGER INC.
RNBW HOLDINGS LT

PIRENT COMMUNICATIONS HC

SPIREON TN

POKEQ INC

PRINT CORPORATION

|5G7ER WICRO COMPUTERTE

T MIOBILE USA INC
AKEDA PHARMACEUTICALS USA INC

TEK TREE LLC

[THE SPUR GROUP INC

TRANSUNION EC

TTEC SERVICES CORPORATION

[TWITTER FRC

UWORLD 1LC.

VINGS TECHNOLOGIES LIMITED

VISA TECHNOLOGY & OPERATIONS LT,

WAFAIR LG

WIPRG LIVITED

7AYO GROUP 1iC

5 ALLIANCE DATA SYSTEMS INC

FAZON. COM SERVICES 11C

Al
A
AIERICATE [NSTITUTES FOR RESEARCH
A
A

IALYSIS GROUP INC

ASTRAZENECA PHARMACEUTICALS P

AVANT (1

AXTRIA INC

A1 CAPITAL 1P

ARCLAYS CAPITAL INC

ARCLAYS SERVICES CORP

TACKROCK FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT INC

wiwfel.

LACKROCK INSTITUTIONAL TRUST CO N

LACKROCK INSTHUTIONAL TRUST COMPANY NA

LUE APRON LLC.

OLD NORTH AMERICA LLC

CHiNA MOBILE INTERNATIONAL USA INC

CHRISTIES INC

CIVIPRESS USA INCORPORATED

CITEANK N A

CITIBANK NA

CITICORP CREDIT SERVICES INC USA

CITICORP NORTH AMERICA NG

CITIGROUP GLOBAL MARKETS THC

CITIZENS FINANCLAL GROUP INC.

COMMURE INC

[CORNERSTONE RESEARCH ING

CRA INTERNATIONAL INC

DASH REGULATORY TECHNOLOGIES L1C

OFS CORPORATE SERVICES (L€
DISCOVER PRODUCTS INC

|EAGLE POINT CREDH MANAGEMENT LLC

EMPTOR INC.
ERNST YOUNG U [P

VERGREEN ENTERPRISES OF VIRGINIA

ACERCOK INC

CB WORLOWIDE INC DBA FCB HEALTH

EDERAL HOME LOAN MORTGAGE CORD.

EDERAL HOME LGAN MORTGAGE GORPORATICN

EDERAL RESERVE BANK OF NANNEAPOLT

FEDEX CORPORATE SERVICES INC

wimbal,

FORD MO TOR COMPANY

FORT 1P

FUYAQ GLASS AMERICA INC

GENENTECH USA INC

GENERAL MOTORS COMPANY.
GLiJ MOBILE INC

HOME DEPOT STORE SUPPORT INC
VST FOR NEW ECONOMIC THINKING INC
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NTUITIVE SURGICAL OPERATIONS INC

|IPMORGAN CHASE O

NIPER NETWORKS ING
KEEP TRUCKIN INC

LEGAL GENERAL INVESTRENT MGMT

MACQUARIE HOLDINGS USA INC

VIETA PLATFORMS INC

ViICROSOFT CORPORATION

IGRGAN STANLEY CO LLC

NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION

ORION SYSTENES INTEGRATORS LLC.

POCKET GERES INC

PRIOR MEDIA LIC

PUBLISHERS CLEARING HOUSE LiC

QUAGEN LLC

QUANTITATIVE RISK MANAGEMENT INC

[REC CAPITAL MARKETS L1C

ITHE BANK OF NEW YORK MELLON.

TON CONSULTHNG GROUF INC

ITRE BOS1
ITHE CAPITAL MARKETS COMPANY

ITHE CLOROX SVCS €O

ITOSHIBA GLOBAL COMMERCE SOLNS INC

CALLON PETROLEUN: COMPANY

R RN T HSToRe
I

CGE SERVICES US INC

T
MIBTICS:
A9 COM INC

CYOLA MARVMOUNT RVERSTY I S | N

1
L
T
Al
1
2
T
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ACTIVEHOURS INC DBA EARNIN

ADARA INC

IRDUSA SUPPLY CHATN SERVICES [1C

ADVANCED MICRO DEVICES INC

|AETNA RESOURCES HLC

[AFFIRM INC

A1G ASSET MANAGEMENT US 11C

AIG GLOBAL ASSET MGMT HOLDINGS

[ALKYMI INC FKA DARK DATA LABS INC

|ALNYIAM PHARMACEUTICALS

ALNYLAN US INC

ASSET MANAGEMENT [P

ANIAZON COWI SERVICES LLC

AMAZON DATA SERVICES INC

AMAZON.COM SERVICES TLC.

AVERICAN AIRLINES N

WIERICAN GENERAL LIFE INSURANCE CO

WIERICAN GENERAL LIFE INSURANCE COMPARY

ARMGEN INC

NALYSIS GROUP INC

ANCESTRY COM OPERATIONS INC

AN & ROBERT H LURTE CHILDREN S HO

ANTHEN INC

RGN CONSULTING HC.

[APOLG MANAGEMENT HOLDINGS L

APPLOVIN CORPORATION.

AGR CAPITAL MANAGEMERT (LC

ARCHER DANIELS MIDLAND COMPANY.

[ARGUS INFO AND ADVISORY SV€5 L1C

ARISTOCRAT TECHNOLOGIES INC

IARTICA INC

ASANA NG

ASTELLAS PHARMIA US INC

AVTS BUDGET CAR RENTAL 11C

RCLAYS BANK DELAWARE

RCLAYS CAPITAL ING

CLAYS SERVICES CORP.

TER HEALTHCARE CORPORATION

ZIEIE|E

ERUS LT

&

AYLOR RESEARCH INSTHUTE

BAVSER INC

BEST BUY CO INC
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PRODUCTS LLC
TAL GROUP COMPANIES GLOBAL .
TAL ONE SERWICES LLC 2
- F]
- 1
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- 1
CITIBARE N A - 1 1
TTIBARE WA 1 7 1
TTIZLNG FINANCIAL GROUP MC - 1 -
CLARIFY HEALTH SCLUTIONS INC -
LINCHORCE INC 1
UNICAL SOLUTIONS GR LLC D& C56 - F o
LINICAL SOLUTIONS GROUP INC 3
LOUDERA INC ]
CMFG LIFE INS CO D/5/A CUNA MUTUAL 1
1
B 7 B
1 F]
- 1
D = 1
D T 0
1 o
g - [
g 1 3
3 1
CRA INTERNATIONAL INC 1 ]
REDIT KARMA LLC 1 -
REDIT GHE BANK N A 3 -
REDIT SUISSE SECURITIES USA L F]
RLDITSHOP LLC - 1
CURATIVE INC 1 -
UTLER GROUP LP s 1
BERCUBE ANALYTICS INC DBA CYRERCURE 1 -
0 E SHAW COLP ]
[DATABRICKS INC - - ]
DATARDBOT INC - 1 1
[DELOITTE CONSULTING LLP 3 N
DELOITTE TRANSACTIONS & BUS ANALYT 1 :
DENTAQUEST LT - 1
[DELTSCHE BANK NEW YORK BRANCH - 1
[DELTSCHE BANK SECURITIES IMC - - 1
[DF5 CORPORATE SERVICES LLC 3
[DIDI RESEARCH AMERICA LLC 1
[DISCOVER BANK
[DISCOVER FRODUCTS INC 1 16 6
[DISCOVERY COMMUNICATIONS LLC - 2 -
UL KRN INC - 2 :
UODGE & CON : - 1
DORLAR FINANCIAL GROUP INC - ] -
DOORDASH INC - 1
[DUN & BRADSTREET INC - 1
E20PER LiC 1 - g
[ECWARDS LIFESCIENCES LLC 1 -
EHEALTHINSURANCE SERVICES INC 1
ELECTRONIC ARTS INC 1 1
ELEVATE CREDIT SERVICE LLC 1
ELIASSEN GROUP LLC - 1
ELUOTT MANAGEMENT CORPORATION 1 -
LNGVA FINANCIAL HOLDINGS LLC - 1
LORX INC : 1 -
ECUATOR THERAFEUTICS 1N - 1
ECHIIFAX INC - 1
ERNST & YOURG Us LLP ® - 0
ERNST YOUNG US LLP ] 3 ]
ETSY IRC - F D
ELICLID TECHLABS LLC - 1
[ELUROMARKET DIESIGNS INC D/B/A CRATE 1 -
EXLSERVICE O F] ] F]
[EXDOUSFOINT CAPITAL MANAGEMENT LP 2 3
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FOO0 & DRUG ADMINISTRATION/HHS

FORD MOTOR COMPART

FOUNDATION MEDICINE INC

[FRACTAL ANALYTICS INC

[FAED HUTCHINSON CANCER RESEARCH CE

DOGLE LLE

INGER MARAGEMENT LLC

WOUP HEALTH PLAN INC D&A REALTHIA

ARDUAN ANALYTICS IHC

[HAPFY MOREY INC

[HASHICORP INC

HEALTHGRADES OPERATING COMPANT INC

HERE NORTH AMERICA LLC

HOME DEPOT PRODICT AUTHORITY LLC

HOME DEPOT USA INC

HOMIAWAY COM 1HC

HOTEL TONIGHT LLC

[HUDISEN RIVER TRADING LLC

HUMANA INC

iBM CORPORATION

ICORSOFT INC

INSIGHT GLOBAL LLC

INSTITLITIONAL SHAREROLDER SVES INC

INSLIRANCE SERVICES OFFICE INC

INTEGRATED RESOURCES INC

INTEL CORPORATION

INTONE NETWORKS INC.

INTUIT INC

=

w

LENDINGELUB CORPORATION

LENCAO GLOBAL TECHNOLOGY U5 INC

UBERTY MUTUAL GROUP INC

UVERANF INC

LIVEREACH MEDLA INC

LOANNAE INC

LOGK SOFT INC.

LT INC

CEE

MARKETSHARE PARTNERS LLC
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|PROGRESSIVE CASUALTY INSUIRANCE CO

|PROSPER MASKETPLACE INC

[FRUDENTIAL INSURANCE COMPANY OF AM

PREUTENTIAL INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA

[FUASE NETWORK LLC

[RADIAN GROUY INC

[RBC CAPITAL MARKETS LLC

[REGENERON PHARMALEUTICALS INC

[REVOLUT TECHNOLOGIES INC

RLISH UNIVERSITY MEDICAL CENTER:

CF| PASTEUR INC

TANDLR CONSUMER USA INC

AGATE US LAC

ITH & NEPHEW INC

AP INC

ONY INTERACTIVE ENTERTAINMENT LLC

OLITHWESTLEN HEALTH RESOURCLS CLINICALLY INTLGRA

PLUNE HC.

CUIARE INC

QUAREPOINT 095 LLC

TATE STREET BAMK & TRUST COMPANY

TRIPE INC

P SOLUTIONS INC DEA USEREADY

YHECS HEALTH LG

HEQS HEALTH US NC.

WAOBILE LISA C

ARGET ENTERPRISE INC

TEMPUS LABS INC

[TENCINT AMIRICA LLE

E BOEING COMPANY

E BOSTON CONSULTING GROUP INC

E CHARLOTTE MECELENBLURG HOSPITAL

E CHILDREM 5 HOSPITAL OF PRILADE

E DOW CHEMICAL COMPARY

E NIELSEN COMPANT US LT

E SPHERE INSTITUTE

[THE VANGUARD GROUP

THERMO FISHER SCRNTIFIC INC

INKBAG LT

TIGER ANALYTICS INC
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F COLORADD BOULDER

 COLORADO DENVER.

F MINNESOTA

F SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

VERISTAT (LC

VERTEX PHARMACEUTICALS INC

W 1 RICE UNIVERSITY

WAL MART ASSOCIATES INC

WATERMELGN EXPRESS INC DBA BENCHPR

WATEAIR L1C
WELLS FARGO BANK NA

[ARKANSAS CHILDRENS CARE NETWORK

ARUP LABORATORIES
RETH ISRAEL DEACONESS MEDICALCTR
i

CHERRY COUNTY HOSPITAL

CHILDREN § NATIONAL MEDICAL CENTER

CrRISTUS HEALTH

i LEE MOFFITT CANCER CENTER AND RESEARCH INSTITUT!

HAPPY SAPIENS DENTAL PLLC

VIANAGEMENT HEALTH SVSTEMS (LC DBA.

RAEMORIAL SLOAN KETTERING CANCER CE

MIGT HEALTH SYSS [LC DBA MEDPRO INT

MORRILL COUNTY COMMUNITY HOSPITAL
NCIRE THE VETERANS HEALTH RESEARCH

|PHILIP HEALTH SERVICES INC

TQUEST DIAGNOSTICS INCORPORATED.
FAREK

AURORA INNOVATION INC
ROCKRAVEN NATIONAL [ABORATORY

ALFORNIA INSTHUTE OF TECHNOLOGY

ERMI RESEARCH ALLIANCE LLC

OHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSWY

LA CORPORATIO!

TAN RESEARCH CORPORATION

VIEMORIAL SLOAN KETTERING CANCER €

PURDUE UNIVERSITY

R SCHODEETUCATR
HANMPTON COUNTY SCNOOL DISTRICT. O'\It

[HARMONY PUBLIC SCHOOLS

[IDANG STATE UNIERSITY

NEW YORK CITY DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
NEW YORK CITY DEPT OF EDUCATION

3
3
7
7

AVENSCROFT SCHODL INC

IVER CITY EDUCATION SERVICES INC

SANTA CRUZ VALLEY UNIFIED SCH DIST

ACG INDEPENDENT SCHOOK DISTRICT

ND:
s Ot o ____

H
QECUPATIONS I SOCIOEOEY|
ke CHAN MEDICAL SCHOOL

I JUNIVERSITY OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
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I TVANGERBILT UNVERSTTY T i - H|

110X GENGMACS NG 2
| 141 INNOVATIONS 1EC N

[3HINFOTECH INC 5 s
|3t PEOPLE INC - 1

[8K MILES SOFTWARE SERVICES INC 2

-
afmlmfulnlnln],

SLOGIC TECHNOLOGIES INC T - :
A 1 TECHNOLOGY INC
ATEK INC - -
[A10 NETWORKS INC -
A160 TS TIC B 3
1123 SYSTENS LLC
A

A/

7 DEVELOPMENT CIR INC O/B/A LAB.
SOFTECH LLC

149 COM INC

A9 COM INC 5
AAA TEXAS LIC B - 1
ARBACG SMALL BUSINESS 11C K . N
A8 TECHNGLOGIES INC N - 1
[ABACLS Al INNC D/8/A REALITYENGINES - - 1
ABAL TECHNOLOGIES INC -

RBNCMAL SECURITY CORD. »
ABOUT INC i
ABRIDGE INFO SYSTEMS INC. -
455 GLOBAL TRADING UMITED -
IACADIAN ASSET MANAGEMENT 1LC T - N T
ACCEL NORTH AMERICA INC A CAC HOLD - 3 N )
ACCELA INC - - H
ACCELALPHA INC - - 1
ACCENTURE LD 21 ] 7 FEs)
ACCION LABS 115 ThC T EY 3
ACCLAIM SYSTEMS INC 3
ACCOLITE DIGIAL LLC - -
IACCUITY ING - 1
|ACCURAY INCORPORATED - -
ACCUV IIC :
ACCUWEATHER NG T
[ACCUWEATHER SALES AND SERVICE LLC -
|ACHRONIX SEMICONDUCTOR CORPORATION -
ACI WORLDWIDE CORP. 1
ACQUIA INC
(CROSS BORDERS MANAGEMENT CONSULTING GROUP 114 T
ACROSS BORDERS MGT CONS GR (LC DBA -
ACT INC 3
CTIMIZE INC ]
CTHV SURGICAL INC -
VECAMPAIGN 1T
(VEHOURS INC DBA EARNIN
COLONY INC -
ECCO GROUP NA / MODIS INC
EMCO G

EBT COMPUTER CONSULTANTS INC : - kY
ADESA INC

ADT WORLDLINK L€
ADIENT US LLC -
OMIN WITHIN LIC - - 1
ADMISSIAN (1€ - 1 N
A50 STAFFING INC - kY N
ADOBE INC i i [ 4
ADP INC 1 - 3
ADF TAX SERVICES INC B EY N
|ADP TECHNOLOGY SERVICES INC 17 17 38 7.
ADROTT ASSOCIATES INC B 3 3
IABRGH TECHNOLOGIES & CLOUD SOLUTH N N T
ADS ALUANCE DATA SYSTEMS INC ) a
ADVA OP FICAL NETWORKING N AW INC T
ADVANC C z
ADVANCED ENERGY INDUSTRIES INC
[ADVANCED KNOWLEDGE TECH LLC
ADVANCED MICRO DEVICES INC
ADVANCED RESOURCE STAFFING INC N
[ADVANCED TECH CONSULTING SVC INC 3 3 1 7
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LTAIR ENGINEERING BNC

TAIR PRODUCTOESIGN INC

TIMETER CORF

TIOSTAR NETWORKS INC

TRUIST CORP D B A ALTRUIST

LOGIC CORPORATION

TOM COM SERVICES LLC

T0M COM SERVICES LLC FIA AMAZON COM SERVICES)

IO DATA SERVICES

MATON DEVELOFMENT CENTER US INC

CREEHERE

TOM AOBOTICS LLC

oM STLIONS LLC

M WES SERVICES INC

108

OM.COM SERVICES LLC

ZOM.COM SERVICES LLC FE/A AMAZON. COM SERVICH

BARELLA CORP

113

BER KINETICS INC

BIENT AlINC

bC TECHNOLOGY LLC

MCCIR BIGID PACKAGING USA L

MDOCS NG

FEX TECHNCAOGIES CORP

]|

ENSYS INC

RICAN AIRLINES INC

RICAN EUSINESS SOLUTIONS INC

RICAN CENTURT S¥CS LLC

RICAN CREDIT ACCEPTANCE LLC

RICAN CYBERSYSTEMS INC

RICAN ELECTRIC POWER,

RICAN EXPRESS TRANEL RELATED.
RICAN FANILY MUTLIAL INSUR £0 51
RICAN FANILY MUTLIAL INSURANCE CONPANY 5 |

MIRICAN GUWEAAL LIFE INSURANCE CO

ERICAN GENERAL LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY

L |E]=|5].

TRICAN HEANT ASSOCIATION INC

ERICAN HOME SHIELD CORPORATION

RICAN IT RESOURCE GROUP INC.

RICAN NATIONAL INSURANCE COMPAN

ERICAN PRO COMP CONSULTANTS GR |

ERICAN PUBLIC EDUCATION INC

UCAN SPECIALTY REALTH

R
ICAN TECANOLOGY SERVICES LLC

RICAN TIRE DISTRIBLITORS INC

MERICAN TOWER CORPORATION

MERICAH LINIT INC

RICAN WATER WORKS SERVICE COMPANY INC

RICLOAID SOULTIONS INC

RIPRISE FINANCIAL INC

MLRISOURCLBLRGLN CORPORATI

MLRITAS UFE INSURANCE CORP

NINC

RECLING

ECH SOLLONS INC

wle|. |8].

DBEE INC

PERE COMPLITING LLC

PUSH LLC

ROCK LLC

KSCAN INC

FSOFT CORP

N BATA CONSULTING INC

NAGHA SCUUTIONS INC

]
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- 1 D
g 1
1 . .
1 ] 4
] 1 D
0 7
1 1 1
3 ]
1 .
- 18
1
- 1
T 0
D 1 D
1 -
- 3 D
1 1
- 1 Fl
13 2
T B
1 1
7 B
- 1
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0 ]
1 D

COMM LT
[ASHLEY FURNITURE INDUSTRIES LLC
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LEY GLOBAL RETAIL LLC : 1
X IO IHC. 1 -
3
- H
B
. T
F] 4
3 .
- ]
. - 1
3 5
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B 3
T 5
P 3
0 B
1 -
g E]
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- 1
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B 1
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1
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g 1
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- 5 -
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- 1
1 1
- 1 5
3 5
1 5
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T F
E 1
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1
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|BAIN INST FOR CLINICAL RESEARCH - -
|BAIN CAPITAL LP- - -
|RAKER MCKERDIE L7 - -
. - 7
- 1 -
7] F1) I
1 g
C B
BANYAN SECURITY INC 1 -




[BARCLAYS BANK DELAWARE
BARCLAYS BANK PLC
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|BARCLAYS CAPITAL INC

|BARCLAYS SERVICES CORP

[BEACON HEALTH OFTIONS.

(BEACON FLATFORM INCORFORATED

[BEANSTOLK VENTURES

[BEATER GENERAL SERVICES INC

[BECKMAN COULTER INC

(BECTON DICKINSON AND COMPANY

[BED BATH B£YOND INC

[BELCAN ENGINEERING GROUP LLC

BELOWG HOME INC

[BENCHLING INC

[BENEFITFOCUS COM INC

[BEMIAMIN MOGRE & 0O

[BEMIAMIN MOORE 0O

BERELEY INSURANCE COMPANY

BERES HIRE GREY 1N

[BERA DPERATIONS 1T

BEST BLIY €0 INC

[BEST WESTERM INTERNATIONAL INC

BETTER HOLDCD INC

BETTER HOLDCO INC DBA BETTER

BETTERCLOUD INC

[BEYONDSOA SOLUTIONS INC

[BEYONDSOFT CONSULTING INC

BT LARS INC

BHOATA DIMENSION INC

BHAOOT BIOMEDICAL INC

BH) RAD LABORATORIES INC

[BIDGEN INC.

[BIRLASOFT e

[BIRLASOFT SOLUTIONS INC

BITGO INC

BLACKBERAY CORPORATION

[BLACKAAWE NETWORK BIE

BLACKLINE SYSTEMS INC

BLACKROCE CORPORATION LIS INC

[BLACKROCE FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT THC

=] =]

[BLACKSTRAW LLC

[BLEND LAZS INC

BLINK HEALTH GROUP LLC

wle] . fan]efs] - =] =]

[BLUE CEDAR WETWORKS INC

BLUE CROGS & BLUE SHIELD OF FLORID.

[BLUE CROGS & BLUE SHIELD OF MISSIS

BLUL CROSS & BLUE SHILLD OF MIBSISSIPPY

BLUL CROASS & BLUE SHILLD OF NORTH

BLUE CROSS AND BLUE SHIELD OF FLORIOA INC

BLUE CROSS BLUE SHIELD OF MICHIGAN

BLUE CROGS BLUE SHIELD OF NEBRASEA

[BLUE FUSION ENTERPRISE TECHNOLOGIE

[BLUE HERON COMSULTING CORPORATION

BLUE NILE INC

BLUE AIVER TECHNOLOGY

BLUE SHIELD OF CALFORNIA

BLULCROSS BUULSHILLD ASSOUIATION

BLUECROSS BUUESHIELD OF TENRESSEE

BLUECROSS BAUESHIELD OF TENNESSEE INC

afemf .

[BLUEGREEN VACATIONS CORPORATION

[BLUENET TECHNOLOGIES IHC

BLUEGWL LLC

[BLUESHIFT LABS INC

[BLUESOFT SOLUTIONS LLC

BLUESTONE STAFFING SOLUTIONS

[BLUEVINE CAPITAL INC
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INT
[BMMY HORTH AMERICA INC D B & BMIM TESTLABS

BNF PARIBAS

BHP PARIBAS RCC INC

BOARDHIDERS WHOLESALE INC

(BOARDVANT AGE INC.

[BOBS DISCOUNT FURNITURE LLC

BOEHRINGER INGELHEIM PHARMACEUTICA

[BOEING COMPANT

[BOEING DAGITAL SOLUTIONS INC DBA 1

[BOOMI INC

[BOOZ ALLEN MAMBTON INC

BORDER STATES INDUSTRAES INC

BORN GROUP INC

[BORREGD SOLAR STSTEMS INC

(BOSCH ALTOMOTIVE SERVICE SOLUTIONS INC

BOSE CORPORATION

[BOTTOMLUINE TECHNOLOGIES DE INC

BOUNTEDLS INC

BOX WC

[BRANCH METRICS hC

BRANDON CONSUILTING ASSOCIATES INC

BRANTA GROUP INC

BREX INC

BRG SPORTS INC

[BRIDGE T SOLLITIONS LT

BRIDGERA LLC

[BRIGHTSTAR LIS INC

BRILLFY TLCHNOLOGY INC

BRILLID LLC

BRILLILS TECHNOLOGIES INC

BRINKES INCORPORATED

[BRISTLECOME INC

BRISTOL MYERS SOUIBE COMPANY

[BROADCOM CORPORATION

[BROADRIDGE FINANCIAL SOLLITIONS INC

[BROCADE COMMUNICATIONS SYSTEMS LLC

[BROKEN HILL PROPRIETAST USA INC

BROCIKS SPORTS INC

BROWN BROTHLES HARRIMAN CO

BRP COLLEAGUL INC

BRUNSWICK CORPORATION

BLACKEYE PARTNERS L P

[BLACKMAN LABORATORIES INTERNATIONAL IRC

[BLIDO TRADING LLC

[BLISINESS INTEGRA INC

BUSITANTS INCORPORATED

BUTTORSLY NETWORE INC

JCALIBER HOME LOANS INC

BRA NC

JCALIFORNIA CAFTTAL INSURANCE COMPA

JCALIFORNIA CREATIVE SOLUTIONS INC

CALLAWAY GOLF COMPANT
CALLAWAY GOLF SALES COMPANY
CALVARY DESIGN TEAM INC DBA CALVARY AUTOMATION §
CALYPSO TECHNOLOGY INC
[CAMBRIDGE SEMAMNTICS INC
'ﬁmlm TECHNOLDGY INC

JEAMELDT INTEGRATED SOUUTIONS INC




P SYSTENSS INTERNATIONAL INC
PUS MANAGEMENT CORP

JcaNDOR P5 LLC

JCANGO TECHNOLOGIES NC.

AB)=] | e]=]

JCAPITAL INFO GROUF INC

wlwf B ] - ]

JCAPITAL MARKETS COMPANY

&)=

]

CAREER SOFT SOLUTIONS IRC

CAREERBUMDER LLC

CAREMARK LLC

wlale].

CARESOURCE MANAGEMENT SERVICES LLC

CARENM LLC

[CARFA INC
LIRUS INC
LION SERVICES INC

CAGA STSTEMS INC

CASENET LLC

wileefa] . |=] .

ﬁncnmnmmucnnmu

[CASPEX CORP

JCASTUGHT HEALTH INC

EM TECHNOLOGY INC
ENGAGE LEARNING INC

JCELLCO PART DBA VERIZON WIRELESS.

ENTRAFRISE CORP

ENTLIRYLINE COMMUNICATIONS LLC

EFHEID.

EREBAAS STSTEMS INC

EREBALIN SOFTWARE SOLUTIONS NG

ERMER CORPORATION

L5 USA INC

LA LOGETIS LS INC

=]=]&]-

3] fe]=] . [=|B]m] -

HARGEFOINT INC

MARLES RIVER LABORATGSALS INC

(CIARLLS SCHWAR & COMPANY INC

HARTBOCST C

HARTER COMMUNICATIONS INC

HARTER GLOBAL INC

HECKR INC

HEN TECH ILC

HENMED LLC

HEP USA

HEWIE LABS INC

HEWY INC
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HEWY INC DyEA CHEWY COM

HEWY INC DBA CHEWY_COM

HICAGO MERCANTILE EXCHANGE INC

HIME FINANCIAL INC

HOKCL HOTELS INTERNATIONAL SERVICLS CORP

CH0NCH HOTELS INTL SVCS CORP

HORLS INNCWVATIONS INC

HRISTOPHER REWPORT UNIVERSITY

HRSTUS HEALTH

HBOHOSPHERE INC

IBER. GLOBAL LLC

IBERGATE INC DBA [T FIRST SOURCE

18T INC

1ENA CORFORATION

CIGHA MEALTH & LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY

HHITHTECHNCAOGIES INGC

IMPRESS USA INCORPORATED

[CIRCH HOME SERVICES INC

CIRQUETECH GROUP LLC

150 SYSTEMS INC

1T BANK NA

CITADEL AMERICAS LLC

TTADEL ENTERPRISE AMERICAS LLC

TTADEL ENTERPRISE AMERICAS SERVICES LLC

TTADEL SECUIRITIES AMERICAS LLC

TTADEL SECUIRITIES AMERICAS SERVICES LLC

TIBANE NA

TICORE CREDIT SERVICES INC USA

INGROUP GLOBAL MARKLTS INC

CITIGROUP TECHNOLOGY INC

ATIUSTECH INC
ATIZENNET INC

[CITIZENS FINANCIAL GROUF ML

TTIZENS PROFERTY INSLIRANCE CORP-

TTREX SYSTEMS INC

-] =[5 8]

LARYOIWANT LLC

LART INC

LARIOS LLC

JCLEARLITE INC

LEVELAND CLMIC

LIENT RETWORK SERVICES LLC CNSI

CLIENT NETWORK SERVICES LT D8A CRSI

LIENT RETWORK SVCS LLC DBA CHSI

LIEMT SOFTWARE SERVICES LLC

LOUD BC LABS INC

LOUD HUB IT SCLUTIONS INC

LOUD SOURCE INC

LOUDERA INC

LOUDFLARE INC

LOUDRAY INC

15 LIS SERVICES INC
ElUMiOINC

LOUDWICK TECHNOLOGILS INC

JCMG STRATEGY CO LLC

)

wrafee]
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COGRIZANT TECH SOLNS US CORF

COGNZANT TECH SOLUTIONS US CORP

COGNZANT TECHNOLOGY SOLUTIONS

COGNZANT TECHNOLOGY SOLUTIONS US CORP

O NT TRIZETTC SOFTWARL GRO!

> NT TRIZETTC SOFTWARL GRP

COGNTANT WORLDWIDE LIMITED.

OHERE HEALTH INC

OHESITY INC

DIRBASE INC

COLLASYS LLC

COLLECTRYEHEALTH INC

COLUMBIA SPORTSWEAR COMPANT

COLUMBIA STATE RANK CORPORATION

OLUMELS INTERRATIONAL CORPORATION

DLUMELS TECHNOLOGY SOLUTIONS ThC

OMERICA MANAGEMENT COMPANY

DMMYONWEALTH CARE ALLIANCE INC

DMNSCOPE INC OF NORTH CARDLINA.

COMMSCOPE TECHNOLDGIES LLC

COMMURICATIONS TEST DESIGN INC

COMMURITY HEALTH NETWORK INC

COMMURITY SERVICES GROUP INC

COMMURE INC

COMMVAULT SYSTEMS INC

COMPASS CALIFORNIA 1 INC

OMPASS FLORIDA LLC

OMPASS GROLIP USA INC

DMPASS INC

COMPASS MANAGEMENT HOLDINGS LLC

COMPASE MASSACHUSETTS LT

COMPASS WASHINGTON LLC

COMPREHENSIVE HEALTH MANAGEMENT IN

COMPREHENSIVE HEALTH MGT INC

OMPREMENSIVE HEALTH MGT INC DEA W

OMPUGAIN LLE

COMPUNNEL SOFTWARE GROUP INC

2| |mf. |=[E].

COMPUSOFT INTEGRATED SOLUTIONS INC

DMPUTECH CORPORATION

DMPUTER A0 IHC

-

DMPUTER COMSULTANTS OF AMERICA N

COMPLITER SOIENCES CORPORATION

COMPLUWARE CORPORATION

CONLOGY INC

CONNECT ERP LLC

CONNECTEDN INC

ONNVERTEX TECHNOLOGIES INC

DNSERVICE LLC

CONSOUDATED ANALYTICS INC

CONSULTING MARVEL LLC

OINSLILTIRG PROFESSIONALS LLC

DPER LIGHTING LLC

DPART T

CORELOGIC SOLUTIONS LLC

CORESPHERE LLC

CORNERSTONE ONDEMAND INC

CORDS CORF

CORP COMP SOLUTIONS LLC DBA CC5 1T

CORPORATE BROKERS LLC

GRPORATE COMPLTER SOUUTIONS LLC

ORPORATION SERVICE COMPANY

CORSAIR MEMORY MC

CORTEVA AGRISCIENCE LLC

OSTAR REALTY INFORMATION 1HC

DSTCO WHOLESALE CORPORATION

DTIIT IHC
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T B
B 4
- 1
3
% B
B 7
- 1 N
- 1 N
1
1
RADLEPOINT INC 4
RANE ISTRUMENTATION & SAMPUNG PFT CORP 1 -
REAMOS SOLLITIONS INC - E} -
REATIVE TEAM LLC :
REDERA ENTERPRISES COMPANY LLC :
REDIBLE LABS INC B
REDIT KARMA INC Fl
REDIT KARMA LT
REDIT OME BANK WA -
REDIT SESAME INC 1 3
REDIT SUISSE SECURITIES USALLC fE} EE
REDIT SUISSE SERVICES USA LLC 12 1
REDITEX GROLIP INC -
REDITSHOP LLC -

CREE INC - 1 -
RECSPAN INC - 1
RIBL INC - 3

CRICUT INC 1 5
RIMSON HEXAGON INC D B A BRANDWATCH i
ROCS INC - 1
ROSS COMMERLCE MEDUA INC DBA 1 -
ROWD SOFTWARE CONSULTING LLT 1
ROWDSTRAE INC - 11
ROWN CASTLE USA INC 1 -
ROWN EQUIPMENT CORPORATION 1 -
RUISE LLC E}

1 B
- ] N
T N
- 1
- 5
T B
B 3 B
7 5
- 1
1 - 1
g 1 3
B 7
B T 5
3 5
T
1 - 5
B 1
1
CYBERCUBE ANALYTICS INC DBA CYBERC 1 1 -
CYBERCUBE ANALYTICS INC DBA CYBERCLIBE 1 -
7 2 1
1 F]
1
1
H E
1
- 1
1 5
3 5 3
El 12

[DATA SYSTEMS INTEGRATION GROUP INC
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[DATA SYSTEMS INTL INC

[DATA TRACE INFO SERVICES LLC

[DATA WAREHOUISE LABS INC

DATABRICKS INC

DATADLUVERS WUE

| a]m

DATADIECT HETWORKS INC

[DATAFORAMLE TECHNOLOGIES NC

DATAMATICS GLOBAL SERVICES INC

DATADNEZ LLC

[DATAPELAGD INC

[DATATRCN TECANOLOGIES 1RC
ORFORA

w|.

D8 USA CORE CORFORATION

D LAGE LANDEN FINANCIAL SVES INC

LALERSOCKET IR

[DEAN HEALTH STSTEMS INC

DECHEN CONSULTING GROUP 1RC

[DECIPHER SOFTWARE SOLUTIONS LLC

[DECISAON MINDS INC

[DEEPCELL INC

DLLRL AND COMPART

LR AUTO LLE

DEKA RESEARCH & DEVELOPMENT CORP

DELL PRODUCTS L ¥

DELL USA LP

[DELOITIE & TOUCHE LLF

[DELOITIE CONSLLTING LLF

[DELOITTE SERVICES LP

[DELOITTE TOUCHE TOHMATSU SVES LIC

[DELDITTE TRANSACTIONS & BUS ANALTT

[DELTA DENTAL OF CALIFORNIA

DENKEN SOLUTIONS INC

DENTACUEST LAC

o] .

[DEPOSITORY TALIST AND CLEARING CORP

[DESIGNER BERANDS INC FIR/A DSW INC

[DELITSCHE BANE NEW YORK BRANCH

DH0| RESEARCH AMERICA LLC

CHEH USA INC

(4G INTERNATIONAL INC

AGICERT INC

DAGICON CORPORATION

[DRGITAL INTELLIGENCE SYSTEMTS LLC

[DRGITAL MASTERS INC

DRGITAL SCRIPTS INC

[DWGITALOCEAN LLT

[DSCOVER FRODAUCTS

INC
HSCOVERY COMMUNICATIONS LLC
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[DOBLE ENGINEERING COMPANT

[DOCUSIGN INC

[DOLEY LABORATORIES NC

DU SYSTEMS INC

DOMING DATA LAS IHC

[DCMINGTS PLEZA 1N

[DGHALDSON COMPARY INC

IDONEGAL MUTUAL INSURARCE COMPANY

DOORDASH INC

[DORMAKABA LISA INC

[DOTCOM TEAM LLC

[DOTDASH MEDIA INC

[DOUSLEVERIFY INC

[DOVEL TECHNOLOGIES LLC

[DOW IOMES AND COMPANY

[DOW IOMES AND COMPANT INC

DA SOLUTIONS INC

0 TECHNOLOGIES INC

DRAFTKINGS IWC

DB CAPITAL LLC

[DREMID CORPORATION

[DAFIRST COM INC

[DRTSHTICON INC

DRIVESTREAM

4
DRIVEWEALTH TECHNOLOGIES LT
DRONE

[DSF CONCEPTS INC

DTS INC

PUCK CREEE TECHNOLOGIES LLE

DUETTO RESEARCH INC

DU R BRADSTREET INC

[DUN BRADSTREET INC

[DUNN SOLUTIONS INC

DUOUNGO I

[DUIREZ CORFORATION

[DUSTY ROBOTICS INC

DG TECH SOLUTIONS LLC

W MATRIX INC

W SLRVICES INC

DAL TECHNCLOGY SERVICES LLC

DTNATA LLC

[DTNFRO IHC

E GIANTS TECHNOLOGIES LLC

JE TRADE FINANCIAL CORFORATION

E TRADE FIRANCIAL HOLDINGS LLC

weefe] . ]
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[ELECTRIC POWER SYSTEMS INTERNATION

L [8]=]-

-

EMAESTRO TECHNOLOGIS INC

EMBECUR SYSTEMS INC

[[WAC CORPORATION

EMERGTECH BUISINESS SOLLITIGNS INC.

[ERAIRENCE IT SOLUTIONS IRC

[ERIRENT SOFTWARE SERVICES.

JENR MARAGENENT SERVICES LLC

[ENTR USA HOLDINGS INC

EMULEX CORP

ENCLOUD SERVICES LLE

ENDEAVOUR SOFTWARE TECHNOLOGIES INC

[ENDPOINT CLINICAL INC

[ENDLIRANCE SVCS LTD DBA SORMPO INTL

NERGY TRANSFER PARTMERS L LT

ENE
[ENERIC PETROLEUM CORPORATION

[ENERPAL TOOL GROUF CORF

ENIAC SYSTENSS INC

[ENJOTY TECHNOLOGY INC

ENUITH INC

LNOWA FINANCIAL HOLDINGS LLE

ENTERFRISE C)A LABS INC

[ENTERFRISE VISION TECHNOUDGIES INC

ENTHGOLIARE 1HC

[ENVESTNET FINANCIAL TECH INC

[ENVESTNET FINANCIAL TECHNOLOGIES INC

< - =)=

[ENVIRONAMENTAL DATA RESOURCES LLC O

ENVIRONMENTAL SYSTEMS BESLARCH INS
ENVIRONMENTAL SYSTEMS RESEARCH INSTITUTE INC ESA1-
ENVISKON INFOSOLUTIONS INC

EPAM SYSTEMS INC

JEPATHUSA NC

B =]

JEP1 USE AMERICA INC

JEP1 USE LaB5 U

JEPIC CREATIONS IHE

JEPIC GAMES INC

JEPIC SYSTEMS CORPORATION

-

ECAITABLE FINANCIAL LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY

ERAY TECHNOLOGIES LLC

[ERICSS0M INC
ERIE INDEMNITY COMPANY

[ERNST & YOUNG LLP Y GUAM

[ERNET & YOUNG US LLP

ERNST YOUNG U S LLP

ERNST YOUNG LIS LLF

LSHARLS INC DBA CARTA

ESPRESSE INC

ESPRT INC DRA VERTIGON CONSULTING

FSSENCE GROUP HOLDINGS CORPORATION

[ESSENTIA ADWISORY PARTRERS LLC

FSTES EXPRESS LINES

ESTUATE IhC

[ETER IT SERVICES INC

ETOLICH SYSTENS CORPORATION

ETa e
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[ETRADE FINANCIAL HOLDINGS LLC

ETSY INC

[ETTAIN GROUF INC

EUCLID ELEMENTZ INC

LURCHEINS CINTHAL LABORATORY LLC

LURCAMARKET DESHGHS INC D B A CRATE

EVALUESERVE INC

EVEREST TECHNOLOGIES INC

EVERLAW INC

[EVERNORTH ENTERPRISE SERVICES INC

EVERGUGTE INC

[EVERSIGHT INC

[EVERSOFT TECHNOLOGIES LLC

[EVERYDAY HEALTH MEDLA LLC

[EVEY ISA CORPORATION

[EXABEAM INC

EXACT SCIENCES CORPORATION

EXCELACOM INC

EXELOMN BUSINESS SERVICES CO LLC

[EXLSERVICE COM LLC

[EXODUSPOINT CAPITAL MANAGEMENT LP

EXPEDENT CORP

[EXPEDUA NC.

[EXPEDITE TECHNOLOGY SOLUTIONS LLC

[EXPERIAN IRFORNUATION SOLUTIONS INC

EXPERIS US INC

EAPERITY 1N

EXPETC) WIRELESS INC

[EXTREME NETWORKS C

[EXTREME REACH INC

EXLISAA T

EZE CASTLE INTEGRATION INC

JEZE CASTLE SOFTWARE LLC

JEZEN COMPUTER SERVICES NG

F5 NETWORKS INC

FABHTFUN INC

FABER COM ING

FACEROOK INC

FACTORY MUTUAL INSURANCE COMPANT

[FACTSET RESEARCH SYSTEMS INC

[FARR ISAAC CORPORATION

[FASKE WHOLESALE INC

[FASWAY INDEFENDENT MORTGAGE CORF

[FALLON COMMIUNITY HEALTH PLAN INC D/8/A FALLON I

[FANDANGO MEDIA LLT

FARADAY & FUTURE INC

[FAZEVA RICHMOND INC

[FAEM CREDIT SERVICES OF AR FLCA

[FAEM CHEDIT SLAVICES OF AMEEICA FLCA

FARMER § BUSINESS NETWORK INC

TARMERS GROLF INC

FARMERS, INSURANCE EXCHANGE

[FAST SWITCH GREAT LAKES LLC

FAST SWITCH LTD

[FASTENAL COMPANY PURCHASING

[FATHON RATRANT PBC

FATPIPE INC

[FATPIPE TECHNOLOGIES INC

FCA US LT

FOC SOLUTIONS INC

FEDERAL EXPRESS CORPORATION

[FEDERAL HOMYE LOAN BANK OF CHICAGD.

[FEDERAL HOMYE LOAN BANK OF FITTSBUR

FEDERAL HOMME LOAN MORTGAGE CORP

FLCLRAL HOME LOAN MORTGAGE CORPORATION

FLOLRAL SOFT SYSTEMS INC

FEDEX CORPORATE SERVICES NG

FEDEX LOGETICS INC

[FEDEX SUPPLY CHAIN INC

[FELCOM INC DEA FE SYSTENS

FELLOWES NC

FENDER MUSICAL INSTRUMENTS CORP

FERGUSON ENTERPRIGES LLC

FERMI RESEARCH ALLANCE LLC

FERRIS STATE UNIVERSITY

FETCH REWARDS LLC

FIDELITY INVESTMENTS.

FILLOWIRELARS INC

E]=] |-

FIERY LLC

FIGHA INC

[FIN N0 REGULATORY ALTHORITY INC

[FINANCIAL INDUSTRY REGULATORY AUTHORITY INC

[FINASTRA TECHNOLDGY INC

[FINCO SERVICES INC DBA CURRENT

FIREEVE INC

.

[FIREEYE SECURITY HOLDINGS US LLC

[FIRST AMERICAN TITLE INSURARCE 0O
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U5 LLC DBA AMERICAN EXPRESS GLOBAL BUSINESS.
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COM SOFTWARE LLC

0 INFOTEX LLC

DN INFOTECH INC

DOGITAL MOLDONGS LLE

HLALTHEARL TS USA CORP

PRECENIN HEALTRCARE LLC

wfe|afr

RENEWABLES GRID LLC

FARSLHM INC

TSINGER HEALTH PLAN

M| CONSULTING & SERVICES LLC

N HOSP CORP D/B/A MASS GEN HOSP

NEWA LLC

NENTECH INC

NERAL CTNAMICS INFO TECH INC

NERAL ELLCTRIC COMPANT

NERAL EULCTRIC INTERNATIONAL INC

NERAL MILLS WC

NERAL MOTORS COMPANT

NESIS CORP DBA GENESISID

NESIS FINARCIAL SOLUTIONS INC

NESISCARE USA SERVICES LLC

NESYS CLOLID SERVICES INC

NESYS TELECOMMUNICATIONS LABORAT

NOME INTERNATIONAL CORPORATION

w

NPALT LLC

NTHERM! INCORPORATED:

NWORTH NORTH AMERICA CORPORATION

ODE CAPITAL MANAGEMENT LLC

Q015 LOGETES LLE

OMETRIC AMERICAS 1HC

CRGETCHWN UNIVERSITY

ORGLA PACIFIC CONSUMER OFERATION

DRGIA PACIFIC CONSUMER PRODUCTS LF-

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY INC

LENDING SERVICES LLC

PAYMENT HOLDING COMPANY

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT INC

SOFT TECHNOLOGIES LLC

L TOUCHPOINTS INC OUINS 13 805

L TOUCHPOINTS INC DUINS 13 BOSEI0

WIRELESS SCLUTHONS INC

CLCK LLE

FOURDRIES L § INC

ALLOGIC INC

ALTEX SYSTENS LLC

ALTEXFORCECOM INC

OBEX T SOLUTIONS INC

OBLS MEDICAL INC

DSDER INT

516

FOOD SERVICE INC

O TECHNDLOGIES USA INC

RHMENT EMPLOVEES INSURANCE COMPANY GEICD

RAMLNT STSTUMS TLCH INC

EMPLOYLES INSURANCE CO GLICE

v o | &

B TECHNOLOGY LLC

RALENGTE IMC A NIELSEN COMPANY

ILLLC

INGER CORPORATE SERVICES LLC

INGER MARAGEMENT LLC

ND CENTRAL NETWORKS INC

ND CIRCLE LT

NT THORNTON LLP

JGRANTHAM MAYD VAN OTTERLDO & C0 LU

||| .
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LN DOT CORPORATION

LLLNBYTE TECHNCAOGILS LLE

50 CFAMICS HOLDINGS NG

W ARE TECHNOLOGIES INC

WU HEALTH PLAN INC DA REALTHPA

WOUP HEALTH FLAN INC D&A REALTHPARTNERS INC

OUPON INC

WOVE COLLABORATIVE INC

AUSHUB HOLDINGS INC

55 INFOTECH CT INC

ARDANT HEALTH INC

AVUIS A THALLS COMPANT

HDEHOUSE INC

HDEWIRE SOFTWARE INC
RGN INE

RUCUL SOLUTIONS LLC

RS INFOTECH INC

OINC

HY RENEER LLC

CARPENTER COMPANT LLC

MANAGEMENT C0 LLC

[HADUAMONDSTAR SOFTWARE SOLNS LLC

[HADUAMONDSTAR SOFTWARE SOLUTIONS

HALEY & ALDRICH NG

HALLIBURTON ENERGY SERVICES INC

HALLMARK GAOBAL TECHNOLOGIES INC

HAN IT STAFFING INC

HANCE INCORPORATED

[HAND HELD PRODUCTS INC

[HANWHA TECHWIN AMERICA INC

[HAF CAPITAL ADVISORS LT

[HAPPIEST MINDS TECHNOLOGIES PRIVAT

[HARLAND CLARKE CORP

HARMAN BLCKLR ALITOMOTIVE 575 INC

HARMAN CONNECTLD SERVICES INC

HARMAN INTERNATIONAL INDUSTRIES INC

HARMAN PROFESSIONAL INC

HARMONIC INC

HARNESS INC

HARSCO CORPORATION

HART INC

[HARTFORD FIRE INSURANCE COMPANT

[HARVARD PILGRIM HEALTH CARE INC

] [

HARVEY NASH INC
[HARWARD TECHNOLOGIES LLC
HASHICORP INC

HASTINGS MUTUAL INSURANCE COMPANT

HAWAI MECICAL SERVICE ASSOCIATION

afe]e].

HIBO) SERVICE CORPORATION

HCA MANAGEMENT SERVICES LP

HCA HATIONAL PATIENT W HUIMAN RESOURCES NPAS

HCL AMERICA INC

[HCL AMERICA SCLUTIONS INC

HEADSPALE INC

HLALTHSTREAM INC

HLALTHTAP E

HEARST AUTOS INC

HEARST MAGAZINE MEDUA INC

HEARTBEAT HEALTH T

[HEARTLAND EMPLOYMENT SERVICES LLC

[HELEN OF TROY NEVADA CORPORATION

[HERBALIFE INTL OF AMERICA INC

HERE NORTH AMERICA LLC

[HIGHMARY WESTERN NORTHEASTERN NEW
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B|.

IRDIGO AG INC

IRDOTRONIY INTERKATIONAL CORP

IRDOTRONIY INTERNATIONAL CORPORATION

IHORA SOLLITIONS LLC D&k INDRASOL

INDSOFT NC.

INOL LT DBA INTIGROW

INDLIS GROUP INC

INDLIS IT VALLEY INC

i INERA CORPORATION

IR INITE CAMPUS INC

IRFINITE COMPLITER SOUUTIONS INC

IFSWIFT TECHROLOGIES INC

IRFLECTION AJINC

INFD KEYS INC

INFD SERVICES LLC

IFD WAY SOLUTIONS LLC

INFOBAHN SOFTWORLD INC

INFOBLON INC

IRFOGAIN CORPORATION

=|.

IRFOLOH SOUUTIONS INC

IRFOMATICS CORP

INFOMEDUA GROUP INC DEA CARENET HE

IFOR US IRC

IHFOR US LLC

IRFORMATICA LLC

INFORMATION RESOURCES INC 1R

INFORMED DATA SYSTENS INC DBA ONE DROP

INFOSMART TECHNOLOGIES INC

IRFOSTRETCH CORPORATION

INFOSTS BPM UMITED

IRFOSTS LMITED

IRFOSTS LTD

IRTOETS TECHNOLOGIES LIMITED

IRFOTECH PRISM LLC DBA CIREUSLARS

IRFCIVILLE INC

INHCAA SCUUTHONS INC

INHCVALCLR INC

INHOVATIVE CONSULTING SOLUTIONS LL

IRHCAATIVE INFORMATION TECH INC

IRHOVATIVE INFORMATION TECHNOLDGIES INC

IRHOVATIVE INTELUGENT SOLUTIONS.

]|

[
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INTEL FEDERAL LLC

INTELEFEER CLOUD COMMUINICATIONS L

INTELETECH GLOBAL INC

INTELIBLUIE LLC

INTELLECT BUSINESS SOLUTIONS LLC

INTELLECTT IHC

IRTELLIGENT METICAL ORIECTS NC

INTELLIGRATED HEADGUARTERS LLC

INTELLILINK TECHNOUOGIES INC

INTELLISWIFT SOFTWARE INC

INTELLYE INC

INTELSAT US LLC

INTERACTIVE COMMUNICATIONS INTERNA

INTERACTIVE COMMUNICATIONS INTERNATIONAL INC

INTERACTIVE STRENGTH INC 0B/A FORME LIFE

INTERCOM INC

INTERCONTINENTAL EXCHANGE HOLDINGS

INTERLINK TRANSPORT TECHS INC DA

INTERNATIONAL BACCALAUREATE ORG.

INTERNATIONAL SOF TWARE SYSTEMS INC

INTERNATIONAL SOLUTIONS GROLF INC

INTERNATIONAL 505 ASSISTANCE INC

INTERNATIONAL STSTEMS TECH INC

INTERNATIONAL STSTEMS TECHNOLOGIES INC

INTERNATIONAL SYSTEMS TECHS INC

INTERNATIONAL TECH SOLLITIONS IhC

INTERNATIONAL TECHNOLOGY SOURS INC

INTERNATIONAL VITAMIN CORPORATION

INTERPRO INC

INTERRA SYSTEMS INC

INTERSECTION PARENT INC

INTRINSIC INNOVATION LLC

IRTUIT INC

INTUITIVE SURGICAL CPERATIONS. INC

[

™ COMMERCE IRC

| DIVISION INC DBA AFEIRD TECHNOL

|7 DIVISION INC DBA AFEIRD TECHNOLOGIES

JiT s imc

|

| PECHLE CORPORATION

|7 RESGURCES the

T AYSOUIACES INC

| C FENNEY CORPORATION 1T

|1 CREW GROUP LLC
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ABIL INC

ACKSON HEWITT TECHNOLDGY SWCS LLC

IACKSON HATIONAL UIFE INSURANCE CO

ADE BUSINESS SERVICES LLC

AT GLOBAL 1N

AVIN TECHNOLOGILS INC

IAWOOO BUSINESS PROCESS SOLUTIONS

IAZT SOLUTIONS INC

D FINANCE AMERICA CORPORATION

DM SYSTEMS COMSLILTANTS INC

JEANSWEAR SERVICES LLC

EFFERIES LLC

ELD-WEN INC

EPPESEN SANDERSOM INC

ETBLUE AIRWATS CORPORATION

ETTY NATIONAL INC

1L ACCHURHTION LLC

NG 14 ELECTRIC NORTH AMERICA LLC

PROIECTS INC DBA HELLOSIGN

INIT TECHNOLOGIES INC

O ANN STORES SUPPORT CENTER INC

INSON JOHNSON SERVICES INC

L% LANG LASALLE AMIRICAS INC

O GLOBAL SURFALE MINING INC

i3 DRS WANAGEMENT CO LLC

KAIRDS TECHNOLOGIES INC

KALTEN TECHROLOGES INC

KALLIDLIS INC

[KAPLAN INC

[KAPSTONE TECHNOLOGIES LLC

KARL STORZ ENDOSCOPT AMERICA INC

KARSUN SOLUTIONS LLC

KARWELL TECHROLOGIES INC

KATALTST WEALTHCARLS LIFL SCINCES.

AT AR50 LLC DRA KANI GLOBAL LLC

AV ASSOCIATES LLC

EAVYOS EONSURTING INC

KAYAK SOFTWARE CORPORATION

B1 BIOFHARMIA INC

K SYNERGY SOLUTIONS INC

EEEP TRUCKIN INC

[KELLTON TECH BNC.

[KEN SYSTEMS INC

[KENNEDT INTERRATIONAL SOFTWARE INC

[KESHAY CONSULTING SOLUTIONS LLC

KEY BUSINESS SOLUTIONS INC

ELYMOUT TECHNCROGILS INC

ELYSTONE LOGIC INC

REYSTONE STRATEGY LLE

KFORCE INC

HANE

[HAN ACADEMTY INC.

KIEWIT CORPORATION

KIEWIT ENGINEERING GROUF INC

INANES CORP-
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w|rfa].

LABCRATORY CORP OF AMERICA HOLDING

LIME

LARSEN AND TOUBS0 INFOTECH LTD

LASAI TECHNOLOGILS LLC DBA DIGITEC

LATENTVIEW ANALYTICS CORPORATION

LAUNCHPOINT VENTURES LLC DRA

wfa

LEAR CORPORATION

LEARFIELD COMMUNICATIONS LLC

LEDGEX SYSTEMS LLC

LEGG MASON & 00 LLC

LEGION TECHROLOGIS, INC.

LERDOS INC

LEMANS CORPORATION

LENDINGELUB BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIAT

LENDINGELUIE BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION

LENDINGELUR CORPORATION

LENDINGTREE LLC

[LEWNOX INTERNATIONAL IRC

[LENOAD UNITED STATES NC

LER TECHFORCE LLC

LESLIE § POOLUMART INC

LESSEN i

LEVEL 3 COMMUNICATIONS LT

LEVER ACCESS INC

LEVI STRALISS & CO

LEX NIMELE SOLUTIONS INC

LEXSNENIS RISK SOLLTIONS INC

LEXSNENS LSk

LG ELECTROMICS Ui INC

LG TECHNCLOGIES LLE

LHP ENGINLERING SCLUTHONS LT

LLASGH INTERMATIONAL LLE

LIBERTY LENDING LLE

[LIBERTY MUTUAL GROUP IHC

[LIBERTY MUTUAL TECHNOLOGY GR INC.

LIBERTY MUTUAL TECHNOLOGY GROUP INC

LIFE EXTENSION INSTITUTE INC DBA EHE HEALTH

LIFEZED INC

LIFESITE INC

UIGHTWILL INC AN [UASSLH GROUP LLC COMPANY

UILLI TECHNOLOGY LLE

LIMSONS IT SERVICES LLC

LIRCOLN MATIONAL CORPORATION

[LINKEDIN CORPORATION

gl

LIREPRO TECHNOLOGIES INC

LIRIK INC
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[LITAALIST SYSTEMYS CONSULTING INC

LMB MORTGAGE SYCS IMC D/B/A LOWERM

LOANDEPOT COM LLE

LOANLOGHS INC

LOANPAL LT

LOB COM INC

LOGDNA INC

LOGIC SOFT INC

LOGICHUE INC

LONDON COMPUTER SYSTEMS INC

LONG TAIL AD SCUUTIONS INC

LONGEVTTY HOLDINGS INC

LOOKOUT INC

LOOM INC

LORHAN CORPORATION C

LORSH) SYSTEMS LLC

LS AMGELES TIMES COMMUNICATIONS LLC

LOUISIANA HEALTH SERVICE & INDEMRITY COMPANY 0 8.

LOWES COMPANIES INC

LPLFINANCIAL LC

LS SOUUTIONS INC

s

LIMA FIRANCIAL TECHNOLOGIES LLC

LUMENTUM DPERATIONS LLC

LUMILLDS LLE

LUMOS LARS INC DEA LUMOSITY

LLIRN NE

LLISH INC DBA FARMSTEAD

LLINDIFT USA INC

LYFT INC

Blem|m].

[LYHOTECH GROLIP LLC

LT IHC

M ARTHUR GENSLER IR B ASSOCIATES |

M T BANK

MER CONSULTANTS CORPORATION

|MAHAGEMENT SCIENCE ASSOCIATES INC

[MARDIANT IR

=l 8] )]~

MUARIN SOFTWARE INCORFORATED

ARKETING ASSOCIATES LLC DBA

ARKIT NA INC DBA THS MARKIT

MUARKIT NORTH AR INC DBA 15 MARKIT

MUARKIT NORTH AMERICA I
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JMETRRC T SOLUTIONS INC 1 1 E
|METROMILE INC 1 3 -
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JMSC SOFTWARE CORPORATION

[msciine

|MSIT SYSTEMS INC

H 5 INTERRATIONAL LTD

N2 SERVICES INC

[NIFORCE TECHNOLOGIES INC

HABCRS CORPORATE SERVICES INC

HABCRS DRILLING TECHROLOGES USA |
HAGARRD INC

[HATIONAL DEBT RELIEF LLC

HATIONAL ECONOME BESEARCH ASSOC

HATIONAL FLOCO SERVICES LLE

NATIONAL GRID LISA SERVICE CO INC

HATICNAL RAILRDAD PASSENGER CORF

[HATIONAL RAILRDAD PASSENGER CORPORATION

[HATIONAL RUBBER CORPORATION

[HATIONSTAR MORTGAGE LLC

[HATIONWIDE INSURANCE

[HATL MED CARE INC A FRESENILS MED

[HATL UNION FIRE INSUR CO 0F PITTSE

HATSOFT CORPORATION

HATUS MLIICAL INCORPORATLO

HAVS LLC

HAVY FECERAL CREDIT UNION

[HE VENTLIRES INC DBA GEP

[RECURNERSAL MEDLA LLC

[HC HEALTH AFFILIATES LLC

[HOL BAHAMAS LTD

[HOR CORPORATION

[NCS PEARSON INC

[HOATA INC

IGHEORHOOD SUN BENEFIT CORP

E
REKTAR THERAFELITICS

[RENAG IT SOLLITIONS 1RC

RECH TECH SOLUTIONS INC

RECCOL INC

NERDWALLET INC

HESS LISA INC

[RETEFFELTS INC

HETFLEE INC

RETLINE TECHNOLOGIES LLE

[RETLINK SOFTWARE GROUP AMERICA INC

[RETRIX LT

[RETSCOUT SYSTEMS INC

HETSKOPE INC.

[HETSPEND CORPORATION

[WETSPT LLC

HECE

[HETSPRING DATA INC

[RETSTRIVE CONSUILTING LLC

RETWORK CAPITAL FUNDING CORPORATION

HETWORK CRILCTS INC

NEUDESIKC 1L

NELIMERIC TECHNOLOGIES CORPORATION

REURAFLASH LLC

[HEUSTAR INC

[RELSTAR INFORMATION SERVICES.

[RELTRONIT INC

HEVED CoRF

[REW REUC INC

[REW YORX GLOBAL CONSULTANTS INC

[REW YOR LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY

[REW TORX TLCHNOLOGY PARTHERS INC

[REW YORX TIMES COMPANY

REWT GLOBAL CONSULTING LLC

REXIENT LLE

[REXINFO SOLUTIONS INC

REXT IUMP THC

[REXT PHASE SOLUTIONS AND SVCS INC

[HEXT TRUCKING INC

HEXTDOOR INC

NEXTEER ALITOMOTIVE

CORPORA
REXTERA ENERGY RESOURCES LLC
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[RIKCLA CORPORATION

[RIETOR 1T INC

RIETOR LLC

[HIMBL WORLDWIDE INC

[HINFO SYSTENTS INC

[HID LISA INC

[HISLIM TECHNOLOGIES INC

HE

WITCO INC

[HIR SERVICE CORPORATION

HODAL EXCHANGE LLC

HOILA OF AMIRICA CORPORATION

HOMURA AMERKCA SERVICES LLC

[HEMURA SECURITIES INTERRATIONAL NC

[ROODUE ANALYTICS INC

HORTHERN ARIZONA UNIVERSITY

HORTHERN TRUST COMPANT

HOKTHSTAR GROUP I

(RORTHWEST ADMINSTRATORS INC

[HORTHWESTERN MEMORIAL REALTHLARE

[HORTHWESTERN MLUTUAL LIFE INSUR CO

][]

PO USA IRE

NTHRIVE NC

NTT DATA BUSINESS SOUUTIONS INC

[HTT DATA FEDHEALTH INC

HTT DATA INC

%

[HTT DATA SERVICES LLC

NER

)

ulz

[HTT MANAGED SERVICES AMERICAS LLC

(NTT SECURITY INC

HUANCE COMMUNICATIONS INC

RUCLELIS ERUDITION & RESEARCH CORP

[HUMBERS ONLY INC

NASE

®|.

[HUVENTO INC

HVINT MARAGLMILNT COMPANY

[HVIDHA CORPORATION

HWEA
N EHEALTH COLLABORATIVE

[HYBELE TERSOLUTIONS INC

HYCASOFT INC

HYLAS INC

[NYSE MARKET D INC

[HYL LANGONE HLTH 575

0 C TANNER COMPANT

DATH HOLDINGS IHC

171

[DRIECT TECHNOLOGY SOLUTIONS e

(ORIECTFRONTIA INC

OBLONG INDUSTRILS INC

OBSERVEPOINT INC

OBXTER.

DCEAN SPRAT CRANBERRIES INC

EANEERING INTERMATIONAL INC

EANK LLC

LC WG

ROLLIS INC

AGONIT LT

O TELEMATICS NORTH AMERICA LLC
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[DFFERLIP INC

[DGE ENERGY CORPORATION

DNCOIN USA INC

DKTA INC

OLD DOMBMION FRUIGHT LING INC

OMNEX ENGINELRING MARAGEMUNT INC

CMNICELL INC

CIMNINAY INTERHATIGNAL LT

OMRON ROBOTICS & SAFETY TECHNOLOGH

DMTA INC

DHI4 INC

DRBOARDIC INC 0/B/A FOUNTAN

JDRCORE CONSUALTING LLC

[DRCORRE INC

ORI CONCERN INC

JONE WILLIAM STRLET CAPTTAL MANAGEMENT LP

ONELOOK INC D/B/A LILY A1

ONEMAIN GENERAL SERVICES CORPORATION

(DPENDOOR LABS MC

OPENDOOR LABS INC DHA OPENDOCR

OPENWAVE COMPUTING LLC

OPERA TECHROUOGIES INC

CPTICSPLANET INC

DFTIONS CLEARING CORPORATION

[DFTUIM CARE INC

[DFTLIN SERVICES BT

[DRABASE SOLUTIONS LLC

[DRACLE AMERICA INC

[DRACLE FINANCIAL SERVICES SOFTWASE INC

ORACLE FINANCIAL SVCS SOFTWARL INC

ORANGLALOPLE LU

ORASYS LU

ORDUSKON TECHNCLOGIES INC

DREVA TECHNOLOGIES INC

DRIENTAL TRADING COMPANY INC

DIRION SYSTEMS INTEGRATORS LLC

DRMCD CORPORATION

DRPINE INC

051 CONSULTING INC

051 DIGITAL INC

DSISOFT LIC

(O30 VENTURLS INC

OUTSET MECICAL INC

OVERHEAD DOOR CORPORATION

RLAND SCLUTIOINS INC

o
CVERSTOCK COM INC
CIX LABS INC

CORPORATION

[PACCAR INC

PACIFIC COAST COMPANIES INC

[FACIFIC CYCLE INC

[FACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY

[FACIFIC INVESTMENT MANAGEMENT COMPANY LLC

[PACIFIC INVESTMENT MGAT CO LLC

[PACIFIC WESTERM BANK
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PMUA CONSULTANTS LLC 1 -
POCKLT GEMS INC -
PODIIM CORF 1 -
PODS ENTERFRISES LLC 1 -
POLAR T SLRNICLS T - 1
POLARIS CONSULTING SERVICES LTD ] ]
LARIS INDUSTRIES N 1 - -
LARIS SECURITY INC - 1
POLYGON IT SCLUTIONS LLC 1 -
PONY Al INC 5 3
POPOUT INC DBA SHIFPG. - F]
POPULUS GROUF LLC 16 31 21

PORTAL CONSULTING INC

PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANT

POSHMARK INC




193

POWELL ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS INC USA 1
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PREMIUM PEOPLE GROUP LLC 1
PRESEVTERIAN HEALTHCARE SERVICES 1 1
PRESCRYPTIVE HEALTH INC 1
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[QUALCOMM INCORPORATED

QUAALITY MATRI INC

CQUALITY MIOWESTLRN MOLDINGS INC

CUAALTIY MATED INC

CUUALTRICS LLE

CUIALYS INC

QUANTBOT TECHNOLOGIES LP

IQUANTCAST CORPORATION

QUANTILUS INC

QUANTIFHI IHC

QUANTUMID TECHNOLOGIES INC

(QUAARTET HEALTH SHC

QST DINGNOSTICS INCORPORATED.

QUAEST GLORAL SEEVICES-NA INC

CQUIESTPAY INC DA VI TECHNCLOGIES INC

QUICEEN LOANS INC

QUICKEN LOANS LT

[QUIDDITY IRFOTECH LLC

QUINNOH INC

QUMU CORPORATION

QUMULD IRC

QUADRA INC

QUOTEWLZARD COM LLC

QUMOTIENT TECHNOLOGY INC

Ve N

CIVERTLS INC

B & DONNELLEY & SONS COMPANY

B & DONNELLEY SONS COMPANY

R SOFTWARE INC DBA RAPIDAFL

RS LARS LLC DBA COMFIDENCE SYSTENS

[RACKSPACE US INC

FAD POYWER BIRES INC

RADIAL INC

[RADIANT DIGITAL SOLUTIONS INC

[RADISS TECH SERWICES INC

|RAGE FRAMEWDRKS INC
RAILINC

o] .

alefe].

JRAVEN SOFTWARE SOLUTIONS INC

JRAWNEY TECHNOLOGIES LLC

JRATMOND 1AMIS & ASSOCIATES NG

FAYTHEON B84 TLCHNOLOGILS CORP

RBC CAPITAL MARKETS LLC

ROG GLOBAL SERVICES INC

RCN CAPITALLLE

RCA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION

READERLINK DISTRIBUTION SWCS LT

REALPAGE INC

REALSOFT TECHNOLOGIES LLE

REALTY INCOME CORP

RECIPROCAL LARS CORPORATION

RECAEATIONAL EQUIPMENT INC

[RECSOLU INC DBA YELLD

[RECURRENT ENERGY DEVELOPMENT HOLDI

[RECVUE INC

[RECVUE, INC

RED CLAY CONSULTING

LD MAT INC

RLD SALSA TECHNOLOGILS INC

REDBOX AUTOMATED RETAIL LLC

REDDIT INC

MECE

RLI SYSTEMS INC

RETER ATFILATED COMPARES LLC

RELATIVITY ODA LT

[RELEVANTZ TECHNOLOGY SERVICES INC

[RELEX SOLUTIONS INC

[RELABLE SOFTWARE RESOLIRCES INC

[RELIABLE TRANSPORTATION SOLUTIONS

[RELIANCE IT INC

[RELUANT VISION GROUP BMC

[RELYCON INC
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[REMITLY INC

RLPUBLIC ASEWAYS INC

REPUTATION COM

REFLITATION CoM IR

REFUTATION COM IRC

RESEARCH AFFILIATES LLC

[RESEARCH PRODUCTS CORPORATION DBA APRILAIRE

RESHUS INC DBA MEZD

[RESMED DIGITAL HEALTH INC

RESMED INC

[RESOURCE POINT LLC

[RESY NETWORK INC

REVTVE STSTEMS LLC

REVEPRING INC

RFF SO NG

] )]

RISK FOCUS LLC A WESS COMPANT

RISKSENSE INC

RIVERBED TECHNOLOGY INC

RIVI CONSLILTING GROUP LLC

[RIVIAN ALITOMOTIVE LA

RIVIAN LLC

RIT COMPUGLEST DRA APCAE.

RITECHGLOBAL INC

[ROADRUNNER RECYCLING INC

[ROBERT BOSCH AUTOMGTIVE STEERING

[ROBERT BOSCH AUTOMOTIVE STEERING L

FOBERT BOSCH LLC

FOBIN SYSTARTS INC DBA ROBM 10

ROBINHOOD MARKLTS INC

ROBLOX CORPORATION

ROC CAPITAL HOLDINGS LLE

ROCHE MOLECULAR SYSTEMTS INC

[ROCHE SEQUENCING SOLUTIONS INC

[ROCK CENTRAL LLC

[ROCK CENTRAL LLC DBA ROCKET CENTRAL

ROCKET LAWYER INC

[FOCKET MORTGAGE LLC

[ROCKLOANS MARKETPUAE LLC DBA

ROCKSET INC

[ROCKWELL AUTOMATION INC

ROCKWELL COULINS N D B A COLLINS ALROSPACE

ROCKWELL COLLINS INC DBA COLUNS A

ROKL INC

ROLAND FOODS LLE

[RODFSTOCE INC

[RODSTIFY INC

[ROSE IT CORP

ROUTEONE LLE

ROIVAL CYBER INC

S SECUWITY LLC

RS U5 LU

wlaf ][]

RST SOLUTIONS NG

RTW RETAILWINDS ACOUSITION LT

RUBRIK INC

RIACKUS WIRELESS INC

RIALESWARE LLC

RUMPKL OF OHICH INC

RURISOFTWARE TECHROLOGIS LLE

FOCALVANCE CORPORATI

RXALVANCE CORPORATION DA WIRVANAREALTH

[FYDER SYSTEM! INC

RN THMOS INC

FVZLINK CORP DBA CHUWA AMERICA

P GLOBAL INC
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EC SOLLTIONS LLC

TECHNOLOGIES LLC

TECHNOUDGIES INC

LLIKE & HEALTH SYSTEM

SFORCE INC

M STSTEMS INC

T TECHNOLOGY ING

SARA INC

OTT1 TECHNOLOGIES LG

ANDER BANK HA

AMERICA TRT

LARS LLC

IRE SOFTWARE SOLUTIONS INC

TECH LLC

SOFTWARE STSTEMS LLC

FEnE

YU COMSULTANTS INC

N SOLLITIONS IhC

T INC

S INSTITUTE INC

ATURN TECH LLC DA SAANVI TECH

ITLIAN TECH LLC D&A SARNVI TECHNOLOGIES

iT¥A MARG SOLLITIONS INC

\TYAM VENTURE ERGINEERING SERVICES T LTD

\TYAM VENTURE ERGINEERING SVCS PV

\TYAM WENTURE ENGRIG S¥C PYT LTD

WANCYS INC

WANTIS SOLUTIONS LLC

NEEE

1 TECHNOLOGIES INC

TYNT NE

WY IT GROUP INC

O GLOAAL INC

ALING

RON CORPORATION

[SCHAEFFLER GROUP LISA INC

[SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC USA INC

wlela].

[SCHNEIDER ENTERPRISE RESOURLES LLC

JSCHONFELD STRATEGIC ADVISORS LLC

[SCHREIBER FOODS T

[SCHVEY INC DBA AXONI

[SCHWETZER ENGINEERING LABORATORIE

J5cRIBD INC

ULPTOR CAPITAL LP

R ING

DF SYSTEMS LLC

DILC MANAGEMENT IHC

AGATE CLOUD SYSTEMS INC

ATE U5 LLC

ASONED 2.0 IhC

TILE CHILDREN § HOSPITAL

ECUREFRAME INC

ECUREKLOUD TECHNOLOGIES INC

CURLNET SYSTIMS CORPORATION

CURLPLOPLEBASE INC

CURIPORT LLC

ECURITI INC

ECURITY FINANCE CORF OF SPARTANEL

ECURITY SERVICES LLC.

ECURLY INC.

ECURDNIX INC

1 INVESTMENTS COMPANY

TSMIC SOFTWARE INC

LSOFT INC

MICONDUCTOR COMPONENTS INDUSTRE

-

WA IRFO TECHNOLOGILS INC

HSLONKS INCORPORATLD

NEIA LLE

NEORMATIC ELECTRONICS LLC
HSORS INC

HTRY INSURANCE A MUTUAL COMFANY

EQUOIA BENEFITS & INSURANCE SWC5.

w

RAALA SERVICES U5, LLC

FVESYS CORPORATION DBA SERVEYS C
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RVESYS CORPORATION DBA SERVSYS CORPORATION

FRVICETITAN INC

BVIONT GLOBAL SOLUTIONS INC
SSKINM INC

G AMERICAS OPERATIONAL SVCS LG

& GAMING INC

G CLOUD TECHNOLOGIES 1N

55 TECHNOLOGIE LLC

ARFEDGE SOLUTIONS INC

wl o] el - |mf] - [

ERWIN WILLANS COMPANT

IFT TECHROLOGIES INC

INEWELL TECHNOLDGES INC

IPBOR NC

IFT INC

IVAM INFOTECH INC

OPIFY USA INC

OPRLINKER INC

UIRE INCORPORATED

LTTERFLY INC

ERRA WIRELESS AMERICA INC

FT SCIENCE INC

GEYTE LLC

GMA COMPUTING INC

NATURE COMMERCIAL SOLUTIONS LLC DBA SIGNATUR

NIFY HEALTH LLC

GNIFY NORTH AMERICA CORPORATION

ILICON LABORATORILS INC

LLIKER HE

AN PROPERTY GROUF ADMINGTRATIY

IMAONS FOUNDATION

INCAD LLE

INGULARITY CONSULTING SERVICES LLC

Al INFOSOLUTIONS INC

RILIS COMPUTER SOLUTIONS NG

RILIS XM CONNECTED VEHICLE SVC5

RILIS %M RADID INC

HYNI MEMORT SOLUTIONS ANERICA

HYNI HAND PRODUCT SOLUTIONS CORP DBA SOLIDIG

LINC

ILL VEHCE INC

ILLF UL TECHNOLOGIES INC

ILLSIGHT INC

ILLSTORM COMMERCIAL SERVICES LLT

JLLTUNE TECHNOLOGIES INC

ILLE INC

ILLZ FLATE ORM INC F/K/A SKILLE INC

IPIFY, NC_

L SOLUTIONS INC

SOLLITIONS LLC

BRIDGE GLOBAL INC

LOW INC

WICK INC

OFT INC

YWORKS SOUUTHONS INC

LOM LLE

ASHSUPPORT INC DRA C55 CORP
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O IHC

WFOTECH MNC

CYWFLAKE COMPUTING INC

CIWFLAKE INC

OAPEOILCTS INC

OCIAL FINANCE INC.

OCURE INC

LARS NA INC

LOUDS LA

RYLIC [LC

HINTERNATIONAL RESOURCES I

OFTOVA INC

OFTPATH SYSTEM LLC

OFTTHINE SOLUTIONS INC

DFTWARE AG USA INC

DFTWARE GURIANCE ASSISTANGE INC

OFTWARE TECHNOLOGY INC

OFTWORLD TECHNOLOGIES LLC

OLERA HOLDINGS LLC

OLSTICE CONSULTING LLC DBA KIN

OLSTICE CONSULTING LLC DBA KIN CARTA

ELECTRONICS IhC
ONY INTERALTIVE ENTEHTAINMENT LLE

ONY FICTURES ENTERTAINMENT INC

OPHLOGK GLOEAL LLC
05 INC

ORENSON COMMUNICATIONS LT

OUND POINT CAFITAL MANAGEMENT LF

DLITHERN GLATERS WINE AND SFIRITS LLC

OUTHWEST AIRLINES £O

OUTHWEST BUSINLSS CORPORATION

DUITHWIRE COMPANY LLC

ONES COMPLIANCE LLC

PA ENTERPRISE SERVICES INC

ABTANNASH ASSOCIATES LLC

ATE BUSINESS SOLUTIONS LLC

PECIALIST RESOUIACES GLOBAL INC

PECIALIZED BICYCLE COMPONENTS INC

PECTRUM HEALTHCARE PARTNERS

PERIDUAN TECHNOLOGIES LLC

PIRENT COMMUNICATIONS IHC

PLUNK C

POKED NC

POTIFY USA INC

».

REETAL LLC

REETAL LLC DBA SPREETAIL

P PARTNERS LLC

PHIG TECHNOLDGIES INC

=|=|5].

PRINT CORPORATION

RUCE INFOTECH INC

RLICE TECHNGLOGY INC

CILIARESPALE INC

REE INFOTECH LLC

Al SOF TWARE SOLUTIONS LLC

WA TR INC

ISHTI INNOVATIVE LLC

RITEK INC

RIVEN SYSTEMS INC

RIVEN SYSTENS OF T NC

RIVEN TECHNOLDGES LLC

SYSTEMS INC

CONSLILTING INC

TECHNOLDGIES INC

NC
GROUP LLC

- [=]=[5].

ECH LLC

T ENGINLLRING IDIELCT NC

TAMFS COM INC

TANDARD INSURANCE COMPANY

TANDARD POORS FINANCIAL SERVICES LLC

TANDARD POORS FIMARCIAL SVCS LLC

TANDAW CORP

TANSOURCE INC

TAFLES INC

TARBUCKS COFFEE COMPANT

e

TARK
TARKEY LABORATORIES INC
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TASH FINARCLAL INC DBA STASH

TATE AUTO PROPERTY & CASUALTY INSLIRANCE COM|

TATE STREET BANK & TRUST COMPANY

TATE STREET BANK AND TRUST CO

TATL STREET BANK AND TRUST COMPANY

TATLR BROS MARKLTS

TATS CHIPPAL LTE

TEAM SOFTWARE SHC

TELLAR DEVELOPMIENT FON

TELLAR T SOLUTIONS INC

TERICYLLE INC

TOCKK L

TONEBRIOGE CONSULTING GROUP LLC

TONLCASTLE CASH MANAGEMENT LLC

TONTRIDGE NG

TONEX GROUP INC

TORAGECRAFT TECHNOLOGY LLC

TRATACENT INC

TRATEDGE INC

TRATEGIC T EXPERTS INC

TRATEGIC AESOUIACES INTERNATIONAL

TRATEGIC STAFFING SOLLITIONS LC

TREAMSETS INC

TRIDE INC

TRIM INC

TRIPE INC

TROZ FRIEDBERG LLC

THYGLA CORPORATION

TUBHUS INC

CESSFACTORS 1N

IMITONAD MAITSUI BARIING CORPORATION

IMMITWORKS TECHNOLOGIES INC

IO LOGIC INC

N CLOUD LLC

N LIFE FINANCIAL LIS SVCS 0O INC

IN-IT SOLLITIONS INC

INLIGHT TECHROLOGILS INC

INMERGE SYSTEMS INC

INPOWER CORPORATION

INPOWER CORFORATION STSTEMS.

NOUEST INFORMATION SYSTEMS.

INRAISE TECHNOLOGIES INC

INRAT INFORMATICS INC

INRAY INFOSYS INCORPORATION

PRASOFT I

REFY LARS INC

YA SYSTEMS INC

QUEHANNA INTERNATIONAL GR LLP

QUEHANNA INTERNATIONAL GROUP LLF

aw)

ITTER HEALTH DA SUTTER HEALTH $Y

TTER HEALTH DA SLITTER REALTH SYSTEM OFFICE

P SOLUTIONS INC DBA USEREADY

FATS HC.

SVB FINANCIAL GROLIP

IFT BLEF COMPANY A JBS USA SUBSDIARY

WIFT INE.

AWIFT SOLUTIONS INC

IFT TECHROLDGES LLC

IFTWIN SOLUTIONS INC

155 Rk AMVERICA HOLDING CORP

155 RE MANAGEMENT US CORPORATION

YDATA IHC

YMBIOUN TECHNOLOGIES INC

MMETRIZE LLC

YMPHONY COMMUNICATION SERVICES LLC

YMPHONY COMMUNICATION SVCS LLC

FMPHONY CORPORATION

YRALK I

HACOR INC
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e .

=]e].

e

=1

[TARKETT USA INC

[TASKRABBIT INC

ATA CONSLLTANCY SVCS LTD

LA

ATA CONSLILTANCY SVES LTE

[ATA ELXS LIMITED.

ATA TECHNOLOGIES INC

FALLLA INC
BC CORFORATION

DY IND'S LLC D/B/A ATI SPECIALTY M

[TOY INDLISTRIES LLC D8 ATI SPECIAL

TEACHERS INSURARCE AND ANNUITY ASSOCIATION OF AM

TEALIIM INC

TEAMITSERVE INC

FCH MAHINDRA AMERICAS INC

HNETINC

H PUNDITS T

HALPHA LLC

HASPECT SOLNS INC DBA TA DWGITA

ECHASPELT SOLUITIONS INC

TECHASPECT SOLUTIONS INC D/B/A TA

ECHGLORALSTSTEMS INC

TECHMATAIE INC

TECHMILEAGE SOFTWARE SOLUTIONS LLC

TECHMILEAGE SOFTWARE SOLUTIONS LLC DA SCIATA

HRICAL STRATEGIES INC

HD COMP INC

HHO TASKS INC

TECHNOGEN INC

HROLOGY GROUP INTERMATIONAL

HROMAX LLC

HRCSOFT CORPORATION

HWOSOFT CORPORATION DBA APENON

N
TECHSTAR CONSULTING INC

TECHWAVE CONSULTING INC

ECHIION 1T SCUUTIONS INC

FCKPROS LLC

0N INC

US CORP DEA MO VSION

K EACEL INC

K GIANTS INC

K SPIKES LLC

TEX TREE LLC

TEKASSEMELY CORPORATION




201

. 1 4
< :
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7 :
- 1
- 1
- T -
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1 [] T
- 2 .
1 3 13
. 1
3
- )
- z
- ; -
T -
- - T
- % -
- - T
H 1 1
- : -
1 -
2 3
1 1
. 1
3 1
3
[THE COTERIE ML INC 1 -
THE DAYHLIFF GROUP LLE - - Fl
IE EMMES COMPANTY LLC - E] -
IE GAP INC 1 ]
E GLIARDIAMN LIFE INSUR CO OF AMER 1 -
IE HEIL CO H .
IE HERSHEY COMPANY - . 1
IE HERTZ CORPORATION - 2
IE HONEST COMPANY 1 -
(THE HUNTINGTON NATIONAL BANE = - 1
[THE JOINT COMMISSION - 2 -
THE KROGER CO - 2 3
THE MARTIN BROWER COMPANY LLC - - 1
I MATHWORES N 18 F
IE MATLEN SILVER GROUP INC 1 -
7
IE NEW SCHOOL . -
IE MIELSEN COMPANY LIS LLC 13
= 1 2
T -
T -
= 1
(THE PRINCIPAL CONSULTING INC 1 1
[THE PRUDENTIAL INSUR CO OF AMERICA .
(THE ROMIN PROJECT INC - 1
[THE SHERWIN WILLIAMS COMPANY 4
E TOC COMPANIES INC -
IE UNIV OF TEXAS PERMIAN BASIN - .
E VANGUARD GROUP 1
(THE WELLSFRING GROUP INC 1 *
IE WILLLAM CARTER COMPANY INC -
IE WINE GROLIP LLC 1 -
E YES PLATFORM INC H 1
[EMESOFT INC - . 2
ERMO FISHER SCEENTIFIC INC. 13 1
INKLUSIVE INC 4 -
THIRD EYE HEALTH INC = 1 -
[THOMSON REUTERS HOLUMNGS INC -
[THOMSON REUTERS TAX & ACCOUNTING | -
[THOUGHT BYTE INC 1
. 2
. 7
1 .
1
= 1
b -
5 : :
El 1
T -
1 1
Fl - T
- 1 -
5 1 H
. 1
3 .
1 1
N = 1
WG HEALTH A COGNIZANT CO-HO 25 LA = 2
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. 1
1 - F]
B T B
B - T
- 1 1
1 1 5
D H 0
3 ]
1
7 - .
1 2 1
B - Fl
T B
: 1
] 5
1 D
. 2
D ]
1 1
T -
B - T
1 2 -
B i B
1 B B
1 1 D
- 1 0
5 o
1 . 1
1 3 .
B - T
3 ] -
B B T
B - )
3 2
D 1 -
1
1
T .
- 1
[FTEC SERVICES CORPORATION - ]
COMPANY 1 -
BLLAR LABS INC 1
[TULA TECHNGLOGY INC - -
[TURNBERRY SOLUTIONS 1
TURNER CORSTRUCTION 1
[TURNING POINT GLOBAL SOLUTIONS - []
RV INC - F D
SIMPLE INC. - 1
U0 IHC 5 1
[TWIN HEALTH NG 1 :
TN RILL ACGILSITION COMPANY INC - .
15T BIOSCIENCE CORPORATION - 1
ISTHINE LLE o
TTCH INTERACTIVE INC 3 . 1
TTTER IHC [ 7 1
O SIGNA INVESTMENTS P 3 -
TYLER TECHNOLOGIES INC - 3
UG N INC - -
U5 GRELN BLOG COUNCR INC 1 :
U5 XPRESS INC - 1
LA CONNECTED FITNESS INC 1 - -
UATC LUC - ] -
UBER FREIGHT US [LC - -
UBER TECHNOLOGIES INC - 1 3
UG5 BUSINESS SOLUTIONS US LT 7 7
UCE C .
UDACTTY IHC -
UDENY IHC - 1
UIPATH INC 7 2
UG INC 1 1 -
UL i 1 - 1
JULIRL INC - 4 -
ULTA INC - 1 4
LLTIMG SOFTWARE SOLUTIONS INC - -
[UNDER TECHNOLDGES INC D8 RRO - 1
URICOM TECHROLOGES INC - 1
[URIFIED TECH GROUP INC 1 . D
[UNFIRST CORPORATION 1
N - 1
URIGROUP CA - 2 -
[UNKON 1T INC - - 1




203

[IHAON PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY

[URIS0FT SOLUTIONS LLC

URITED HEALTHCARE SERVICES INC

URITED T SOLUTIONS INC

URITL NATHONS FEDERAL CREGIT UN

URITLD SOFTWARL GROUP INC

UNITED THERAFEUTICS CORPORATION

UNITED WHOLESALE MORTGAGE LLC

UNITY TECHNOUDGIES SF

U OF CALIFIRRIA LOS ANGELES

wlafe] =]

wlafw] 18] |=]w]- ]~

U OF I FOURDATION

LY OF EANSAS BOSP ALTHORITY

LY OF MA MEDICAL SCHODL

LIy OF TULSA

URTVERSAL £ BUSINESS SOULTIONS LLC

URTVERSAL WEATHER & AVIATION NG

[URIVIRSAL WEATHER AND AVIATION INC

URTERSITY GF ALARAMA AT BIRMINGHAM

URIVERSITY OF COLORADGD DENVER

[URIVERSITY OF SOUTHRERN CAUFORNIA

[URIERSITY OF UTAR

URUM GROUP

[UPGRADE INC

UPMC PRESBYTERIAN SHADYSIDE

URFAN TECHROLOGIES INC

U5 BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION

U5 CELLULAR CORPORATION

U5 TECH SOLUTIONS INC

=B lw] . o]e

[USA WASTE MANAGEMENT RESOUIRCES LLC

USAA FEDERAL SAVINGS BANE

][]

TION
ARIAN MEDICAL SYSTEMS INC
AR BANE N A
A5 INC

ASTICA INC

INC

1T SOLUTIONS INC

CTORSOFT LLC

EENA CORP [1/B/A OMEGA HIRES

EEVA SYSTEMS INC

ARS TECHNOLOGES INC

A0 TECHNOLOGY INC

ELODYNE LIDAR INC

e

15 GROUP NC

O BUSINESS NETWORK SERVICES

FIZON BUSINESS NETWORK SERVICES LLC

KON CONNLCT INC

BN CORP BLSOURCLS GROUP LLC

WAZON DATA SERVICES LLC

RTAFORE MC

ERTEX PHARMACELTICALS INC

s el ][] [ ]

ERTEX PHARMACELITICALS INCORPORATED

ERTRALS IHC

SERWICES LLC

TING

O CORPORATION

DA HEALTH IHC
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IDANGEL INC D8A ANGEL STUDICS

EW INC

NT TECHNOLOGIES LLC

WE

SOLUTINS INC

TINC DBA VIBRENT HEALTH
LLAGE PRACTICE MANAGEMENT COMPANT LLC DRA VIL
IMEQ COM INC

1NGS TECHROLOGES LIMITED

INCVEST INC

INTECH SOLUTIONS INC

DIME LIFE SCIEWCES INC

IRGINGA DEFT OF TRANSPORTATION

RGINGA MASON MEDICAL CENTER

IRGINGA RETIREMENT STSTEM

RTU FINANCIAL OPCRATING LLC

T 116 SOFTWARE SOLUTIONS LLC

ATUAAL INSTRUMENTS CORP DRA VIRTA

IRTUAL SYSTEMTS SOLUTIONS INC DiBA SOFTURA

THTUE GROUP LLC

THTUCS0 INFD SYSTEMS INC

TRTUOUSFROS INC

slelgls

SAGE INC

SAM TECHNOLOGIES INC

ONET STETEMS INC.

ONSOIT INTIRMATIGRNAL HC

TRHONWORKS OF AMERICA INC

TAL DATA TECHNOLDGY LLC.

TALANT

TAMIN SHOPPE INDUSTRIES INC

TLCH SYSTIMS GROLIF INC

TLCH SYSTEMS GROUP SUB LLC

ITESCO TECHNCLOGIES USA LG

NT HEALTH INC

TVINT INC

IHENT INC

wl. |=]. |=|E].

100 SERVICES LLC

/A TECH SOLUTIONS LLC

5 PROSPERITY LLC

WARE INC

DCARELIM INC

OCERA COMMUNICATIONS G

H/IP SYSTEMTS LLC D/R/A ARDGHIA

/AAB] INNOVATION US NG

ABTEC RANWAY ELECTRONICS INC

FABTEC U5 RAN INC

AL MART ASSOCIATES INC

/AL-MART ASSOCIATES INC

PARNLE BRCS ENTERTAMMENT INC

ASABI TECHROLOGILS LLC

PATERS TECHS CORP DBA WATERS CORP

AVE SOLUTIONS INC

33

BILENT TECHNOLOGY INC

ILL CORNELL MEDICAL COLLEGL

LUNGTON MANAGEMENT COMPANY LLP

LLS FARGE) BANK NA

RNER ENTERPRISES C

ST BEND MUTUAL INSURARCE COMPANY

ST PHARMACEUTICAL SERVICES NC

STERN ASSET MANAGEMENT

STERN DIGITAL TECHWOLDGES INC

STERN UNION BUSINESS SOLUTIONS U

STERN UNION LLC

STERNACHER & PARTNER CONS INC
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STERMACHER & PARTMER CONSULTING INC 3 -
X HEALTH INC 5
YERMAEUSER NR CO 1 -
ATSAPP LLT - 4 1
ERLCWARL LLC 1 - -
IALPOCK CORPORATION [ F] -
ITE COLLAR TECHROLOGIES ING - 1
ITRIDGE ASSOCIATES INC B F] -
COP IHC . T
DAN ENERGY SOLUTIONS 1 -
LAMS SONOMA INC - 7
ER TECHNOUDGIES INC 1 .
OMART LLC 1
ISAILLT 1 1
X SOLUTIONS INC 1
RUST FINANCIAL CORPORATION 1 -
O URITED 1 1
GOM IIGTECH 5
E0OM INFOTECH LTD
E5E EQUATION SOLUTIONS INC -
SEPLE -
SSEN T INC - 1 -
e - 1
IZARD SERVICES INC 4
CORPORATE SERVICES INC . 1
OUFSPEED INC 1
OLTERS KLUWER & D US LP L] 2 L]
OLTERS KLUWER UNITED STATES NC 5 7
CODRUFF SAWYER & OO B
CREBOARD B 1 -
CREDAT INC 1 FF] 1
CRELLANA LLC - -
ORLD DATA SOLUTIONS INC D/B/A RE - 1 -
ORLD FUEL SERVICES CORPORATION - 2
'ORLD FUEL SERVICES INC 1 -
LD WIDE TECHNDLOGY HOLDING CO LLC D/8/A WOR| - T
ORLDUINE SMIB LS INC -
OFLD-LINK COMMUNICATIONS INC -
T STATE UNIWVERSITY -
INTERNATIONAL INC -
ORE BC - 1
UHAM VACATION CWNERSHIP INC B F] -
CTLY CORPORATION - 1
D N - - 1
[XAVIENT DIGITAL LLE 11 9 4
[NCELTRAIT INC 1 -
pravirec inC -
[T SOLUTIONS INC 1
XL GLOBAL SERVICES INC 1 L]
XL REINSURANCE AMERICA INC 2 L
1
T - -
[ ) 18
- ¥
- 4 -
1 2
- 1
3
1 .
N 4
5 f -
- 1
©
f -
- 1
- : 7
1 3 1
1 .
1 1
. 2
T -
- E 1
PPOS COM LT 3 - 1
BRA TLCHNOLOGIES CORPORATION - 5 3
FRINC - -
NARATE INC 1 -
RIMAK MEDLA INC -
ITH ELECTRONICS LLC ] 1
RITH INFOTEK LLC - 1
NSAR TECHNOLOGIES INC 4 & 1
IFF DAVIS LLC .
ILLION TECHNOLOGIES INC . 10
ILLOW INC 21 3 1.
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SOLUTIONS INC

CRNGLOGIES INC

7 ELEVEN INC

810D LIC

[ABACLS SERVICE CORPORATION

[ABB INC

IACADENY (1D D/B/A ACADEMY SPORTS OUTDOORS.

ACADEMY L1D OBA ACADEWY SPORTS OUT

ACCION LABS 15 INC.

ACE HEALTHCARE RESOUACES LLC

S
B
®

RA TECHNDLOGIES 1L

ACTIONIQING

WiE

'CG GROUP WA ] MODIS NC.

bl

A
I
Al
[ADISYS CORPORATION
&
I

P TECHNOLOGY SERVICES INC.

DROIT SOF IWARE INC

DS ALLIANCE DATA SYSTEMS INC

[P0 1 [ 1% O 1%

VANCED MANAGEMENT TECHNOLOGY INC

VENT SOFTWARE INC

|l f ol

VIS NORTH AMERICA INC

A
A
|ADVANSOFT INTERNATIGNAL INC
B
A
A

TERPAY US INC

AGATE SOFTWARE INC

AGE OF LEARNING INC

AIG EMPLOVEE SERVICES INC

[AIG TECHNOLOGIES INC

ARPOINT DIGITAL LP.

AIR PRODUCTS & CHEMICALS INC

AIRBNB INC

AIRGAS USA L

AIRUNE TARIFF PUBLISHING COMPANY.

(AMIAL TECHNOLOGIES INC.

(TANA INC

EXION PRARMACEUTICALS INC

TBABA GROP U 5 ING

TBATALLC

TIMETRIK CORP

TIOSTAR NETWORKS INC

AZON COM SERVICES INC

WAZON COM SERVICES LLC

FAZON DEVELOPMENT CENTER US INC.

AZON WEB SERVICES INC

AZON.COM SERVICES 1LC

ABIG MICRO INC

ERICAN AIRUNES INC

ERICAN RANKERS INSURANCE COMPANY.

ERICAN EXPRESS TRAVEL RELAFED

IEE R EEEEEEEEEE

HERICAN FANHLY MUTUAL INSUR C

AVERICAN FANILY MUTUAL INSURANC

AVERICAN GENERAL LIFE INSURANC]

o

MPANY

AMERICAN HOME SHIELD CORPORATIO!

AMERICAN INSTITUTES FOR RESEARC

AIGERICAN PSYCHOLOGICAL ASSOCIATION

AMERICAT TIRE DISTRIBUTORS INC

| AMERISOURCEBERGEN CORPORATION

| rsdifralromofro
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NINC 1 ]
WC 1 -
T 5
T 5
3 1
1
1
- H
5 - T
5 f 5
- T
. - 1
T F] -
1 .
5 [
- H
5 f -
- H
. 1
. - A
3 3 -
1
- g 1
- 1
- 3 5
5 1 5
- 1
5 3 5
- 1
) -
- T
. - 1
- B -
1
1 1
- 3
5 B 5
T -
1
BAPTIST WEALTH SOUITH FLORION INC - H
BARELAYS RANK CELAWARE - F] -
BARCLAYS SERVICES CORP H - -
BARCLAYS SERVICES LLC 3 ]
[BATTELLE MEMORIAL MSTITUTE - F .
BALISCH HEALTH LS LLC - F .
BAXTER HEALTHCARE CORPORATION - f
BAYONE SCLUTIONS INC 3
(BEACON ILL STATFING GROUP [LT - ] .
BELK INC 3 1 .
[BERKSHIRE GREY INC 7 - .
BETTER HDLDCO BT - 1 .
[BGC PARTHERS INC 1
BIG LOTS STORES INC - 1
BILLCOM B -
BILL ME LATER INC - 3 -
BIOGEN WG 3 F] -
BIRLASOFT COMPUTLR CORPORATION 1 F] 3
BIRLASOIT CONSLILTING INC - - i
BIRLASOIT SOLUTIONS INC F T
IS WHOLESALE CLUB INC - 1 -
BLEND LAES NC - ] n
BLOCK IhC - - 0
BLOCKFI INC 1 1
BLUE TONDER INC 1
BLUECLOWD SERVICES INC - H
BLUME GLOBAL - 1
BLUWARE INC - -
BMC SOFTWARL INC - -
[BOBCAD CAN C. -
BOEING COMPANY D 5
BODING DIGITAL SOLUTIONS INC D/B/A : :
[BOEING DWGITAL SOLUTIONS INC DBA 1 D .
BOLT FINANCIAL INC 1 - .
[BOOZ ALLEN HAMRTON INC 1 .
[BORN GROUP INC . 1
[BOSTON HARBOR CONSLILTING LT 1 g
BRANCH METRICS INC - 1
[BRANDON CONSULTING ASSOCIATES INC - 1
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]
- 1
- 1
T -
1 5
1
F
7
1 5
5 - 3
5 f -
T -
- T
T g -
1 3
. 3
T g -
CARDONE INDUSTRIES INC ]
[CAREFIRST OF MARYLAND INC DBA CARE 3 .
MARK LT g
T
3 . 5
- 1 -
3 0 3
CATALINA NARKETING TECH SOLNE INC - T
CAVALIER WORKFORCE INC - 1
CBRE INC 1 .
SIS NC DBA COUNTRY FRRANCIAL - 1
7 5
O LT - 1
JCINTIRFILLD MLDLA HOLDING COMPANY 1 -
INTIZEN APPS INC 2
ENTRAPHISE CORP - 3
TECHNOLOGIES AND SOLUTIONS INC - 1
[CHAGS REALTH INFORMATION TECH LLC T 0
HAINALYSIS INC - - T
HARTER COMMUNICATIONS INC 7 F] 8
g 1]
1
5 1 5
10 2 H
5 H
s 1
7 . 5
T .
. - F]
JemusTECH NG ] T 8
ITIZENS FINANCIAL GROUP INC 1z 7 3
1T MATIGHAL BANK B F 5
CITY OF ROPE NATIONAL MEDICAL CTR 1 -
ARIFAL IR . 1
LASSLINK INC 1 - .
LEARNOTION I 1 .
LIENTSERVER TECH SOLUTIONS LLC 1
LIENTSERVER TECHNOLOGY SOLUTIONS LT - 1
LOUDERA INC - 3 -
LOUDFLARE INC - 1 -
LOUDIAN HE - 3 -
LOUDMOYO NC : 1
— T A : ‘
LOVER METWERE INC 1 - -
| ST ]
|CNET GLOBAL SOLUTIONS INC - 1 -
1 F]
1 -
7
- 1
5
1 B 1
- f 5
7 - -
® ] i
D F 1
. 1
H g
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CONDUENT BUSINESS SERVICES LLC

INDUENT COMMERCIAL SOLUTIONS LLC

NDUENT HR SERVICES LLC.

NDUENT HUMAN RESOURCE SWCS LLC

ONDUENT STATE & LOCAL SOLUTIONS |

ONDUENT STATE & LOCAL SOLUTIONS INC

CONDUENT STATE HEALTHCARE LLC

ONDUENT TRANSPORT SOLUTIONS INC

5] ]

ONSTANT CONTALT INC

DNSLIMERINFO COM INC

COPPLR CRM INC

CORNERSTORE ONDEMAND INC

CORPORATE EMPLOTMENT RESOURCES NC

OSTAR REALTY INFORMATION 1HC

DSTCO WHOLESALE CORPORATION

DTIITT G

DURSEDOG INC

OVERANT MEDICAL CENTER

COVOTE LOGISTICS LT

RADLEPOINT INC

|CREDIT KARMA LLC

JCREDIT SUISSE SERVICES USA LLC

[DEPOSITORY THLIST CLLARING CORPORATION

CETROI DIESEL CORPORATION

DAGITALBYTES INC

RECT SUPPLY INC

[DESCOVERDRG DATA LLC DBA ZO0MINFG

[DESH NETWORK LLC

[DESNET WORLOWIDE SERVICES INC

[DOCUSIGH INC

[DOMIND DATA LAB INC

DOMINDS PIZZA IHC

[DODRDASH T

DOV IONES AND COMPANY

DCW IONES AND COMPANY INC

DRAFTEINGS INC

1T PROFESSIONALS CORP

E20PEN LLC

LASI LLE

LBATES PLRF METNG INC DEA RAXUTEN

ERAY INC

ERSCO PUBLISHING DRA EBSCO INFO 5§

EEY BROWH COMPANY LLC

ECLINICALWORKS LLC

[ECOM CONSULTING INC

EDELMAN FINANCIAL ENGINES LLC

wirle] . foE] =] ]

EDGEWELL PERSOMAL CARE LLC

EDIFY TECHNOLOGIES INC

EDUCATIONAL TESTING SERVICE
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[EGNYTE T

[EGROVE SYSTEMS CORPORATION

[ELAGTIC COMPLUTING SOLUTIONS INC

EPAM SYSTEMS INC

JEPCOT TECHNOLOGIES INC

|EPIC CREATIONS INC

EPITLC INC

ECUINGK HOUDINGS INC

ERICSSON INGC

ERNST YOUNG U5 LLP

[ESCREEN INC AN ABBOTT LABORATORIES COMPANT

ESENTIRE AMERICA INC

[ESTECH SYSTEMS INC

[ESTECD NORTH AMERICA INC

[ETHOS TECHNDLOGIES INC

[EURERA INFOTECH INC
EVEl

RSIDE HEALTH LLC

[EVOLENT WEALTH LLC

[EXLSERVICE TECHNOLOGY SOLUTIONS LLC

LXPLRFY RC

EXPERLAN INFORMATION SOLUTIONS INC

[EXPERIAN SERVICES CORPORATION

[FACTOR SYSTEMS INC DBA BILLTRLIST

FALLON COMMUNITY HEALTH PLAN INC [

FANATICS BLTAL GR FULFRAMENT LLC

[FARADAYEFUTLIRE INC

FARMER 5 BUSINESS NETWORK INC

[FAST SWITCH GREAT LAKES LLC

[FAST SWITCH LTD

wlef =] ] [B] e]-

FIRST REPUBLIC BANK

FIS WANAGEMENT SERVICES LLC

FIVED INC

FUPBORRD INC

FLORIOA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY

FLUIDIGA CORPORATION

FAC TECHNOUOGIES INC

FOCLIS IT

FOOT LOCKER CORFORATE SERVICES INC

FORD MOTOR COMPANT

FORTIVE CORPORATION

[FOX TECHNOLOGY CENTER LLC

[FRANKLIN ELECTRIC CO 1NC

FREEDOM MORTGAGE CORPORATION

FLINTSL AMERICA INC

FUNGIBLE INC

LILEQ FINANCIAL TECHNOLOGIES LLE

RMIN INTERNATIONAL INC

& ADVANCED TECHNOLOGIES LLC

NENTECH INC

NLRAC POWILR STSTEMS INC

NERAL CHRAR COMPANY INC

NERAL DYNAMICS INFGRMATION TECHROADGY 1N

NERAL MOTORS COMPANY

NIES INC

*OSMTHKLINE LLC
JBAL IT INC

-

WIRELESS SOLUTIONS INC

CVT EMPLOYEES INSURANCE CO GLICO

H TECHNOLOGY LLE

PHCORE INC

ROUPON INC

AUEHUE ROLDINGS INC

ARDANT HEALTH INC

IDEHOUSE INC

IDEWIRE SOFTWARE INC

HALLIBURTON ENERGY SERVICES INC

[HARMAN BECKER AUTOMOTIVE 575 INC
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INGRAM MICRE) INC H - -
INRCATIUN BNC 1 5 -
IHHOWATTS INC - - T
IRCVALON N T -
INSPIRE ENERGY HOLDINGS LLC -
INTEGRATED FIN ANALYSTS LTD DB 1N : :
INTEGRATED MERCHANDISING SOLUTIGNS T - -
IHTEGRATICN APPLIANCE INC DEA INTAP INC - T -
IHTEL AMERICAS INC B T
INTELLISWIFT SOFTWARE INC 2
IWTELSAT Us Lic 3 -
IWTELYCARE NC 7 -
IWTERIOR LOGIC GROUP DBA ITERIOR SPECIALISTS - T
WL COMPUTER SCIENCE INSTITUTE T - -
INTUITIVE SURGICAL CPERATIONS INC - 3 H
INVASTSTEMS INC - - H
IHVITAE CORPORATION 7 i B
IPS0FT INCORPORATED. - 1 -
VA INC 3 T
IRHFTHM TECHROLDGIES INC . T
T s
2
T -
1 -
- T
T - T
T 5
- 1
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JLACTK GROUP LLC.

LANCE GLOBAL SYSTEMS INC

[LANDIMARK M0 LLC

[LARSEN AND TOUBAO INFOTECH LIMITED

LATCH SYSTERTS IHC

[LATTICE ENGINES INC

[LAZARD FRERES €O LLC

LEARNINGMATE SOLUTIONS INC

LEGALTO0N! COM 1HC

[LENNOX INTERNATIONAL INC

LEFRING FODDS COMPANT

LEV STRAUISS & CO

UFELENS TECHROLOGIS LLE.

UILL TECHNOLOGY LLE

LIRCOLN MATIONAL CORPORATION

LIKKEDIN CORPORATION

LD INC

LOCLIS ROBOTICS CORP

LONE WOLF REAL ESTATE TECHNOLOGIES.

LOOKOUT INC

LOWLS COMPANILS INC

LIMINAR TECHNOLOGIES INC

LYiT INC

MUAKA FINANCE CORP

|MERCER US INC

|MERCHANTS ALITOMOTIVE GR INC DBA ME

MICHAEL KORS LISA INC

ROCHIP TECHNOLDGY INC

ROENCEL INC

ROMUAN INC 0B/ EMPOWERID:

RON TECHNOLOGY INC
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MICROSOFT CORPORATION

a1

[MICROSTRATEGY INCORPORATED:

[MIDTRONICS MC

[MUTUAL OF OMAHA INSURANCE COMPARY

[MVF CONSULTING FLUS BNC

MX TECHNOLOGIES INC

M GO CONSULTING INC

HABCRS CORPORATE SERVICES INC

AN INFE INC

HATERA INC

[HATIONAL IS TRUMENTS CORPORATION.

[HATIONAL DI'WELL VARCO L P

[HATIONSTAR MORTGAGE LLC

AT INC

B CONSULTANTS IHC

B VENTURES INC DBA GEF-

HCH MGAT STSTEMS INC DBA NEW CENTU

RUIGHBORHOOD HEALTH PLAN OF RHODL ISLAND

HELNET BUSINESS SOLUTIONS INC

[NESS LISA INC

[RETBAAIN TECHNDLDGIES INC

[RETFLEE INC

REUDESIC LLC

[ELISTAR INFORMATION SERVICES.

[REW YORE TIMES COMPANY

[REWMARKET SERVICES CORPORATION

RESOLY INC

NEXTEER ALTOMOTIVE

CORPORA
REXTLRA ENERGY MARKLTING LLC

RLXTLRA LNERGY RESOURLLS LLC

WG CAPTTAL INC DA APEX IT

HUAGARA BOTTLING LLC

RIANTIC INC

[IDEC MOBILITY AMERICA CORPORATION

[HINFO SYSTENTS INC

IO USA INC

O OF AMIRICA CORPORATION

[RORDSTROM INC

[HORTH AMERICAN UGHTING T

[HORTH AMERICAN SANINGS BANK F 5 8

NS INTERNATIONAL LTD

NTOPOLOGY INC

[HTT AMERICA SOLUTIONS INC

NTT MANAGED SERVICES AMERICAS LLC

[HUANEA INC

U FSAID INC

UG INC

HUTANE IR

OPENLOGIX CORPORATION

OPUS CONSULTING SOLUTIONS INC

CIRDR INC

DRIGAMI AISE LLC

DSCEOLA STAFFING HOLDINGS LLC DBA

DVERSTOCK COM INC

[OVWLET BABY CARE INC

[PACIFIC BIOSCIENCES OF CALIFORNIA

[FACIFIC COAST COMPANIES INC

[PALAYE KAR COMPANIES INC DBA PALWAR
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|RADY CHILDRESS HOSPITAL SAN DIEGO - T
R SERVICES COMPANY 3 -
RAINDLRAY INC 1 -
RAKLITEN LISA INC - x
RANDSTAD TECHNOLOGHES LLC [1] 138 ¥4
RCG GLOBAL SERVICES INC - -
REDDIT INC - 1
REDFi CORPORATION f -
REDMANE TECHNOLOGY LT - 1 .
[REIAR EMPLOYEE SERVICES LLC -
REL SYSTEMS INC El
RELAY DELVERY INC - T
REMOTE TIGER INC T -
RENT A CENTER INC - 1
RLFLY INC - z
RLSOURCESYS INC - ] -
RESPIRONICS INC A PHILIPS OWNED CO - 1 -
REV COM - - T
B 5YSTENS DA EXTRON ELECTRONICS. 3 1 )
P SOFT INC T
RIBBON HEALTH IC - E]
RIOT GAMIES INC - 5
RIPPLE LABS INC z
RISK MANAGEMENT SOLUTIONS INC - T
[RIVERBED TECHNDLOGY INC - 2
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[RIVERBED TECHNOLDGY LLC

[RIVERSTONE RESOURCES LLC

[RIVIAN ALITOMOTIVE LLC

[ROCKWELL COLLING BNC DBA COLLING &

ROKU INC

ROOFSTOCK INC

ROUNDPOINT MORTGAGE SERVICING CORP

ROUTEONE LLC

RUBRIK INC.

[RUISSELL INVESTMENTS GROUY LLC

[FYDER SYSTEM! INC

BRE GLAL INC
OFT INC

GEZZA WNC
POINT TECHNOLOGIES INC

G5 COM LLC

S CIRECT LAC DA HBC DKMTAL

5 OFF 5TH LLC

SFORLE COM INC

Bfw|=].

SFORLE INC

SUNG ELECTRONICS AMERICA INC

(OF1 U5 SERVICES INC

SOLUTIONS IKC

GR INC DBA LEVELUP

T
ECURITY BENEFIT CORPORATION

EGRID CORPORATION

1 INVESTMENTS COMPANY

MICONDUCTOR COMPONINTS INDUSTRR

NSLBRAIN TECHNOLOGY LIMITED LLE

NTINEL LABS INC

GMA CONNECTIVITY NG

IMFLLR POSTAGE MG DA EASYPOST

RILIS XM AT INC

STAR MORTGAGE

TA IKFORMATICN NETWORKING COMPUT

K TECHNOLODGIES INC

LARC INC.

RTBARGAINS INC

ATFORESGHT LLC DRA FORESKHT &

AGSIST LLC

ULE INC

OWFLAKE INC

OCIAL FINANCE INC

OCIAL SOLUTIONS GLOBAL INC

DCURE HC

OIFT LABS NA INC

OFTNET CONSULTING INC

CUVING 1T INTERNATIONAL INC

ONOS INC

OINY INTERACTIVE ENTERTAINMENT LLE

ONY HEW MEDUA SOLUTIONS INC

ONY FICTURES ENTERTAIRMENT INC

ONY FICTURES TELEVISION INC

00 LINE RAILROAD COMPANY

OPHOS INC

OTHEBYS INC

OUTHERN CALFORNLA EDIS0N

OWOS COMPLIANCE LLC
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TARR INSLIRANCE HOLDINGS INC g 1
TERLING 5 INC 3 3 -
TEVEN DOUGLAS ASSOCIATES LLC - . 7
TITCH FCING. - [
TONLEAGLE F&1 INC - -

TRATLGIC STAFFING SOLUTIONS LT ] [l

TRIKE EXCHANGE LLC DBA STRIKE SOC - -

TRIPE ING

TUBHUS INC -

TYLESEAT INC 1 D
INATOMO MATSUI BARDNG CORP H . .
INSOFT SERVICES INC 1 1 -
FER TECH CONSULTING LLC D/B/A SH - . 1
SGUEHANNA INTERNATIONAL GR LLP - 3 -
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TERSTSTIMS INC D f 7

TELADOC HEALTH INC ] - -

TELECOMMIUNICATION STSTEMS INC DHA 1 -
LEDATA COMMURICATIONS INC 1 -

MPUS LABS INC - F g

ESLA INC 1 -

TEVA PHASMACELITICALS LISA INC : 2 -
X 10T 1 - .
KTHOW INC 1 3
ALES AVIONICS INC . 3 D

5 DI USh INC - 1
E BOEING COMPANY 1 .
E BOSTON CONSULTING GROUP INC - : 1

THE CHAMBERLAIN GROUF INC - 3 -

THE CHILDREN 5 MERCY HOSFITAL 4 - 5

[THE CLIMATE CORPORATION - 2 -

[THE HUNTINGTON NATHINAL BANE - - ]

- 1 -
E MARRATIV COMPANY INC D - T
E NATURE CONSERVANCY. - 1 0
E NEW FORK TINES COMPANY - 3
E MIELSEN COMPANT U5 LT - -

E REINALT THOMAS CORF DBA DISCOU 1
E ROCKPORT COMPANY LLC .

THE SPIERE SSTITUTE - 1 -

THE TILE SHOF B - 3
E UNIVERSITY OF EANSAS - 1

THE VIS PLATFORM IWC - - F

1 -

- - 3

- 1

T - -

- 1 D

T .

. 1

. 1

|TRADEWES MARKETS LLC 1 B
|TRADSHG TECHNOLOGIES INTL e F]
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IBES MEDSA LLC 1
NT TECHNOLOGIES LLC 1
RGN PULSE INC - ¥
R INC 1 - -
TECHNCLOGY & GPERATIONS LLE T 7 3
54 U 5 A INC 3 -
THONWORKS OF AMERICA INC - - 1
VAR INC z 3 3 1
CLESWAGLN GRGUP OF AMERICA TNC T 3 -
0N TECHNOLOGIES INC - 1
CHIARE INFOTECH INC 5
OPTA INCORPORATED 1
POTA INC - 1
FAL MART ASSOCIATES INC 1 . 4
FALEERHEALTHCAREIT LLC - 2 -
FALTER ASSOC INC DBA LATITUDE = 1
FASHINGTON UNIVERSITY IN 5T LOUIS = 1 -
AVE SOLUTIONS . - -
AVICLE DATA SOLUTIONS 11 F T
FAY COM INC - -
FAYFAIR LLC 2 -
FAYHEYS BT 1 -
WORE MANAGEMENT LLC - - 1
WE GRID INC - 1
BAMID LLC 2
ILL CORNELL MEDSCAL COLLEGE 2
NS CONSULTING LLC = 1 -
STERN DIGITAL TECHROLOGES INC k] 1 1
STERN GOVERNORS UNIVERSITY
STERN UNION LLC
STUAKL CHIMICAL CORFORATIGN -
N i -
IRLPOGL CORPORATION L T
ILZTER CORP - 1
OLE FOODS MARKET SERVICES INC - - 1
FRO LIMITED 19 3 12 )
'OLFRAM RESEARCH BNC 3 1
OLTERS KLUWER UNITED STATES INC 1 1
ORLD FUEL SERVICES CORFORATION 1
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[YASME SOFT INC

3

- 3

YEXT NG , , )
73 TECHNOLOGIES INC 1 1

[ZALONT NG N

ADOBE INC
ADVANCED BIONICS 11.C
ADVANCED MICRO DEVICES INC
A{CON RESEARCH L1C

ALCON RESEARCH 110
ALPHATEC SPINE INC

03
1
ABBVIE BIORESEARCH CENTER T - »
1
1
T
1

ALTERVX INC 1
AMAZON COM SERVICES LG 1 B F]
AVERICAN GENERAL LIFE [NSURANCE COMPARY - - q
ANERICAN TOWER CORPORATION

>
=z

glg

Sz

~eolrfn

APPLIED MATERIALS INC
ARCADIS U S INC

ARRIS COMPOSITES INC - : 1
|ASTRAZENE CA PHARMACEUTICALS L 7 - -
ATHENAHEALTH INC - - 1
[ATIEVA USA ING DBA LUCID MOTORS US
AUDIOCODES INC 1 -
AU CORPORATION AMERICA. , B
ALRTS HEALTH INC B -
AUTOMOTIVE ROBOTICS TG 1 1
AVNET INC - -
BALBIX INC - 1 -

[BLENTECH CORPORATION B E
[BLUEBIRD 810 INC N N T

N S HOSPITAL - T
68 COMPANY. -
BROADCON CORPORATION - 1
BYRNE METALS CORP. , N
CADENCE DESIGN SYSTERS INC : 3 N
[CALIFORNIA INSTITUTE OF YECHNOLOGY N 3 »
CANIN ASSOCIATES INC T
CARNEGIE MELLON UNIVERSITY. B
B STORAGE TANK SOLUTIONS (1€ - -

ENTER FOR ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENT B
EPHED

CISCO SYSTEMS INC. -
CIOUDERA INC N
COFE PRESS EQUIPMENT CORPORATION N
COLORADO SCHOOL OF MINES »
COMAR LiC - -
COMMSCOPE TECHNOLOGIES LLC B ,
[CONSTART CONTACT INC - 1
COSMOS GRANITE AND MARBLE B
COViDiEN 1P T ,
CRESTRON ELECTRONICS INC N B
CROSSCHX HiC DBA OLIVE
CRUISE LLC 1
DELPHINUS MEDICAL TECHNOLOGIES INC.

[DOCUSIGN INC 1 -
|DOORDASH INC - 1
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D% REDDYS LABORATORIES INC

DR GLIIP INC

[DAICK CREEE TECHNOLOGIES LT

[EHEALTHINSUIRANCE SERVICES INC

LNERGY ASPLCTS CORP

ENVIRONMENTAL RESCURCES MANAGEMENT

ERNST YOUNG U5 LLP

FSHOCAN LI

1L
EXLSERVICE COM LLC

[FACEBOGR INC

[FARMER 5 BUSINESS NETWORK INC

FLUIDIGA CORPORATION

FRESENILTS USA INC A FRLSENILS MEDI

FULL CYCLE BIOPLASTICS INC

TES CORPORATION

NEWTECH INC

DSTNTEC CONSULTANTS INC

HERMES MICROVIZION INC

HERAERD BUILDERS INCORDRATID

HGST INC

HIKMA PHARMACEUTICALS USA INC

[HILMAR CHEESE COMPANY INC

[HITACHI SOLUTIONS AMERICA LTD HSAL

[HOME DEPOT STORE SUPPORT INC

HUGHES NETWIORE SYSTENS LLC

U MEDICAL INC

ILLUMINA INC

IRDUSTRIAL SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION

INFOTREE SERVICE INC

INTEL AMERICAS INC

INTEL CORPORATION

IVITAE CORPORATION

LINIPER NETWORKS INC

UINIPER NETWORKS LIS INC

KRR WYLE SLRVICLS LLC

IMBERLY CLARK CORPORATION

LA CORPORATION

EMA CONSULTING ENGINEERS INC

KORE A1INC

LT TECHNOLOGY SERVICES LTD

[LAM RESEARCH CORPORATION

wlaf=].

LAND K3 LLC

LATCH SYSTEMS INC

LEARCOR LLC

LEAR CORPORATION

U5 IRC

LOVEVER INC

LS SOLUTIONS INC

-

57 TECHNOLOGIES e

LLACID LISA e

LUMINUS INC

LUTRON ELLCTRONICS CO INC

LUTRON KETRA LLC

(0

MARQUARDIT SWITCHES INC

MASIMG CORFORATION

AN INTEGRATED PRODUCTS INC

IMEDIMPALT HEALTHCARE SYSTEMS INC

|MEDTRONIC INC
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RANGE WATER § SEWER AUTHORITY OWA - 1
VERSTOCK COM INC 1
AL CORPORATION ) , 5
ALG ALTO RESEARCH CENTER INC - , T
ARTICULATE SOLID RESEARCH INC P : )
HILIPS NORTH AMERICA LC - 1 2
OLAR IT SERVICES INC - 1 -
RINCEYON CONSULTING 1LC B , 1
RIVACERA INC , T -
ROTERRA INC - T
URDUE UNIVERSITY B 1
URE STORAGE ING B 1
GUANTUMSCAPE BATTERY INC . B T
QUIDEL CORP - , T
RANBUS INC T 7
RECOR MEDICAL INC - 1
ROCHE SEQUENCING SOLUTIONS INC 1 -
ROGSTIEY INC - - 2
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5 - )
- El
1
7
- 2
B N )
B B 1
El =
T fl ‘
7 T
1 T ”
N - 3
- - 1
- 1
T T 5
- T T
, T - 1
- - 2 2
- i 1
El
, T
T 3
1 . N
- 1
- - 1
TRILOGY INTERNATIONAL - 1
ITRIMBLE INC ) - B
TUSIMPLE INC 2 - 1
UNICON PHARMA INC 1 2 1
UNTEDVASTERS INC 1
UNIVERSITY OF COLORADG DENVER 7 ,
, T z
T B
1 . B
VERITIV OPERATING COMPANY - - 1
VIAVESOLUTIONS 1HC - E)
VICARIOUS FPC INC T 5
VIRGINIA POLYTECHNIC INSTITUTE & STATE UNIVERSTTY ] - : 1
VRWARE INC q N
WAL MART ASSOCIATES INC 1 T
1
1
3
REBVIE BIOTHERAPEUTICS INC N N El
(RBEVIE INC B N 7 ]
ABERCROMBIE & FITCH MANAGEMENT CO 1 T
ACCO BRANDS USALLC. - 2 2
ADDEPAR INC 1 El
[ADP TAX SERVICES INC B . E] E)
A5 TECHNOLOGY SERVICES INC 8 B 3 El
[ADVANCED MICRO DEVICES INC T T
[AFFIRM INC - 2 - 2
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ATLASSIAN INC - 1
AVALARA NC. T g
[TA COATING STSTEMS LLC - T
IOMA N - 1
RIAINC. ]
BEIGENE USA INC - 1
[BENEFITFOCUS.COM INC - 1 -
BEST BUY €O INC - 2
BEYONDSOFT CONSULTING INC ] :
BIIMARIN PHARMACEUTICAL 1
BLACKEAUD INC . 1
BLEND LAES NG 1 g
BLUE NILE INC -
BLUE SHIELD OF CALIFORRIA 7 .
BLUESHIFT LABS INC - 7
[BOULEVARD LABS T - 1 -
BRANCHFOOD LLC - 1
BRIGHTINSIGHT I - 1 -
: : 1
3 ALING - 2 -
COM INC - 1 -
e - 1 o
JCASTLGHT HEALTH INC - T
JcBRE INC - . 1
FLLCO PARTHERSHIF DBA VERIZON 1
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CHARLES SCHWAB & COMPANY INC - 1
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HEALTH INTELUIGENCE COMPANY LLC - -
HERE HORTH AMERICA LLC 1
HEWLETT PACKARD [NTERPRISE COMPANT - B
HITACHI VANTARA LT T 3
HOMESITE GROUP INC 1 3
[HOME TWELL INTERNATIONAL INC - 5
[HSBL BANK USA NA N
iBM CORPORATION [} 3
IDEXX LABORATORIES INC H
INFINERA CORPORATION 1
INFINITE COMPLITER SOLUTIONS INC z
INMAR SUFFLY CHAIN SOLUTIONS LLC - 1
INOVALON INC - -
INTEL CORPORATION - 1
INTEPROS INCORPORAT LD D/IVA INTEPR 1 5
INTONE METWORKS INC DBA INTONE - 3
N T
T 5
1
B 1
- H
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- E
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1 5
N 7
B 1
i) 7
3 z
T B
T 5
- 1
7 N
N T
1 N
1
1
HATIONAL UNICN HIRL INSURANCE CO - =
HATURES BOUNTY CO 1 -
b VENTURES INC DRA GEP - H
RERDWALLET INC - 1
[RETFLEE INC 1
HETGEAR INC - N
[HEW JERSEY INNOVATION INSTITUITE 1
[HEW YORX INSTITUTE OF TECHROLOGT z
REXTDOOR INC - E
[HORDSTROM INC 4 -
[HORTONLIFELOCE INC - 3
HEVARTIS PHARMACEUTICALS CORP -
RUTANEL IRC -
CATH HOLDINGS INC
OPTUM SERVICES INC -
DTSLIA AMERICA PHARMACEUTICAL INC - 5
DUTREACH CORPORATION - 1
DVERSTOCK COM INC 4 -
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[PELOTON INTERACTIVE INC

PENTAGON FEDERAL CREDIT UNION

PHARMACEUTICAL RESEARCH ASSOCIATES INC

PLAID INC.

POCKET GEMS INC

RICETRACE LLC DBA DEALMOON

RICEWATERHOUSECGOPERS ADVISORY SE

RIMER TECHNOLOGIES INC

ROCORE TECHNOLOGIES INC

URE STORAGE 1IC

FYVC ADVISORY SERVICES L1C

QUINNGY INC

RADIX TRADING LLC

REC CAPITAL MARKETS LG
RCG GLOBAL SERVICES ING

REGENERON PHARMACEUTICALS INC

SAFEWAY INC

ALESFORCE COM INC

ANSARA NETWORKS INC

AMSUNG ELECTRONICS AMERICA INC

G AMERICAS SECURTTIES LT

HUTTERFLY LLC

JOSTROM SONS INC

T
SKiZ INC

SKYDIO INC

SNIARSH INC
SODECIA AUTOMOTIVE AUBURN INC

PELLMAN HIGH VOLTAGE £LECS CORP

PRINGWORKS THERAPEUTICS OPERATING

SQUUARE TRADE INC

TRATEOS TNC

STRIPE INC
STRONG ARM TECHNOLOGIES INC
C

[UBER FREIGHT US LLC

UBER TECHNOLOGIES INC
[UNITED HEALTHCARE SERVICES INC

o fonfiafusdie

UNIVERSAL MCCANN WORLDWIDE INC

UPWORK INC

VARIAN MEDICAL SYSTEMS INC

VERIZON DATA SERVICES LLC

VIEW NG

VISTEON CORPORATIGIN

e

[WIPRO LIRATTED.

[VASHCO SYSTEMS INC

YORK INTERNATIONAL CORPORATION

ZEALTH INC DBA NOTABLE HEALTH

ZEBRA TECHNOLOGIES CORPORATION

ZHIOW INC

Z0OM VIOEO COMMUNICATIONS ING.
78 ASSOTIATES INC
e

A INC
OTHER OCCUPATIONS N ART 1

drofra i |

MICROSOFT CORPORATION
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[COHERUS BIOSCIENCES

JANAPLAN INC

[ASTRAZENECA PHARMACEUTICALS LP

RASF CORPORATION
RIOGEN iNC

TBLUEBIRD BIO INC

B{UEPRING MEDICINES CORPORATION.

NUTRITION INC

IGENENTECH INC

HCAHN SCHOOL, OF MEDICINE AT MOUNT.

VMUCGR GT1 DIAGNGSTICS INC

EK CONSULTING LLC

OYOLA UNIV CHICAGD (AKE SHORE CAM

OVGLA UNIV NIED CTR

FASSACHUSET TS EYE & EAR INFIRMARY.

EISSA VACCINES INC

JERCK RESEARCH LABORATORIES MA LLC

LK SPECIALITIES COMPANY

THE | DAVID GLADSTONE INSTITUTES
THERMO FISHER SCIENTIFIC INC

HERATICS ANE
4C PUSIGHTS NG

84 51 1LC

AFEIRN INC

APPLIED MATERIALS INC

[ARCADIS U S INC

CARDINAL HEALTH INC

CHARTBODST INC

CITIZENS FINANCIAL GROUP INC

CODIAK BIOSCIENCES INC

COMPASS GROUP USA INC

DELOT TE COMSULTING (LP
ETHOS TECHNOLOGIES NG

COVANCE INC

[FALCON TRADING COMPANY INC

[IOHNSON MATTHEY PHARMACEUTICAL MAT

PMORGAN CHASE €O

VP e

[META PLATFORMS INC

MICROSOFT CORPORATION

NETSCOUT SYSTEMS TEXAS LEC

NOVELS INC

|FAREXEL INTERNATIONAL LLC

[PHOENIX ENERGY TECHNOLOGIES INC
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PINKERTON CONSUITING & INVESTIGAT] 5 T T T

ABBVIE US LLC - T
|ALBERT EINSTEIN COLLEGE OF MEDICIY i 2 -
ALNYUAN: US INC 2
| APCER LIFE SCIENCES INC - - T
IRSSOCIATED PRO RENABILITATION SERV. T - ) )
BECKNMAN RESEARCH INST GF THE CITY 1 - B 1
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Question#: | 13

Topic: | CHNV Program

Hearing: | Oversight of the Department of Homeland Security

Primary: | The Honorable Lindsey O. Graham

Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Question: Please provide detailed data for each of the following. For each, please specify the
answer for fiscal year 2019, fiscal year 2020, fiscal year 2021, fiscal year 2022, fiscal year 2023
(year to date if answering prior to September 30, 2023) and, if applicable, fiscal year 2024 year
to date.

Identify the total number of individuals who received a new grant of parole under § 212(d)(5)(A)
of the Immigration and Nationality Act [8 U.S.C. § 1182(d)(5)(5)].

Response: Requested data are provided in the tab labeled “Question #13 A (Supplemental data)”
of Attachment A,

Question: Of the individuals identified in subpart (a) above, identify how many of those
individuals were encountered by CBP at the southwest border prior to their grant of parole.

Response: Requested data are provided in the tab labeled “Question #13B” of Attachment A.
Question: Identify the total number of individuals who had their parole renewed or extended

beyond the time in their initial grant of parole.

Response: Requested data are provided in the tab labeled “Question #13C” of Attachment A.
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Attachment A, Question #13A

Individuals Granted Parole by CBP: October 1, 2018 - March 28, 2023

Fiscal Year Individuals Granted Parole
2019 40,165
USBP 125
OFO 40,040
OAW 0
U4t 0
CHNL 0
Other 40,040
2020 32,632
USBP 13
OFO 32,619
OAW 0
U4U 0
CHN1” 0
Other 32,619
2021 140,954
USBP 35,465
OFO 105,489
OAW 54,503
4 0
CHN1” 0
Other 50,986
2022 591,477
USBP 378,209
OFO 213,268
QAW 21,702
U4t 62,450
CHNT 0
Other 129,116
2023 578,743
USBP 294,865
OFO 283,878
OAW 11
U4U 59,158
CHN1” 70,760
Other 153,949
‘Total 1,383,971

Notes: Data as of May 4, 2023. Individuals are reported by fiscal year of first parole in the period. An
individual could have been paroled multiple times; this table reports the earliest instance of parole for the
time period. As some parole events are missing a unique identifier, this likely slightly overcounts the
number of individuals paroled. The parole date is the date parole granted for OFO paroles and date of
apprehension for USBP paroles. OFO paroles include individuals with a parole disposition as well as
individuals given a Notice to Appear and released with an 1-94. USBP paroles only include individuals with
a parole disposition. Paroles of Afghans for Operation Allies Welcome only counted if granted August 16,
2021 - October 18, 2022; paroles of Afghans outside of this range are counted in the "other” category.

Source: Office of Homeland Security Statistics analysis of CBP data.
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Attachment A, Question #13B

Individuals Encountered before Parole
1,557

696

556

806

104

3,779

Notes: Data as of May 4, 2023, Indiwiduals are reported by fiscal vear of first USBP encounter in the penod before their parole. An
diest instance of encounter for the time period.

individual could have been encountered multiple times; this table reports the
Data descnbe individuals encountered at the Southwest Border between October 1, 2018 and March 28, 2023 prior to their grant of
parole dunng the same time frame. As some parole events are missing a unique identifier, this likely slightly undercounts the
number of mdividuals encountered prior to being pamoled.

Source: Office of Homeland Security Statistics analysis of CBP data.
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Attachment A, Question #13C

ain: October 1, 2018 - March 28, 2023

Individuals not Paroled Again

Individuals Paroled Again and not Paroled Ag

cal Year Individuals Paroled Again
329 39,8306
528 32,104
335 140,619
800 590,677
562 578,181
2,554 1,381,417
3 sions (individuals paroled again)

Notes: USCIS data as of December 1, 2023; CBP data as of May 4, 2023, Parole rene
are defined ndividuals who recerved parole approval from USCIS after their initial grant of parole from CBP between October
1, 2018 and March 28, 2023. Parole terminations/not renewals/not extensions /denials (individuals not paroled again) are defined
218 after their imitial grant of parole from CBP between October 1,
idual was paroled. As some parole events are missing a

as individuals who did not receive parole approval from US
2018 and March 28, 2023, Fiscal year is the most recent instance an indiv
unique identifier, this likely slightly undercounts the number of individuals paroled again.

Source: Office of Homeland Security Statistics analysis of CBP and USCIS data.
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Question#: | 14

Topic: | CHNV Program

Hearing: | Oversight of the Department of Homeland Security

Primary: | The Honorable Lindsey O. Graham

Commiittee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Question: On January 5, 2023, the Department announced new processes for nationals of Cuba,
Haiti, Nicaragua, and Venezuela, also known as the CHNV program. Please identify the number
of nationals from each of the 4 countries (Cuba, Haiti, Nicaragua, and Venezuela) who have
received authorization to travel to the United States through the CHNV program.

Response: Requested data are provided in the tab labeled “Question #14 (rounded)” of
Attachment A.

Question: Please identify the number of nationals from each of the 4 countries who have arrived
in the United States.

Response: Requested data are provided in the tab labeled “Question #14 (rounded)” of
Attachment A.

Question: Please identify the number of nationals from each of the 4 countries who have arrived
in the United States and who have been granted parole after inspection by a CBP officer.

Response: Requested data are provided in the tab labeled “Question #14 (rounded)” of
Attachment A.
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Question#: | 15

Topic: | CHNV Vetting

Hearing: | Oversight of the Department of Homeland Security

Primary: | The Honorable Lindsey O. Graham

Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Question: Please describe with specificity the vetting conducted by USCIS, prior to granting
travel authorization, of nationals who seek parole through the CHNV program, including what
information the individuals provide to USCIS, how that information is used to vet the individual,
whether they are interviewed (including whether the interview is in-person) by USCIS, and the
percent of those who submit to this vetting who are not granted travel authorization.

Please describe with specificity the additional screening and vetting individuals undergo after
arriving in the United States.

Response: First, USCIS reviews the Form I-134A, Online Request to be a Supporter and
Declaration of Financial Support, filed by the potential supporter to determine whether the
potential supporter meets all eligibility requirements, to include clearing potential fraud, public
safety, national security, human trafficking, and exploitation vetting. USCIS leverages the
USCIS online account process to initiate vetting of supporter information submitted in
connection with online filing of a Form I-134A,

If a potential supporter’s Form I-134A is confirmed, USCIS will notify the beneficiary with
instructions on how to initiate the advance travel authorization process, which includes
additional vetting during the second step of CHNV processing by CBP.

The beneficiary submits biographical information through their USCIS online account and
applies for an advance travel authorization that may, if approved, allow them to travel toa U.S.
interior POE. CBP, supported by the National Vetting Center (NVC), will vet the beneficiary’s
eligibility for parole. This vetting process consists of both classified and unclassified security
checks and is supported by multiple vetting support agencies. Unlike individuals arriving
irregularly to the Southwest Border, this process ensures that individuals are vetted for travel
well before arriving to a U.S. POE, and that those presenting certain derogatory information will
be denied authorization to travel to the United States.

The beneficiary is also required to complete vaccinations and comply with all public health
requirements and to provide for their own commercial travel to a U.S. airport and final U.S.
destination.

If, upon completion of the vetting for the second step of the CHNV process, the beneficiary
receives advance travel authorization from CBP and arrives in the United States, CBP will
inspect the beneficiary at a POE, where they will undergo a third round of screening and vetting,
to include biometric vetting. If CBP paroles the beneficiary into the United States, the NVC will
assist in providing recurrent vetting for the duration of the beneficiary’s parole period. Anyone
determined to pose a national security or public safety threat, or who otherwise upon inspection
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does not warrant a grant of parole as a matter of discretion, is referred to ICE for detention
and/or removal. If an individual poses a threat to national security or public safety, we deny
admission, detain, remove, or refer them to other federal agencies for further vetting,
investigation, and/or prosecution as appropriate.

While CBP may interview a beneficiary upon inspection at the POE, USCIS does not interview
the beneficiary as part of its review of the Form I-134A request to be a financial supporter.
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Topic: | Case Disposition

Hearing: | Oversight of the Department of Homeland Security

Primary: | The Honorable Lindsey O. Graham

Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Question: Please describe the ultimate disposition of cases involving individuals who have
arrived in the United States but failed inspection and were not granted parole, including whether
these individuals have been referred to ICE for detention and whether they are in fact detained.

Response: All travelers arriving at a POE are inspected by CBP officers. An inspection is
performed to determine whether an applicant for admission is admissible to the United

States. All applicants for admission have the burden of showing, to the satisfaction of the
inspection officer, that they are admissible. Individuals found to be inadmissible are processed
for appropriate removal proceedings in accordance with Section 235(b) of the Immigration and
Nationality Act (INA). Depending on the circumstances of the case, the individual could, among
other possibilities, be ordered immediately removed from the United States; permitted to
withdraw their application for admission and immediately depart; be referred to USCIS for a
credible fear interview; or be issued a Notice to Appear before an immigration judge.

Those individuals ordered to be removed immediately from the United States, and those who are
permitted to withdraw their application for admission, may be detained until such time as
departure is executed. At land border POEs, departure arrangements are subject to repatriation
agreements in effect in the local area. At air and sea POEs, immediate departure would mean the
next available transportation arrangement,

In the case of those individuals referred for either a credible fear interview or issued a Notice to
Appear before an immigration judge, they are referred to ERO for individualized custody
determinations. If ERO advises that an inadmissable noncitizen shall not be detained, the
individual may be paroled from custody pursuant to 8 CFR 212.5 while awaiting their removal
proceedings before an immigration judge.
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Topic: | U.S. Based Supporters

Hearing: | Oversight of the Depariment of Homeland Security

Primary: | The Honorable Lindsey O. Graham

Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Question: Please describe with specificity the vetting conducted by USCIS of U.S -based
supporters who apply to support nationals seeking parole through the CHNV program, including
what information these supporters provide to USCIS, whether they must be interviewed
(including whether that interview is in-person) by USCIS prior to being confirmed by USCIS,
and the grounds upon which a supporter may fail to be confirmed by USCIS.

Please identify the number of U.S.-based supporters who have sought confirmation by USCIS
under the CHNV program and the number of those who have been denied confirmation.

Response: As of April 7, 2023, of the 146,429 Form 1-134A filings that had been processed,
130,126 were confirmed and 16,303 were non-confirmed. That breaks down into approximately
89 percent confirmed and 11 percent non-confirmed.

When a Form I-134A is filed, the potential U.S.-based supporter undergoes background and
security checks in DHS systems to check for records matching the individual to potentially
adverse DHS and other U.S. government database records, which may reveal a public safety,
national security, or other immigration concern.

An interview with the potential supporter is ordinarily not required for USCIS to confirm or non-
confirm the request. However, if the case is referred for additional review due to a potentially
adverse record, the USCIS officer may interview the U.S.-based supporter (either by phone or in-
person). USCIS considers the following grounds upon which a U.S.-based supporter may fail to
be confirmed:

¢ Background check results indicating a criminal, public safety, national security, or
immigration fraud concern.

e  When USCIS is unable to verify the supporter meets the eligibility grounds regarding the
U.S.-based supporter’s legal status and their ability to support a beneficiary during their
temporary period of parole in the United States.
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Topic: | Granted Asylum

Hearing: | Oversight of the Department of Homeland Security

Primary: | The Honorable Lindsey O. Graham

Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Question: The "Circumvention of Lawful Pathways" Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM),
published in the Federal Register on February 23, 2023, notes that "most people processed for
expedited removal under Title 8 will likely establish credible fear and remain in the United
States for the foreseeable future despite the fact that many of them will not ultimately be granted
asylum." Please indicate for fiscal year 2019, fiscal year 2020, fiscal year 2021, fiscal year 2022,
fiscal year 2023 (year to date if answering prior to September 30, 2023) and, if applicable, fiscal
year 2024 year to date the percentage of:

aliens who claim credible fear who ultimately are granted asylum;
aliens who establish credible fear and also are ultimately granted asylum.

Response: Between 2019 and 2023 Q2, 72 percent of noncitizens who claimed credible fear
were referred to the U.S. Department of Justice’s Executive Office for Immigration Review
(EOIR) Immigration Judge (1J) for a full hearing.? Of the EOIR 1J referrals, 27 percent of the
cases had been completed as of March 31, 2023.

During this period, 15 percent of the completed cases resulted in an asylum grant or other relief.
(Note that because most asylum proceedings initiated since FY 2019 remain unresolved the share
of noncitizens making credible fear claims/establishing credible fear who are ultimately granted
asylum is not yet known.)

From February 2, 2021, to May 11, 2023, the vast majority of individuals encountered along the
Southwest Border were expelled under the Title 42 public health order.

Detailed data are provided in the tab labeled “Question #18 (rounded)” of Attachment A.

? EOIR referrals include positive determinations, appealed negative determinations vacated by EOIR, and
administratively closed cases referred to an 1J.
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Question#: | 19

Topic: | Appeared at Appointments

Hearing: | Oversight of the Depariment of Homeland Security

Primary: | The Honorable Lindsey O. Graham

Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Question: Please identify:

The number of non-U.S. citizens who have appeared at appointments scheduled through the CBP
One app to seek an exception to expulsion under Title 42 and

How many of those individuals were granted an exception and allowed to enter the United
States.

Response: As of April 20, 2023, there were 70,702 noncitizens processed with CBP One
confirmation numbers for Title 42 exception processing. As of April 20, 2023, there were
69,612 noncitizens released from the POEs pending the results of their immigration proceedings
after being granted a Title 42 exception. Every noncitizen who arrives at the border and is
processed by CBP is subject to security screening. Their biographic and biometric information is
vetted across a suite of law enforcement and intelligence databases. Any noncitizen who poses a
risk to national security or public safety is referred to ICE or other government agencies for
detention.

Question: Are non-U.S. citizens who have presented at a port of entry via appointments
scheduled through the CBP One app detained and/or placed into removal proceedings?

Response: Following arrival at a POE, individuals who are excepted from the Title 42 public
health order (which is no longer in operation as of May 11, 2023) are processed under Title 8 for
appropriate removal proceedings, during which any noncitizen may apply for asylum or other
humanitarian protections, as appropriate. CBP One does not guarantee that an individual will be
processed in a certain manner. Decisions on detention or release are determined on a case-by-
case basis, based on the specific circumstances at the time of encounter. Every noncitizen who
arrives at the border and is processed by CBP is subject to security screening. Their biographic
and biometric information is vetted across a suite of law enforcement and intelligence databases.
Any noncitizen who poses a risk to national security or public safety is referred to ICE or other
government agencies for detention.

Question: Are non-U.S. citizens who have presented at a port of entry via appointments
scheduled through the CBP One app required to indicate an intent to seek asylum in order to
schedule their appointment?

Response: CBP One is not used to screen asylum applicants, nor does it ask individuals if they
plan to seek asylum as part of the information or scheduling process. DHS does not know in
advance if noncitizens seeking an exception to the Title 42 public health order (which is no
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longer in operation as of May 11, 2023) might request protection. Individuals do not apply for
asylum at a POE, nor does CBP play any role in the adjudication of asylum

applications. Noncitizens utilizing CBP One for this purpose had to attest that they believe they
meet certain identified vulnerability criteria and they must be prepared to substantiate this claim
upon presentation at a POE. Every noncitizen who arrives at the border and is processed by CBP
is subject to security screening. Their biographic and biometric information is vetted across a
suite of law enforcement and intelligence databases. Any noncitizen who poses a risk to national
security or public safety is referred to ICE or other government agencies for detention,
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Topic: | Detention Beds

Hearing: | Oversight of the Department of Homeland Security

Primary: | The Honorable Lindsey O. Graham

Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Question: In its Congressional Budget Justification for FY 2024, DHS provided a budget
overview for ICE and included information about its plans to reduce its adult ADP -- or average
daily population. In FY 2023, the ADP was 34,000. In the justification, ICE says it will reduce
that ADP by 9,000 to 25,000, at a cost of $157.20 per bed. ICE said that funding for 25,000 beds
would still maintain "ICE's ability to effectively manage its current detainee population flows."
During your testimony, you claimed that there was no plan to reduce detention space and
maintained that the difference in the budget would be met with funds from a requested $4.7
billion contingency fund.

Question: Do you believe 25,000 beds would be enough for ICE to effectively manage its
current detainee population?"

Response: The Administration and DHS are committed to streamlining and improving the
immigration system by restoring trust, respecting human dignity, and promoting equity. ICE
remains firmly committed to continually enhancing civil detention operations to promote a safe
and secure environment for detained noncitizens. The President’s FY 2024 Budget Request
represents a consistent approach — it prioritizes detention for noncitizens who pose significant
risk and alternatives to detention for low-risk noncitizens, and establishes a two-year emergency
Southwest Border Contingency Fund (SWBCF). The fund will support border operations and
provide additional operational flexibilities to help ensure ICE maintains the necessary bedspace
to meet changing mission requirements.

Question: If DHS did not plan to cut detention bedding, then why would ICE state that 25,000
beds would maintain "ICE's ability to effectively manage its current detainee population?"

Response: ICE continually evaluates bedspace availability and adjusts its detention capacity and
detained population to account for shifting migration patterns, including influxes of noncitizens
along the Southwest Border. The Southwest Border Contingency Fund was designed to help
ensure ICE can maintain the necessary bedspace to meet changing mission requirements,

Question: How much of the $4.7 billion contingency fund will go toward detention bedding and
other costs for detention?

Response: The President’s FY 2024 Budget Request provides funding for an average of 25,000
detention beds, in addition to other operational expenses associated with the custodial detention
of noncitizens. In the FY 2024 request, the Custody Operations PPA
(programs/projects/activities) is scheduled to receive $2.409 billion for resources necessary for
administrative and operational oversight. The proposed FY 2024 Southwest Border Contingency
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Fund does not promise a specific amount for detention beds or other associated detention-related
costs, only that detention expenses may be provided for through the proposed FY 2024
Southwest Border Contingency Fund.

In the President’s FY 2024 Budget Request, ICE has also requested funds to establish a separate
Third Party Medical PPA at a cost of $168.2 million, which realigns base funding from the
Custody Ops PPA (3102 million) and adds an increase of $60.2 million. This new PPA is
separate from the FY 2024 proposed Southwest Border Contingency Fund.

Question: Will you commit to maintaining and not reducing the current levels of detention beds?

Response: As stated above, ICE remains firmly committed to continually enhancing civil
detention operations to promote a safe and secure environment for detained noncitizens. The
SWBCF was designed to help ensure ICE can maintain the necessary bedspace to meet changing
mission requirements.
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Topic: | ESFSP Funds

Hearing: | Oversight of the Department of Homeland Security

Primary: | The Honorable Lindsey O. Graham

Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Question: An Inspector General Report dated March 28, 2023, details a stunning lack of
oversight for $110 million distributed through FEMA's Emergency Food and Shelter Program
(EFSP) to Local Relief Organizations (LRO) for the provision of food and shelter to families and
individuals encountered by DHS. For example, the OIG Report indicates that LROs did not use
the funds in accordance with guidelines. Indeed, LROs provided such services to individuals
who were not encountered by DHS.

Please indicate what steps DHS is taking to counteract the abuse of EFSP funds.

Will DHS discontinue the disbursement of funds to LROs which did not comply with American
Rescue Act Plan Guidance?

Response: By statute, FEMA awards all funds appropriated for the Emergency Food and Shelter
Program (EFSP) (homelessness and humanitarian relief) to the EFSP National Board. United
Way Worldwide (UWW), at the request of the National Board, serves as its Secretariat and
Fiscal Agent and handles day-to-day management, including disbursement, of EFSP

funds. FEMA, the National Board, and UWW take the mandates to serve those experiencing or
at risk of hunger and homelessne, and its responsibility to be stewards of federal funds, very
seriously.

Specific to the humanitarian relief funding, FEMA and the National Board continue to improve
oversight of the program and have provided clearer guidance to local recipient organizations on
eligible expenses. Increased reporting and recordkeeping requirements are also in place.

Beginning in FY 2023, the National Board revised its guidance to include a new requirement for
local recipient organizations to provide quarterly reports on their EFSP Humanitarian Relief
expenditures. This is a significant change from previous years for which local recipient
organizations only had to report expenditures at the end of the eligible spending period. This new
requirement will enable FEMA and the National Board to improve its oversight and monitoring of
the grant funds, while also increasing clarity on the categories of services that are eligible for
funding under the program.

Also beginning in FY 2023, the National Board’s guidance requires local recipient organizations to
keep records of the Alien Identification Number (A-number) for everyone provided services under
the program. Only individuals with an A-number are eligible to receive services under EFSP
Humanitarian Relief. This additional oversight will ensure that funds are provided only to those
families and individuals who are eligible by law.
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In its report, the DHS Office of Inspector General (O1G) questioned $7.4 million (58 percent) of
the $12.9 million it reviewed because it was unable to obtain supporting documentation. $7.3
million of the questioned cost was for one subrecipient agency which contracted for COVID-19
testing in a way that OIG believed unreasonable because of how it paid for shifts worked within a

24-hour period.

The contract was established during the height of the pandemic and after being alerted to concerns,
the National Board worked with the agency to change the vendor and renegotiate the contract. The
local agency has since terminated the contract and the National Board has issued guidance to
prevent a repeat of this issue in the future.
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Topic: | Transportation of Migrants

Hearing: | Oversight of the Department of Homeland Security

Primary: | The Honorable Lindsey O. Graham

Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Question: A December 2022 Report of the Heritage Foundation revealed that non-governmental
organizations (NGOs) operating near the southern border have undertaken a substantial role in
facilitating the disbursement of unlawful migrants all across the United States.

Please indicate what funds are provided to NGOs which permit the transportation of migrants
across state lines.

What guidelines govern the use of such funds?

Response: Funding was appropriated by Congress to DHS for eligible non-profits and faith-
based organizations, and government agencies could seek reimbursement for transportation
expenses (local and long-distance) incurred for services provided to families and individuals
encountered by DHS from EFSP-H. Funds provided for the EFSP-H were, by statute, awarded
in their entirety to the EFSP National Board. The EFSP National Board then sub-awarded funds
to local recipient organizations that provided eligible food, shelter, and other supportive services,

Per the EFSP National Board’s guidance for FY 2023, the following transportation expenses
were eligible for reimbursement:

¢ Local transportation (including contracted services, vehicle rental, gas, insurance,
drivers) for direct and indirect services that support needs of families and individuals
encountered by DHS;

* Mileage reimbursement using the federal rate of 62.5 cents per mile for local
transportation or actual fuel costs;

e Long-distance transportation costs (transportation costs to move families and individuals
encountered by DHS to another city or state) via bus, airline, or train ticket; and

e Parking (e.g., local street, airport).

The guidance stipulates the additional following conditions:

* Any form of contracted transportation services must meet the procurement standards in
2 C.F.R. Part 200;

e Charter bus and other forms of grouped transportation should operate at a minimum of 75
percent capacity;

e All fares must be coach class on a commercial airline; any form of “luxury”
transportation is not eligible (e.g., limousine services);

s Airfare cannot exceed $700 per ticket,
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International transportation is not eligible; only services provided within the United
States are allowed,;
The chartering of aircraft, watercraft, or other vehicle not specifically stated in the
guidance is ineligible;
Interstate bus chartering is defined as the contracting of transportation, typically a bus,
traveling from one state to another state. For interstate bus chartering to be considered an
eligible expense, coordination and acknowledged communication (per charter/trip) with a
receiving jurisdiction or organization must be documented and coordination includes, but
is not limited to:
o A minimum of 48-hour (distance permitting) notice before arrival;
o An identified arrival time and location that is suitable for the receiving
jurisdiction;
o A manifest of passengers that includes their demographic and family composition;
and
o The identification of any critical unmet needs.
If an individual encountered by DHS presents themselves or is observed to have acute or
severe medical issues, those must be addressed before engaging in long-distance travel or
the associated charter will be considered ineligible.

Question: Do you dispute the findings of the Heritage Foundation Report indicating the
disbursement of migrants to nearly every Congressional District in the United States?

Response: Once released from DHS custody, noncitizens generally have freedom of movement
throughout the United States, subject to reporting requirements or, if applicable, conditions of

parole, such as attending their immigration court proceedings.
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Question: Since the Biden Administration began, there have been approximately 1.3 million
"gotaways" entering the United States — individuals who were not stopped by authorities. Last
year, 98 individuals on the Terrorist Watchlist were intercepted coming across our border. This
year, there have been 69 individuals on the Terrorist Watchlist that have been intercepted
crossing our border.

Is it possible that among the 1.3 million "gotaways," individuals on the Terrorist Watchlist have
come into our country without being stopped by authorities?

Do you intend to track down and vet the 1.3 million "gotaways" to assure none are on the
Terrorist Watchlist?

Can you confirm none of these 1.3 million "gotaways" have ever taken up arms against the
United States?

Can you confirm that none of these 1.3 million "gotaways" are members of ISIS-K?

Can you confirm that none of these 1.3 million "gotaways" are currently a planning a terrorist
attack against the United States?

Response: DHS can only track the number of gotaways, and this numerical data is insufficient to
allow the Department to speculate on derogatory information on individuals that were not
apprehended by USBP. There have always been gotaways since the United States has enforced
its borders, and we work hard to decrease the number. We are committed to enforcing our laws
and work tirelessly with our federal and international partners to ensure that any individual who
may poses a threat to public safety does not enter the United States. In the past 10 years, the
proportion of gotaways has dropped dramatically, and we are constantly working to bring that
number down. Apprehension rates have increased dramatically since 2013. Prior to 2013 a
majority of those who attempted to cross irregularly were able to do so. The average
apprehension rate under this Administration has remained similar to the average from the prior
Administration and we are working every day to invest in our workforce and provide the needed
resources to bring it down further.
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Thanks to investments in border technology and personnel, our ability to detect illegal crossings
is better than at any previous time. Today, we have the strongest combination ever of technology,
infrastructure, and personnel deployed along the Southwest border, and we’re confident in the
men and women of Border Patrol who are dedicated to our security.

Furthermore, we work closely with our interagency and international partners to detect and
prevent people who pose national security or public safety risks from entering the United States,
often receiving intelligence before they attempt to enter the United States. CBP screens and vets
every individual encountered, and if an individual is determined to pose a potential threat to
national security or public safety, we either deny admission, detain, remove, or refer them to
other federal agencies for further vetting and prosecution as appropriate.
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Question: These questions relate to the construction of new border fence infrastructure through
the Tijuana River Channel along the San Diego-Tijuana border. Customs and Border Protection
(CBP) has conveyed that this project will move forward despite strong concerns voiced by the
community, State of California, and a number of federal stakeholders that a physical barrier
running through a flood channel raises significant public safety and environmental concerns.
This project also appears to have the potential to impede the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency's (EPA) plans to mitigate the cross-border pollution that flows through the channel.

What is the status of this project?

Response: The U.S. Customs and Border Protection’s (CBP) Tijuana River Project involves the
construction of an approximately 0.2-mile bridge crossing the Tijuana River in San Diego
County. The Project is intended to address significant operational and life safety issues by
adding needed infrastructure to a gap in the existing barrier, specifically a bridge with vertical lift
gates, lighting, a 20-foot wide roadway, and a maintenance walkway for crossing the Tijuana
River. Currently, illicit activity in the area requires United States Border Patrol (USBP) to
deploy additional personnel and resources, which negatively impacts other USBP operations on
the border. Without the infrastructure described above, USBP agents are unable to adequately
respond to threats or perform rescue operations quickly in the river channel. To this same end,
polluted conditions in the river channel create health and safety concerns for USBP Agents and
migrants alike.

This project is intended to deter illicit activity and improve access and response times for USBP
agents who work in the area. As part of the Project development, CBP collaborated with the
U.S. International Boundary and Water Commission (USIBWC) and the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA).

Early construction activities began in November 2022, executed by the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers. While early construction activities are underway, CBP does not have an anticipated
start date for major construction activities due to recent heavy rains in the area.

Question: Has CBP consulted with the EPA and the U.S. International Boundary and Water
Commission to ensure the project does not interfere with ongoing Tijuana River pollution
mitigation projects? If so, please describe the timing and nature of this consultation.

Response: Throughout the development of the Tijuana River Project, CBP coordinated with
USIBWC, as well as the EPA, and continues to collaborate closely to include solutions for the
transboundary trash flow issues that plague the Tijuana River and estuaries located down river,
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causing environmental degradation. CBP continues to meet with each agency to provide updates
on progress and to answer questions.

Question: What specific measures are being taken to ensure the new fence infrastructure will not
interfere with high-volume water flow during heavy rain and flash flood events? Please include
specific detail on who will be responsible for ensuring gates in the fence infrastructure remain
free of debris, and that they are opened in a timely manner during heavy rain events, or following
an unexpected water or wastewater system failure in the city of Tijuana?

Response: The design of the Tijuana River Project includes a series of automated vertical lift
gates that USBP will operate during and in anticipation of flood events. USBP will conduct
regular maintenance of the infrastructure where it crosses the Tijuana River, to include the
clearing of debris or refuse accumulation in front of and on the vertical lift gates. The automated
vertical lift gates are operated with grid power. CBP has, however, incorporated failsafe
mechanisms into the vertical lift gate design. The gates can also be operated with back-up
generators, and in the event of automated gate failure, Border Patrol agents from a nearby Border
Patrol station or those patrolling the immediate vicinity of the bridge can manually lift the gates.
Additionally, the lift gates are designed to withstand up to five feet of water/sludge from waste
treatment plant failure upstream. CBP worked closely with USIWBC to develop protocols for
the operation of the lift gates. Those protocols are memorialized in a Memorandum of
Agreement and a robust operations and maintenance manual,
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Question: The number of drug-related overdose deaths occurring across the United States is
staggering. Last year marked the second straight year that over 100,000 Americans lost their
lives to a drug-related overdose. This tragedy has in large part been fueled by illicitly
manufactured fentanyl, which is often smuggled across our Southern border. For example, in
January, CBP officers assigned to the Campo Station in San Diego intercepted 57 packages
containing blue fentanyl pills with a total weight of 250 pounds and an estimated street value of
$3,412,000. In February, CBP officers stationed at the Andrade Port of Entry in California
reported the largest seizure in the entry point's history with almost $1 million worth of fentanyl
and methamphetamine. These seizures come on the heels of eleven significant seizures of
contraband and illicit opioids last fall totaling $4.1 million dollars, including intercepting 65
pounds of illicit fentanyl at the Calexico West Port of Entry. These record-breaking seizures
under the Biden Administration are encouraging, but also serve as a grim reminder that
approximately 60 percent of all fentanyl seized at ports of entry is being seized in San Diego and
Imperial counties.

What is the Department of Homeland Security (DHS) doing to build on these recent successes in
impairing the flow of deadly fentanyl into the United States, especially in California?

Response: The U.S. Department of Homeland Security (DHS) is helping implement President
Biden’s National Drug Control Strategy. DHS has stopped more fentanyl and arrested more
individuals for fentanyl-related crimes in the last two years than in the previous five years
combined. More than 90 percent of fentanyl seized is smuggled into the United States by cartels
through ports of entry, primarily in vehicles driven by U.S. citizens. Our strategy to disrupt the
flow of fentanyl and precursor chemicals coming into the United States includes improving our
detection capabilities through personnel surges, advanced technology deployment, and increased
information-sharing. We are making progress, but we need Congress’ continued support in order
to further the fight.

U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) Homeland Security Investigations (HSI) is
the primary federal law enforcement agency responsible for investigating drug seizures and other
criminal activity occurring at ports of entry. CBP officers and other law enforcement agencies to
interdict drugs and identify and investigate drug smuggling organizations attempting to introduce
illicit contraband into the United States, and to seize such contraband. HSI’s ability to conduct
complex large-scale investigations represents one of DHS’s best weapons for dismantling
transnational criminal organizations (TCOs) in a manner not possible solely through border
interdiction efforts.
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On March 13, 2023, DHS implemented a surge operation in the two areas where the largest
amounts of fentanyl being smuggled into the United States are encountered, Southern California
and Southern Arizona. Dubbed Operation Blue Lotus, the joint surge operation by CBP and HSI
included the detailing of additional personnel and resources to these areas to interdict fentanyl
and other synthetic drugs and investigate the TCOs responsible for this criminal activity. HSI
deployed over 200 special agents and criminal analysts to augment the personnel in Southern
California and Southern Arizona and combat fentanyl at its entry points into the United States.
On April 17, 2023, the White House congratulated DHS on the successful efforts of the
operation to date with the reported seizures of over 5,000 pounds of fentanyl, more than 3,500
pounds of methamphetamines, nearly 1,000 pounds of cocaine and 156 arrests in the first month
of the operation’s efforts.

While much attention is given to the smuggling of narcotics across the southern border, TCOs
use other methods to introduce deadly drugs into our communities. Hlicit drugs continue to flow
into the United States via international airports located throughout the United States. In addition
to the use of drug couriers, TCOs continue to smuggle illicit narcotics destined for American
communities concealed within express consignment and other parcels. In response, HSI has
expanded Border Enforcement Security Taskforce (BEST) units at international mail facilities
(IMFs), express consignment hubs, and international airports acting as IMFs, as part of HSI’s
targeted response to the opioid crisis. The IMFs and express consignment environments are a
particularly significant avenue for the smuggling and transshipment of fentanyl, opioids, and
other illicit narcotics. The placement of BEST units at IMFs enables the immediate application
of investigative techniques on seized parcels, which aid in establishing the probable cause
needed to carry out enforcement actions in the United States and elsewhere.

In Fiscal Year (FY) 2022, HSI narcotics enforcement efforts resulted in the seizure of nearly
21,000 pounds of fentanyl, approximately 11,535 criminal arrests, and 5,500 convictions. This
represents a 44 percent increase in HSI fentanyl seizures from FY 2021.

Question: How is DHS coordinating with state and local law enforcement in these efforts?

Response: DHS participates in numerous task forces that focus on coordinating efforts with
state, focal, and tribal law enforcement partners, including HSI's participation in High Intensity
Drug Trafficking Area and Organized Crime Drug Enforcement Task Force and its Strike
Forces.

As an example of this coordination, HSI leads 87 BEST units at key border locations throughout
the United States. Their primary mission is to combat emerging and existing TCOs by employing
the full range of federal, state, local, tribal, and international law enforcement resources in the
fight to identify, investigate, disrupt, and dismantle these organizations at every level of
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operation. BESTSs eliminate the barriers between federal and local investigations (access to both
federal and state prosecutors), close the gap with international partners in multinational criminal
investigations, and create an environment that minimizes the vulnerabilities in our operations
that TCOs have traditionally capitalized on to exploit our nation’s land and sea borders.

HSI-led BESTs were established by law in the Jaime Zapata BEST Act of 2012. HSI's BEST
task forces currently have over 1,000 task force officers and personnel participating from other
state, local, tribal, federal, and international partners. In 2022, the Bipartisan Safer Communities
Act amended the BEST Act to allow for salary reimbursement of HSI's state, local and tribal
task force officers, though no additional funding was provided.

DHS works to capitalize on increased staffing, and expand operational capability alongside our
federal, state, and local partners to quickly identify, develop, and dispose of critical national
security and public safety investigations focused on fentanyl transit routes along the southern
border and its approaches. During Operation Blue Lotus, CBP and HSI has worked with
approximately 49 separate state and local agencies in Southern California and Southern Arizona.
These local and state partners have assisted HSI agents’ efforts to disrupt the trafficking and
transportation of fentanyl and other illicit drugs to interior locations in the United States,
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Question: Members of the Coast Guard, because of the nature of their service, are often
stationed in areas with high costs of living. Because servicemembers are required to live within
30 minutes of their duty station for readiness purposes, it is critical that the Basic Allowance for
Housing (BAH) provided by the Coast Guard is appropriately updated to ensure that
servicemembers can afford to live near the locations where they are stationed. Unfortunately,
recent reports reflect that many California-stationed Coast Guard members are not receiving a
BAH appropriate for the high cost of living in their area. This is particularly true for Coast
Guard servicemembers stationed around the San Francisco Bay, one of the busiest waterways in
the United States.

What is the Coast Guard doing to ensure that affordable housing options are available to its
servicemembers, particularly those near San Francisco?

Response: Coast Guard members in the San Francisco region have a number of housing options.
The Coast Guard has 300 housing units in Alameda with 2-, 3-, and 4-bedroom units for families
and unaccompanied members. The Service also maintains Coast Guard-owned housing which is
available in Novato for accompanied and unaccompanied members stationed in the North Bay.

Members are also able to seek housing utilizing Basic Allowance for Housing (BAH) which is
routinely evaluated and adjusted based on housing set points in the area. Finally, the Coast
Guard offers the opportunity for Coast Guard leased housing if a member is unable to identify
adequate housing on the market. This service allows the Coast Guard to negotiate and enter a
lease to provide housing for a servicemember.

Question: Has the Coast Guard explored increases in the BAH for the San Francisco Bay region
or proposed any new housing developments?

Response: The Coast Guard alone does not set BAH rates for any region. The Coast Guard works
together with the U.S. Department of Defense (DoD) service representatives to establish the BAH
in localities called Military Housing Areas (MHA). The BAH rates for all Uniformed Services
personnel on active duty are managed by DoD’s Defense Travel Management Office (DTMO)
based on the different MHAs. DTMO, with each service’s assistance, annually collects rental
housing market data in each MHA to set BAH rates. There are no proposed housing developments
being considered by the Coast Guard at this time for the San Francisco Bay region.
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Question: In 2014, the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) began a
reorganization process of its Public Assistance program with the intent of making it more
streamlined and delivering reimbursements to state and local governments faster. Chief among
its reforms was the use of Consolidated Resource Centers (CRCs), four locations across the
United States where reimbursements are processed. A report commissioned by FEMA and
published in January, however, noted that the median time from the approval of a reimbursement
request to the obligation of funds has more than doubled since these CRCs were created. These
delays have stressed the budgets of cities and counties as they wait to receive approved funds.

Understanding that the pandemic has stressed FEMA's capacity, what steps is FEMA taking to
ensure that authorized, approved reimbursement requests are processed in a timely fashion?

Response: The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) has not seen an increase in
the median time from the approval of a reimbursement request to the obligation of funds. Once
FEMA approves a project, it is typically obligated within three business days. However, FEMA
has noted an increase in the time from when we receive a Request for Public Assistance — which
indicates an applicant’s intent to seek reimbursement — and the time when those projects are
received, approved, and obligated.

As noted, FEMA commissioned an independent assessment of the Public Assistance (PA)
program, which was published in January. That assessment found that processing at the CRCs,
which occurs during Phase 3: Scoping and Costing, based on information and documentation
provided by field counterparts, took an average of 21 days and accounted for less than 15% of
the processing times for PA. The bulk of the time, 60 percent, is dedicated to Phase 2: Impacts
and Eligibility Assessments, where Program Delivery Managers in the field work with applicants
to assess their impacts from the disaster and prepare and submit specific project applications.

FEMA has seen a massive increase in the amount of assistance requested in recent years. In the
five-year period between 2010 and 2014 FEMA provided an average of $4 billion in assistance
each year. In the last five years (2018 to 2022) FEMA has averaged almost $23 billion in
assistance each year — more than a five-fold increase, including an historic nationwide disaster
declaration for COVID.

FEMA implemented a new Delivery Model for the PA Program in 2017 in part to handle this
increase in workload and last year commissioned an assessment to assess that Delivery model. A
key aspect of the PA National Delivery Model is continuous improvement, and the assessment
reflects our commitment to that tenant; more than 560 internal and external stakeholders shared
their observations as part of this process.
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That Assessment found that processing of the recent historic workload (including the 59 major
disaster declarations for COVID-19 in particular) would not have been possible without the CRC
structure. The CRCs hold a reservoir of talent and PA expertise that are more difficult to recruit
for, and their day-to-day existence increases operational readiness because — unlike field offices
— new organizational structures and relationships do not have to be established.

However, that assessment also noted recommendations for program improvement addressing
overarching themes including consistency, risk, and timeliness. In coordination with the broader
PA Assessment effort, FEMA has been looking for ways to streamline coordination and delivery
of federal assistance now and find ways for communities to navigate the PA program more
easily.

The assessment found that most of the delays in timeliness occurs during Damage Intake and
Analysis phase when a FEMA Program Delivery Manager in the field works with the applicant
to prepare their project application for submission to the CRC. Specifically, as it relates to
timeliness FEMA has already made several changes to reduce the burdens during this phase,
including:

¢ Simplified documentation requirements for unobligated projects under the Public
Assistance Program and Policy Guide — also known as the PAPPG — version 4.

*  Waived the PAPPG v3.1 requirement for unobligated projects on open incidents, that
completed small projects must be prepared based on actual costs.

e Adjusted the 90-day post-obligation deadline for projects with work completed prior to
obligation to begin on the date of obligation

¢ Announced the release of the Public Assistance Sampling Procedure which reduces the
level of documentation that applicants are required to submit for large projects for FEMA
to validate PA claims,

¢ Providing applicants flexibility in how they claim costs for the work associated with
power restoration projects.

e No longer performing a separate reasonable cost analysis of work performed through the
Emergency Management Assistance Compact (EMAC) — as long as — the project
followed established EMAC rules. Deploying CRC staff at critical junctures to the field
for complicated or stuck projects to ensure an increase in accuracy, timeliness, and
efficiency.
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Question: Human-related disturbances at U.S. electrical facilities are now at their highest point
in at least a decade. In some cases, such as the plot to attack the Baltimore grid, the perpetrators
were avowed neo-Nazis and white nationalists. [ am glad to see that the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission is taking this problem seriously and has tasked the North American
Energy Reliability Corporation (NERC) with examining security standards for power
substations.

What is DHS doing to support utilities and NERC as they examine how to improve the security
of power substations?

How is DHS coordinating with the Federal Bureau of Investigation and local law enforcement to
capture the perpetrators of recent attacks on power substations, and deter future attacks?

Response: The Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Security Agency (CISA) works closely with
interagency partners and both public and private sector stakeholders to advance critical
infrastructure security by building the capacity to assess and mitigate physical and cyber risks.
Through trainings, exercises, and best practice resources that focus on prevalent attack methods
(e.g., active shooter, vehicle ramming, bombing) and evolving threats (e.g., unmanned aircraft
systems), CISA enhances the understanding of potential operational impacts that result from a
successful attack and suggests corresponding protective measures.

CISA is committed to equipping stakeholders with products, services, and resources to support
risk-mitigation and capacity building efforts.

Given the recent attacks against the electricity subsector, as well as the evolving tactics,
techniques, and procedures employed by adversaries, CISA partnered with the U.S. Department
of Energy (DOE) and recently released two products, including the Sector Spotlight: Cyber-
Physical Security Considerations for the Electricity Sub-Sector and the Sector Spotlight:
Electricity Substation Physical Security. Focusing on the electricity subsector and electricity
substations’ unique physical and cybersecurity vulnerabilities respectively, these new resources
provide owners, operators, and stakeholders with updated threat information, protective
measures that can help improve a substation’s cyber-physical security posture, options for a
layered security strategy that will ultimately reduce or minimize the impact of an attack, best
practices for mitigating risk, and recommendations for maintaining resilience in advance of an
attack.

CISA is working with DOE and other federal partners to support a future webinar series for
public and private partners on electric substation security. The target audience will be state/local
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law enforcement, state homeland security officials, and other regional partners. DOE is in the
lead for these webinars and dates have not yet been selected. DOE and DHS are working to host
2-3 webinars on physical security of the energy sector. Webinars are expected to include a DHS
Office of Intelligence and Analysis (I1&A) and Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) threat
briefing to ensure clear understanding of the current and emerging threat versus and a DOE and
CISA discussion of actions that have been taken and resources to help industry.

In addition, CISA maintains a cadre of security advisors who facilitate local field activities in
coordination with other interagency partners across the United States, CISA’s 10 Regions
proactively engage with federal, state, local, Tribal, and territorial government partners, and
members of the private sector to protect critical infrastructure. CISA’s Regions conduct security
assessments and provide access to security resources, trainings, and information. Over the past
year, the Regions conducted 48 assessments for Energy Sector stakeholders, including site visits,
access to geospatial information, and comprehensive surveys to provide stakeholders with
customized reports to evaluate facility vulnerabilities and provide mitigation recommendations.
CISA’s services also help connect community leaders, law enforcement officials, and other
organizational representatives to collectively identify ways to reduce risk to infrastructure.
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Question: U.S. Customs and Border Protection, the Federal Highways Administration, and the
General Services Administration (GSA) have been working with the California Department of
Transportation and the San Diego Association of Governments to open the Otay Mesa East Port
of Entry. This is a project of significant national interest, and will support more than $2.4 billion
in national trade volume and 120,000 jobs. In order to keep this project on track, all federal,
state, and local project sponsors need to come together to reach an agreement on the financial
structure of the project. Specifically, engagement is needed from GSA and CBP to begin work
on the design process or this project will be unnecessarily delayed.

What can DHS do to keep this project moving forward and who at CBP can begin engaging state
and local planning agencies with the initial design work?

Response: CBP support for construction of the Otay Mesa East Port of Entry has always been
predicated on its being cost-neutral to the federal government. In recent months, the San Diego
Association of Governments (SANDAG) has identified significant funding challenges that still
need to be addressed to keep the project cost-neutral for federal partners. With a shared goal to
keep the project progressing, federal partners (CBP and the General Services Administration)
hold weekly sessions with SANDAG to discuss all facets of the project and held a senior level
discussion between all parties in April. SANDAG and federal partners must reach agreement on
division of responsibilities during delivery and operation of this new crossing before design and
construction can advance.
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Question: In the face of strong community opposition, CBP recently announced its intention to
replace the existing 18-foot fence infrastructure surrounding Friendship Park along the border of
San Diego and Tijuana. In its place, the agency plans to install 30-foot steel bollard fencing in
all but one very small area. This project, which was originally proposed by former President
Trump and then put on hold by the Biden Administration, has recently been approved to move
forward with only minor modifications to the design.

What is the current status and expected cost of this project?

Response: On January 4, 2023, DHS approved a new path forward for the Friendship Circle
Project which comes after CBP re-paused the project on August 4, 2022, to allow time to further
engage with stakeholders to address community concerns. During the public consultation period
and prior discussions with Friends of Friendship Park (FOFP), stakeholders emphasized that
regaining access to Friendship Park is their primary concern, as the park has been closed since
early 2019 due to security concerns and the safety of the existing infrastructure. CBP analyzed
the feedback received during the consultation period, and after careful consideration and
discussion with stakeholders, the new path forward includes the following:

s CBP is committed to allowing visitors on the U.S. side of the border access to Friendship
Park through a gate in the secondary barrier each Saturday and Sunday for four hours
each day (10 a.m. to 2 p.m.), for a maximum of 25 visitors at a time. Access to the park
will be coordinated with USBP after construction is complete, once it is operationally
safe to do so, which will allow visitors on the U.S. side of the border to communicate
with friends and family located in Mexico through the primary barrier similar to years
past. In addition, USBP remains committed to restoring the Binational Garden following
the completion of construction activities and allowing for long term maintenance of the
garden by FOFP during open hours.

¢ CBP will construct the new primary barrier immediately adjacent to the Friendship Circle
area (~60 feet) with 18’ foot tall bollards, while the rest of the project will remain at 30°
foot tall bollards with anti-climb features in accordance with operational requirements.
The primary barrier will include mesh on the north side of the bollards at the area of
Friendship Circle to prevent the passing of contraband, similar to the current design. This
approach addresses stakeholder concerns while minimizing impacts to USBP operations,

CBP began construction on the replacement of the secondary fence on February 13, 2023, and
anticipates construction on the primary fence will begin later this summer 2023, As noted above,
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USBP will coordinate with FOFP to save any native and protected plants within the garden prior
to construction activities for the primary fence.

Question: Has CBP formally assessed the operational benefit of 30-foot fence infrastructure that
justifies the expense of replacing existing 18-foot barriers? If so, please share this analysis.

Response: Over the years, USBP has conducted numerous testing and evaluations of border
barrier attributes through the DHS Major Acquisition Program Alternatives Analysis (AA)
process. In July 2018, USBP completed the Southwest Border Wall Alternatives Analysis (AA)
for California and Arizona. This AA has informed decisions related to acquiring the most
effective and best value barrier replacement solutions and attributes for the San Diego, El Centro,
Yuma and Tucson Sectors. Based on analysis conducted in the San Diego Sector, while 18 foot
barriers can be effective, the 30 foot bollard with anti-climb features provides greater deterrence
from scaling. Also, the additional height provides USBP with greater time to respond to
potential breaches— particularly in urban areas where vanishing times are seconds to minutes,
such as this location in San Diego. Significant levels of arrests remain in areas with no upgraded
fencing. Tijuana smugglers have funneled illicit activity west to areas without 30" fencing.

Question: Is CBP tracking the number of falls from 30-foot fence infrastructure that lead to
injury or death along the Southwest border? If so, please share this data.

Response: In accordance with H. Rept. 116-458, CBP’s Office of Professional Responsibility
(OPR) carefully reviews CBP-involved deaths including those associated with falls from border
barriers. CBP issues an annual report containing statistical data related to the causes of these
various deaths. Falls from border barriers were enumerated in the FY 2021 report and will also
be enumerated in the forthcoming FY 2022 report.

Question: How will CBP and DHS provide formal assurance that community members from
both sides of the border will continue to have access to Friendship Park once construction is
complete?

Response: As noted above, CBP is committed to providing the community with future access to
Friendship Park upon completion of construction, when it is operationally safe to do so. The
completion of the Friendship Circle Project is necessary to ensure future access to the Park.
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Question: In 2022, the Transportation Security Administration (TSA) seized 4,495 firearms at
security checkpoints-a new record in the agency's 20-year history.

Please provide a list of the make and model of each assault weapon seized by the TSA in 2022.
Response: The Transportation Security Administration (TSA) does not seize firearms and TSA
records do not classify weapons. Local law enforcement responds to firearm discoveries and, if
provided by local reporting, TSA records information about the firearm discovered. 6,542

firearms were discovered at our checkpoints in Calendar Year 2022.

The disposition of any weapons discovered at the airport is determined by local law enforcement

and is governed by state law.
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Question: The Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives found that 70 percent of
firearms reported to have been recovered in Mexico from 2014 through 2018 and submitted for
tracing were sourced in the United States. These smuggled weapons help the illegal drug trade
and have links to organized crime. In Fiscal Year 2020, U.S. Immigrations and Customs
Enforcement and U.S. Customs and Border Protection established a joint operation to intercept
firearms being smuggled into Mexico. However, according to a 2021 Government
Accountability Office report, DHS has not fully developed performance measures for this effort
and thus has limited ability to assess where the operation is working to stop the flow of weapons
into Mexico.

What is DHS doing to identify performance measures that would enhance the agency's ability to
optimize the use of United States government resources stop the smuggling of firearms from the
United States into Mexico?

Response: Through Operation Without a Trace — a joint CBP and HSI initiative, along with the
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms, and Explosives’ (ATF) Southbound initiative to combat
the illegal flow of firearms from the United States to Mexico — DHS has enhanced cohesion
among federal partners to tackle this issue and created a mechanism to track meaningful
performance metrics. These performance measures include tracking the number of cases
initiated, arrests related to firearms smuggling and seizures of firearms, firearms components,
and ammunition destined for Mexico. Operation Without a Trace has co-located CBP and HSI
ATF personnel assigned to this effort within ATF’s Operation Southbound Firearms Trafficking
Task Forces to improve information sharing, de-confliction, and synergy among these
components. Operation Without a Trace has also created a training effort focused on educating
law enforcement personnel assigned to Southwest Border locations on the methodologies,
smuggling trends, legal factors, and best practices used both for interdiction of weapons bound
for Mexico and the development of complex criminal investigations. Since its inception in 2020,
Operation Without a Trace has achieved significant success preventing Mexico-bound gun
trafficking, resulting in the initiation of 803 investigations, the execution of 555 arrests, the
seizure of 1,213 firearms, nearly 723,203,000 rounds of ammunition, and $16.5 million in illicit
currency. Additionally, as of FY 2023 YTD, Operation Without a Trace has provided advanced
firearms identification and investigations training to over 90 law enforcement personnel located
along the Southwest Border.

To fully optimize the use of U.S. Government resources to reduce the smuggling of firearms
from the United States to Mexico, the United States requires further engagement from Mexican
counterparts at the highest levels of law enforcement to enhance the sharing of information
gleaned from firearms investigations/seizures in Mexico. This would allow DHS, ATF and other
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U.S. Government components to trace and track the origin of these weapons and identify
individuals and networks, both in the United States and Mexico, who are responsible for the
acquisition, smuggling, and distribution of U.S.-sourced firearms to Mexico. ATF is actively
working to develop the National Firearms Trafficking Center to ensure continued partnership
that will include consistent, transparent performance measures that will reflect the overall efforts
by all participating Federal law enforcement agencies in combatting firearms trafficking.
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Question: Following Russia's unprovoked invasion of Ukraine, intercountry adoptions between
Ukraine and the United States were suspended. According to advocates, approximately 300
Ukrainian children who were in the midst of adoption proceedings have been stuck in shelters
across Europe and have not been able to join their families in the United States. Unfortunately,
these children do not qualify to participate in the Uniting for Ukraine program.

Does DHS have plans to enact policies that will reunite these children with their adoptive
families, and if so, what are those policies?

Response: The Ministry of Social Policy of Ukraine (MSP) has stated that adoption in Ukraine
is “impossible” at this time. Based on the MSP’s statement, if a petitioner has not already
completed all the required adoption steps in Ukraine, beginning or continuing the adoption
process may not be possible at this time.

Question: Would DHS consider implementing a temporary humanitarian parole policy that
would allow certain Ukrainian orphans to join their adoptive families in the United States?

Response: U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services (USCIS) has received numerous questions
from the public on how the situation in Ukraine is impacting Ukrainian children. In response, we
have published a new webpage called “Adoption Information: Ukraine.”! As you may be aware,
the Ukrainian government has expressed concern to the Department of State about moving
Ukrainian children out of Europe, especially for the purposes of adoption. Although USCIS is
still accepting Form I-600A applications and Form I-600 petitions for Ukraine, the Ukrainian
government has made clear that the adoption process may not be possible at this time unless a
petitioner has already completed all the required adoption steps in Ukraine.

On June 11, 2022, the government of Ukraine announced that hosting programs may resume in

certain circumstances but will not apply to children who are considered orphans or deprived of

parental care under Ukrainian law. As the situation evolves, USCIS recommends reviewing the
Department of State’s website for updates.*

With respect to a temporary humanitarian parole policy, USCIS may use its discretion to
authorize parole on a case-by-case basis for urgent humanitarian reasons or significant public
benefit. For adoption-related parole requests, as for any parole request, USCIS considers any

! Adoption Information: Ukraine” https://www.uscis. gov/adoption/country-information/adoption-information-
ukraine

2 “Updated ~ Information for U.S. Citizens in the Process of Adopting Children from Ukraine”

https:/Aravel state. gov/content/travel/en/News/Intercountry-Adoption-News/updated-information-for-u-s--citizens-
in-the-process-of-adopting, himl
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compelling circumstances of the individual situation. USCIS does not often approve parole
requests for adoption-related cases without evidence of compelling, extenuating circumstances,
because parole does not provide the same important safeguards for prospective adoptive
children, prospective adoptive parents, and birth parents that exist in regular adoption-based
immigration avenues, such as determinations that a child is an orphan or available for
intercountry adoption. Additionally, parole does not afford children the benefits of U.S.
immigration status protections that regular adoption-based immigration avenues provide. For
example, many children who come to the United States based on adoption will be admitted as
U.S. citizens or as lawful permanent residents (Green Card holders); however, a child who is
paroled will have to take additional steps to get a Green Card or become a U.S. citizen. We
remain committed to working with prospective adoptive families to assist them to the greatest
extent possible during this challenging time.
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Question: Recently, Navy Secretary Del Toro and Coast Guard Deputy Commandant Peter
Gautier met to discuss coordinating on enforcing against illegal, unreported, and unregulated
(IUU) fishing. For the Coast Guard, what would be the most helpful next steps from the Navy
for the Coast Guard to combat IUU fishing more effectively? What other support from the Navy
would be beneficial to this effort?

Response: The Navy can best support counter-illegal, unreported, and unregulated (IUU) fishing
through combined operations that deploy Coast Guard law enforcement detachments onboard
U.S. Department of Defense (DoD) major assets. Additional support includes enhancing
maritime detection capabilities of eligible countries within their exclusive economic zones,
increasing maritime domain awareness in those Tier One and Tier Two Priority Regions
identified by the Maritime Security and Fisheries Enforcement (M-SAFE) Act Interagency
Working Group, and developing a common operating picture for regional information sharing.
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Question: What additional resources does the Coast Guard require to combat IUU fishing
internationally and support partner and allied governments that seek assistance with enforcing
against [UU fishing in their exclusive economic zones?

Response: The Coast Guard received funding in the FY 2023 enacted budget that will increase
the Coast Guard’s presence in the Atlantic Basin by deploying additional assets to bolster
capacity and grow capabilities to counter IUU fishing. This will create the foundation to expand
Coast Guard operations in the Atlantic Basin by creating capabilities and capacity to conduct
operations, engage in maritime governance activities, and participate in regional engagement to
increase partner nation proficiency, self-sustainment, and local expertise in maritime security
operations via joint exercises, operations, and training. Working with partner nations, the Coast
Guard will leverage increased capacity and enhanced capability in the region to observe, collect,
and share information on illicit maritime activities to support the cooperative enforcement of
international law.
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Question: Private actors, including environmental and wildlife organizations that collect
publicly available information from satellite data and other sources of data, such as Global
Fishing Watch and Vulcan, can provide valuable supplemental information to the U.S.
government on where IUU fishing is happening,

Will you commit to standing up an information-sharing system (i.e. a vestibule) to help the U.S.
Coast Guard have the most up-to-date information possible on IUU fishing and be able to share
that information with other governments and private actors?

What additional resources or authorities are needed to establish an information-sharing vestibule
in which information can be received and shared out in a timely manner?

Response: The Coast Guard is committed to increased maritime domain awareness (MDA) and
information sharing but has not identified a single system or vestibule. Many partner nations
utilize different MDA tools provided by various like-minded nations. The Coast Guard is
agnostic to any single platform; however, based on Coast Guard engagements with partner
nations, SeaVision is often used to share unclassified MDA. DoD Combatant Commanders
routinely train partner nations in effective SeaVision use, including the use of real-time chat
functions and appropriate levels of information sharing. The Coast Guard will continue to assess
resource requirements through the annual budget process.



276

Question#: | 4

Topic: | Sharing in Timely Manner

Hearing: | Oversight of the Department of Homeland Security

Primary: | The Honorable Sheldon Whitchouse

Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Question: When unauthorized fishing vessels enter partner and allied governments' waters,
speed is of the essence. By the time the appropriate U.S. officials have the authorization to share
information with its allies and partners, the fishing vessel may be long gone. How does the
Coast Guard plan to ensure that our partners and allies can get intelligence and information in a
timely manner to act on [UU fishing in their waters?

Response: SeaVision’s chat function supports real-time unclassified communication and
information sharing with partner nations as cases arise. For classified intelligence and
information sharing, previously approved intelligence sharing agreements are required to
disseminate real-time or actionable intelligence between partner nations.
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Question: Last fall, Senator Murkowski and I urged United States Citizenship and Immigration
Services (USCIS) to address the delays that arriving refugees were encountering in getting their
employment authorization documents approved. In November, USCIS announced that it would
begin granting certain refugees work authorization automatically.

Can you provide more detail about the implementation of this policy and the number of work
authorizations that USCIS has automatically granted?

Response: Refugees admitted under section 207 of the Immigration and Nationality Act (INA)
are employment authorized incident to status and do not require an Employment Authorization
Document (EAD) to begin working. Their Forms 1-94, Arrival/Departure Record, containing an
unexpired refugee admission stamp or admission code of “RE”, may be presented to an employer
to complete Form -9, Employment Eligibility Verification, when a refugee is hired. Within 90
days of providing the Form [-94 to their employer, the refugee must present either an EAD ora
document from List B, such as a state-issued "driver’s license, and an unrestricted Social

Security card, to continue working,.

Question: What other changes has the Department made to improve the processing of work
authorization applications?

Response: To assist with initial EAD issuance, U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services
(USCIS) has initiated a new process for resettled refugees to get their EADs, Social Security
numbers, and Social Security cards. Previously, the refugee applicant carried their own physical
EAD application in the refugee travel packet to the port of entry, then the form was mailed to
USCIS after their arrival. In the revised process, we anticipate that data will be shared directly
from Department of State systems to USCIS systems and then onwards to the Social Security
Administration, replacing the paper workflow with an entirely digital process to ensure refugees
can obtain EADs and benefits more quickly. USCIS recently piloted this digital process for 75
arriving refugees and plans to implement this process for all arriving refugees later this fall.

In addition, on September 20, 2023, the U.S. Department of Homeland Security (DHS) released
“Fact Sheet: The Biden-Harris Administration Takes New Actions to Increase Border
Enforcement and Accelerate Processing for Work Authorizations, While Continuing to Call on
Congress to Act”, announcing that USCIS will increase the maximum validity period of initial
and renewal EADs to 5 years for certain noncitizens, including those admitted as refugees or
granted asylum; recipients of withholding of removal; and applicants for asylum, adjustment of
status, or cancellation of removal. This step is designed to ensure that refugees do not lose the
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critical employment authorization to remain self-sufficient. It will also contribute to USCIS
efforts to reduce processing times and backlogs.

USCIS continues to expend significant resources and is leveraging technology solutions to
improve processing speed, efficiency, consistency, and integrity across all aspects of EAD filing
and adjudications. For Fiscal Year (FY) 2023 to date, the median processing time for EADs
based on a pending adjustment of status application is 5.5 months, compared with 6.7 months for
FY 2022. For FY 2023 to date, the median processing time for EADs based on a pending
asylum application is 2.0 months, compared with 9.2 months for FY 2022
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Question: Whistleblowers help ensure the government remains transparent and accountable to
the people. They play a key role in exposing incidents of government waste, abuse, and fraud
and save the taxpayer billions of dollars every year. In many instances, they risk their careers,
jobs, and reputations by bringing to light government misconduct. According to the results of
the 2022 Office of Personnel Management Federal Viewpoint Survey, over a third of DHS
employees responded that they "strongly disagreed, disagreed, or neither disagreed or agreed"
that they "can disclose a suspected violation of any law, rule or regulation without fear of
reprisal." An additional 2,664 employees responded that they did not know that they could report
government misconduct. According to the DHS NO FEAR Act Annual Report, in Fiscal Year
2022 the most frequently alleged basis of discrimination in formal Equal Employment
Opportunity complaints was reprisal, and there was a 6% increase in the number of reprisal
claims in FY 2022 as compared to FY 2021.

It is critically important that whistleblowers are protected from being subjected to reprisal for
exposing government waste, abuse, and fraud and that employees know their rights with respect
to reporting government misconduct, especially to Congress.

What steps have you taken to ensure whistleblowers are protected from acts of retaliation for
exposing incidents of waste, fraud, and abuse? What actions has DHS taken to ensure its
employees are informed of their rights related to the reporting of allegations of waste, abuse, and
fraud?

Response: The Department shares your interest in ensuring employees understand their rights to
make protected whistleblower disclosures, have information on how to make such disclosures,
and are protected from retaliation. The Department has demonstrated its commitment to
whistleblower protections and supporting the important work of the DHS Office of Inspector
General (OIG) and the U.S. Office of Special Counsel (OSC) by, among other things:

e maintaining on the DHS intranet site an information and resource page for employees and
contractors with information regarding how to make a whistleblower disclosure and
protections for whistleblowers;

e ensuring that employees are trained on how to make protected disclosures and on
protections for whistleblowers, including mandatory annual training;

* requiring periodic training for supervisors regarding responding to whistleblower
disclosures and on anti-retaliation;

e issuing periodic communications to the workforce regarding the importance of disclosing
wrongdoing and on whistleblower protections;
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o working with the OIG on procedures for reviewing retaliation claims involving security
clearance determinations; and

e holding supervisory employees responsible for anti-retaliation, including through anti-
retaliation requirements in performance standards.

The Department’s efforts have resulted in demonstrable progress. In 2016, for example, only
51.39 percent of DHS Federal Viewpoint Survey respondents agreed that they could disclose a
suspected violation of any law, rule, or regulation without fear of retaliation. By 2022, however,
62.7 percent of respondents agreed with this statement, an improvement of almost 11.5 percent
over six years. The Department looks forward to its continued work on this issue.

The OIG and the OSC serve as important resources for whistleblowers and devote much of their
work to allegations received by whistleblowers. In addition, pursuant to the Office of the
Inspector General Act, the OIG is responsible for designating a Whistleblower Protection
Coordinator to educate employees and assist the Inspector General in promoting the timely and
appropriate handling and consideration of protected disclosures and allegations of reprisal.
Accordingly, much of the Department’s work on whistleblower issues is in support of the
Inspector General.
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August 18, 2022

MEMORANDUM FOR: DHS Agency and Office Leaders

FROM: Alejandro N. Mayork
Secretary

SUBIECT: Employee Accountability Processes

On April 7, 2022, I directed the General Counsel to lead a group to review employee misconduet
discipline processes and to recommend improvements. I have made it one of our Department’s
top priorities to champion our workforce and create a culture of excellence. openness, and
accountability. Today, I am directing vou to take additional steps towards this goal.

First. I am directing Management to work with the Office of the General Counsel and with all of
you to update the Department’s policies, including the DHS Table of Penalties, and to develop
an information resource for employees and supervisors on the disciplinary process. Management
will provide me an update on its progress by September 30, 2022.

Second. I am directing the Office for Civil Rights and Civil Liberties to work with the Office of
the General Counsel, Management, the Office of the Inspector General, and all of you to enhance
tracking and information sharing regarding reports of harassment. including reports that are
made to the Inspector General or warrant swift action. The Office for Civil Rights and Civil
Liberties will provide me an update on its progress by September 30, 2022.

Third. I am directing each operational agency and the Federal Law Enforcement Training
Centers to develop and provide to me by September 30, 2022 an implementation plan to form
centralized bodies in each agency that:

(1) are comprised of officials trained in disciplinary, equal employment opportunity, and
anti-retaliation requirements and principles:

(2) are dedicated to the task of proposing and deciding discipline:

(3) are outside the alleged wrongdoers™ chain of command:

(4) handle the most serious misconduct and employees of a certain status: and,

(5) follow a systematic written procedure in which responsibilities. timelines, and the
role of advisors are clear.
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The Office of the Chief Human Capital Officer within Management will develop an
implementation plan for other agencies and offices other than the Office of the Inspector
General.

Fourth, I am directing Management to work with the Office of the General Counsel and all of
you to ensure policies at both the Department and Component-levels include:

(1) periodic communication with our workforce identifying high-priority categories of
misconduct, including conduct expectations and recommended penalty range:

(2) enhanced information-sharing protocols for hiring across DIHS agencies and offices:

(3) tracking misconduct allegations, from allegation to final resolution, in a way that
meaningfully distinguishes between the nature and seriousness of misconduct; and,

(4) effective use of the probationary period.

Management will provide me with an update by October 31, 2022.

Thank you for your leadership and attention to this critical initiative.
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Question: At the hearing, I noted that multiple Inspectors General have found that the
Department of Homeland Security failed to fully vet and screen Afghan evacuees before entry
into the United States. In one report, the Defense Department Inspector General said at least 50
evacuees in the United States posed potentially significant national security concerns. I asked
the following question at the hearing: how many Afghan evacuees are currently in the country
who pose potential or actual national security concerns? You failed to answer. Accordingly,
please answer whether DHS knows how many Afghan evacuees are currently in country who
pose potential or actual security concerns.

Response: DHS appreciates the important work conducted by the DoD and O1G. DHS has
previously raised concerns about the process underlying both reports as well as some of their
data and findings. Afghan evacuees underwent a multi-layered screening and vetting process
that began overseas and was conducted by intelligence, law enforcement, and counterterrorism
professionals from the U.S. Department of State, DHS, DoD, FBI, and other U.S. interagency
partners.

After departing Afghanistan and before entering the United States, Afghan evacuees underwent
an interagency screening and vetting process that started overseas, where individuals underwent
biometric and biographic vetting, This process included national security and criminal records
checks conducted by intelligence, law enforcement, and counterterrorism professionals from
DoD, DHS, FBI, the National Counterterrorism Center, and other Intelligence Community
partners. Only those who cleared this comprehensive screening and vetting process were
approved for onward travel to the United States. As with all noncitizens who are seeking
admission to the United States at U.S. ports of entry (POEs), Afghan evacuees were inspected by
CBP officers upon arriving at a POE. During this inspection, CBP officers conducted additional
biographic and biometric checks. Those individuals who were identified by CBP as requiring
further review were referred to secondary inspection, where additional reviews of information or
interviews were conducted as warranted. Only those evacuees who cleared inspection at the POE
were admitted or paroled into the United States, depending on their individual status and
documentation.

Those who did not clear this inspection process were processed for appropriate removal
proceedings under the Immigration and Nationality Act or, as appropriate, given an opportunity
to voluntarily withdraw their application for admission to the United States. Those who did not
choose to voluntarily withdraw their applications for admission were placed into removal
proceedings. Additionally, all Operation Allies Welcome (OAW) parolees have been and remain
subject to recurrent vetting, as are other foreign nationals who are admitted into the United
States, such as visa holders. Recurrent vetting enables the federal government to identify, and
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appropriately act upon, any information of concern that may arise after entry into the United
States. DHS regularly receives information from and shares information with our federal and
local partners on individuals who may pose a public safety or national security threat. If
derogatory information becomes available after an individual enters the United States, DHS and
our partners work together to determine appropriate next steps, which may include prosecution,
revoking parole, and/or placing the individual into removal proceedings.

Neither the DHS OIG nor DoD reports acknowledged the fact that vetting is not a static process.
New intelligence and information may arise that can identify information on an individual. This
is why DHS ensures that all OAW parolees undergo continuous and recurrent vetting for the
duration of their parole.

DHS notes that the DHS OIG report failed to consider evidence provided to the OIG via
briefings and documentation. For example, the DHS OIG report highlights a claim that CBP was
unable to appropriately “screen, vet, and inspect” all Afghan nationals during the recent
operation. This inaccurate conclusion fails to place CBP within the full spectrum of U.S.
interagency screening and vetting processes for OAW and to subsequently inspect all Afghan
evacuees at POEs. All noncitizens arriving at a POE, including Afghan evacuees, are inspected
and processed by CBP Officers. Decisions about whether to parole an individual noncitizen are
made on a case-by-case basis, taking into account all information developed during the
inspection. The DHS OIG report also states that CBP admitted or paroled individuals into the
United States without proper identification or documentation. DHS believes the OIG reached
this erroneous conclusion because the OIG misunderstood the procedures that are administered
for parole. Specifically, the report appears to assume that all individuals must travel on a valid
travel document (such as a passport) to be inspected and admitted or paroled into the United
States. However, CBP personnel may accept an identification document, such as a traveler’s
birth certificate, foreign driver’s license, or other national identity document, to establish
identity. The majority of Afghans had some form of identification or documentation
demonstrating their identity, such as birth certificates or national identification documents.

Further, DHS provided documentation and evidence to the DHS OIG multiple times showing
that all paroled Afghan nationals undergo recurrent vetting processes for the duration of their
parole. Despite this, the report goes on to recommend that DHS establish recurrent vetting for
parolees, failing to acknowledge that individuals paroled into the United States as part of OAW
are already subject to recurrent vetting, In addition. OIG requested evidence that vetting results
were negative on individuals, rather than accepting that vetting would only return derogatory
information (i.e., positive results), while no results would be considered negative.

The DHS OIG report also uses specific examples to allege the vetting system does not work,
when in fact, these examples show the process is working as intended. Specifically, the report
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stated that two individuals were paroled into the United States while having derogatory
information in their vetting records, which is incorrect. DHS provided the OIG evidence that
these individuals were cleared by the interagency vetting process at the time of travel and no
derogatory information was reported prior to their parole into the United States. DHS was
alerted to new derogatory information available affer the individuals were paroled to the United
States. As expected, DHS and our interagency partners immediately acted upon this new
derogatory information, indicating a vetting system that is working as designed.

CBP processed 76,845 people connected with OAW since July 2021.
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Question: At the hearing, I asked you whether the Department of Homeland Security considers
Confucius Institutes and their affiliates to be an extension of the communist Chinese
government. You failed to directly answer. Accordingly, please answer yes or no to the
question.

Response: As Secretary Mayorkas stated in response to questions during the hearing, yes, the
Department is concerned about Confucius Institutes, and specifically about the fact that many of
them act as non-traditional collectors of intelligence on behalf of the Chinese government.
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Question: A 2018 survey by the Department of Homeland Security Inspector General, which
covered years 2011 to 2018, showed a pattern of rampant sexual harassment and misconduct at
the DHS. Over 10,000 employees experienced sexual harassment or misconduct, but
unfortunately 8,148 of the victims did not report it. Of those who did not report, 2,296
employees felt they would not be supported by DHS management, 2,012 employees feared
retaliation, and 1,799 employees believed that the alleged harasser would not be investigated
even if reported. In April 2022, you formed a task force to investigate the matter and make
recommendations to fix this crisis. However, it is unclear what DHS has done to address the
underlying data - that 10,000 DHS employees, from 2011-2018, reported widespread sexual
harassment at DHS.

Protecting the Department's workforce and addressing all allegations of sexual harassment and
misconduct must remain a top priority. Please answer the following:

What were the findings of the task force and have any recommendations been implemented? If
so, what are they?

Response: Secretary Mayorkas agrees that protecting the Department’s workforce, including
from sexual harassment, is a top priority. The Department maintains mandatory and robust anti-
harassment standards that apply to all offices and components. The Office for Civil Rights and
Civil Liberties (CRCL), which has programmatic responsibility for anti-harassment efforts,
works with components to review and strengthen their anti-harassment programs.

DHS leadership has prioritized the issues of sexual harassment, workplace misconduct, and
whistleblower protection. In 2018, then-Secretary Kirstjen Nielsen issued several messages to
the workforce on the subject of sexual harassment in the Department. DHS Headquarters issued
a plain-language sexual harassment policy later that year. Secretary Mayorkas has continued this
emphasis on addressing misconduct through the creation of a workplace misconduct task force.
These efforts are in addition to annual workforce messages and employee training on topics
including harassment and discrimination, whistleblower protections, and the NO FEAR Act.

The task force’s findings were issued by the Agency’s Office of the General Counsel, and are
privileged. The Secretary considered those findings and issued a memorandum on August 18,
2022, directing the relevant DHS offices and components to implement a number of policy
changes. A copy of that memorandum is enclosed. The Secretary’s recommendations are being
implemented according to a schedule that varies by office or agency.
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Question: Although the DHS Inspector General conducted the work, have you conducted a
sexual harassment survey of DHS employees since becoming aware of the troubling number of
sexual harassment allegations at its components?

Response: It is the Secretary’s understanding that the DHS Inspector General has approved a
project whereby the Office of Inspection and Evaluations will conduct a survey in FY 2023.
Apart from the survey work performed by DHS OIG, a Department-wide sexual harassment
survey has not been conducted. However, CRCL reports Department-wide statistics on sexual
harassment complaints on a quarterly basis. Individual agencies and offices conduct surveys and
climate studies on topics that can include employee perceptions of harassment, discrimination,
and retaliation, Additionally, DHS participates in the Federal Employee Viewpoint Survey
(FEVS). One of the questions on the FEVS asks whether the respondent “can disclose a
suspected violation of any law, rule, or regulation without fear of reprisal.” Between 2011 and
2022, the percentage of positive responses to that question has increased from 56 percent to 63
percent.

Question: If so, what problems were identified and what have you done to address them? If not,
why have you not conducted a sexual harassment survey given the troubling results of the 2018
survey?

Response: Please see the response to the previous question. The Department has zero tolerance
for sexual harassment. DHS was taking proactive steps to address harassment before the 1G
completed its survey, and we will continue to work towards a workplace where every employee
is treated with respect and can raise concerns without fear of reprisal.
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Question: In September 2022, DHS's Office of Inspector General (OIG) reported that FEMA did
not implement controls to prevent more than $3.7 billion in improper payments from the Lost
Wages Assistance (LWA) program in response to the COVID-19 pandemic.

Has the FEMA Administrator coordinated with state workforce agencies to evaluate the number
of transactions and dollar amounts for fraudulent and improper payments made through the
LWA program? If so, please discuss coordination and dollar amounts.

Please describe coordination, if any, between FEMA officials and state workforce agencies to
recover fraudulent and improper payments from the LWA program.

Please provide dollar amounts and support for any monies to date that the FEMA administrator
has de-obligated and recovered because they were made fraudulently or other improper payments
made through LWA from state workforce agencies.

Please describe plans and actions that FEMA has taken to improve management of its federal
assistance programs and reduce fraud risk in response to the IG's findings, including any other
steps taken to address the report's recommendations.

Response: For Lost Wages Assistance (LWA) the DHS OIG concluded there was $3.3 billion in
potentially fraudulent payments, $21.6 million in overpayments, and $403 million in payments
made without obtaining claimant’s required self-certifications. Under the LWA grant awards,
State Workforce Agencies (SWA) were required to: (1) identify and report the number and
amount of overpayments as part of the grant closeout process; (2) describe their procedures used
to waive improper payments as allowed under certain circumstances pursuant to Section 262 of
the Continued Assistance for Unemployed Workers Act of 2020; and (3) repay FEMA for all
identified improper payments not otherwise waived, to include all payments made due to fraud,
whether they recover the funds or not from claimants.

SWAs must investigate and pursue the recovery of fraudulent and improper payments regardless
of when they are identified, even if the grants are closed, and the requirement to reimburse FEMA
for identified improper payments does not end.

Total amounts owed back to FEMA (whether due to overpayments, overdrawn funds, or cost
share requirements) are currently being determined as FEMA reviews final reports and closeout
documentation and works with SWAs to validate funds owed to FEMA. Once FEMA validates
debt owed by an SWA, in accordance with FEMA directives and other relevant guidance and
procedures, the debt is transferred to the FEMA Finance Center (FFC) for collection. The FFC
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then bills, monitors, collects, and, in conjunction with the Individual Assistance Division, tracks
the debt.

SWAs may return funds to FEMA prior to debt referral to the FFC for collection. As of April 4,
2023, nearly $165 million has been returned to FEMA.
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Question: GAO's June 2022 Priority Open Recommendations letter to the Department of
Homeland Security includes a 2020 recommendation for the Administrator of FEMA to
designate one lead entity with responsibility for providing oversight of agency-wide efforts to
manage fraud risks to Public Assistance (PA) emergency work grants, consistent with the leading
practice. GAO states that fully implementing this recommendation would reduce fraud risk
within these grants. As of January 2023, GAO reported that FEMA has not implemented this
recommendation.

Please discuss plans, if any, to fully implement this recommendation.

Response: This question refers to GAO-20-604, “FEMA Should Take Additional Actions to
Strengthen Fraud Risk Management for Public Assistance Emergency Work Grants”,
Recommendation 2: “The Administrator of FEMA should designate one entity as the lead entity
with responsibility for providing oversight of agency-wide efforts to manage fraud risks to PA
emergency work grants, including managing the fraud risk assessment process, consistent with
leading practices.” FEMA responded to this recommendation in the September 11, 2020,
Management Response Letter and has maintained its position.

FEMA strongly believes that its multi-directorate approach provides a proactive and layered
review process to manage fraud risk within the PA Program. For example:

o FEMA’s PA program directly oversees emergency work grants and has policies and
procedures in place to manage fraud risks;

e FEMA’s Office of the Chief Financial Officer oversees FEMA’s appropriate accounting
policies;

e FEMA’s Office of Chief Security Officer-Fraud Investigations & Inspections Division
(OCSO-FIID) is responsible for reviewing allegations of fraud by grantees and
investigating allegations of fraud by non-FEMA individuals, OCSO-FIID’s Program
Review and Inspection Branch is responsible for providing observation-based risk
reviews agency-wide and validating that risk control measures are established and
functional for program categories under review; and

e FEMA’s OPR under the Office of the Administrator is responsible for investigating
employee misconduct.

FEMA believes this division of responsibilities in managing fraud risks is consistent with sound
accounting principles, and to combine all these functions into one office would potentially cause
conflicts of interest in violation of best practices.
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Question: Please discuss any other actions to reduce fraud risk within PA emergency work
grants.

Response: As a part of the Corrective Action Plan for the GAO 20-604 audit, FEMA’s Office of
the Chief Security Officer has recently completed review of PA Category A (Debris Removal)
and is currently reviewing PA Category B (Emergency Protective Measures). The review is to
ensure that regular fraud risk assessments of PA emergency work grants are done to determine a
fraud risk profile that aligns with leading practices as provided in the Fraud Risk Framework.

FEMA has also updated key training and guidance documents for the PA grant program to
ensure ease in reporting suspected fraud. PA recipients have also been directed to provide this
guidance to subrecipients. FEMA has updated and distributed all relevant PA Position Assists
and the “FEMA Fact Sheet: Managing Fraud Risks,” to include how and where to report
suspected fraud. Additionally, FEMA will include information on how and where to report
suspected fraud in the next version of the PA Program and Policy Guide.

FEMA has also updated an extensive list of trainings given by the FEMA Grant Programs
Directorate’s Procurement Disaster Assistance Team and FEMA Recovery PA to include fraud
reporting and prevention training guidance. FEMA is also currently working to implement
program-specific antifraud training and guidance materials for PA staff who work directly with
PA applicants on both Category A (Debris Removal) and Category B (Emergency Protective
Measures) projects.
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Question: Even though you terminated the Disinformation Governance Board in August, it
appears that the Department is continuing to aggressively pursue counter-disinformation
activities.

Recent documents from the Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Security Agency say that it has a
"burgeoning” counter-disinformation effort that includes "directly engaging with social media
companies to flag MDM [misinformation, disinformation and mal-information]."

Department of Homeland Security officials also said that they intend to engage in these
disinformation activities related to the 2022 midterms and the 2024 general election, and that in
the coming years, the department plans to target "'inaccurate information' on a wide range of
topics, including 'the origins of the Covid-19 pandemic and the efficacy of Covid-19 vaccines,

racial justice, U.S. withdrawal from Afghanistan, and the nature of U.S. support to Ukraine."

Have you or staff ever communicated with a social media company to discuss content on its
forum? If so, which social media companies and what was the topic?

Have you ever instructed a subordinate to communicate with a social media company to discuss
content on its forum? If so, which social media companies and what was the topic?

Please describe the extent of the relationship between the Department of Homeland Security and
the FBI's Foreign Influence Task Force to flag content for alleged disinformation,
misinformation and mal-information.

Response: DHS is committed to conducting all activities, including those pertaining to
disinformation, in a manner that complies with the law and protects individuals® privacy, civil
rights, and civil liberties.

DHS is charged with safeguarding the United States against threats to its security. In recent
years, many of those threats have been exacerbated by disinformation. As part of its mission,
DHS has worked for many years across multiple administrations to address and mitigate
different forms of disinformation that threaten the authorized missions of the Department.

Countering disinformation that threatens the homeland and providing the public with accurate
information in response to such disinformation are critical to fulfilling DHS’s congressionally
mandated missions. On May 18, 2022, Secretary Mayorkas tasked the nonpartisan Homeland
Security Advisory Council (HSAC) to stand up a subcommittee to conduct a thorough review
and assessment of those efforts. The HSAC Subcommittee on Disinformation Best Practices and
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Safeguards (the Subcommittee), led by former Secretary of Homeland Security Michael Chertoff
and former Deputy Attorney General Jamie Gorelick, completed its work in late August 2022,
On August 24, 2022, the HSAC deliberated and approved the Final Report in a public meeting.
The Subcommittee concluded that disinformation threatens the homeland and that it is critical
that the Department take steps to address this threat.

The Department uses the HSAC recommendations as a guide to address threat streams that
undermine the security of our country, while promoting transparency in our work. With respect
to disinformation, DHS does not compel or pressure social media companies to take action
concerning specific posts or actors on social media——nor does it seek to obtain or exercise any
new authorities to combat disinformation. Again, DHS remains committed to conducting all its
activities, including those pertaining to disinformation, in a manner that complies with the law
and protects individuals’ privacy, civil rights, and civil liberties.

DHS component agencies work diligently to mitigate the harms of disinformation in their
respective mission areas. Examples of such efforts include working to combat human smuggling,
protecting critical infrastructure, and responding to malign foreign influence efforts. In addition
to engaging with state and local governments, the Department works with entities such as private
critical infrastructure owners where appropriate.

Countering disinformation is an evolving, multifaceted and complex task that must constantly
adapt to a shifting threat landscape across numerous mission areas and rapid developments in
technology. Consequently, the Department is unable to provide an accurate accounting of all
personnel who have ever engaged in countering disinformation.
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Question: During the hearing, I asked whether the Department of Homeland Security (DHS)
was working with the Department of Agriculture (USDA) and law enforcement entities to track
suspicious farmland purchases by China and other foreign nations. You respond that DHS
generally works within Committee on Foreign Investment in the United States (CFIUS) to track
foreign investments. However, this answer is insufficient; the USDA and many law enforcement
entities are not regular CFIUS members. So again, I ask for the record: how is Homeland
Security working with the USDA and law enforcement entities to track these types of suspicious
land purchases?

Response: Although the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) is not a Committee on Foreign
Investment in the United States (CFIUS) member agency, USDA is an integral participant in
CFIUS cases implicating its equities or expertise, including foreign investment or real estate
transactions implicating agriculture or food security. In such matters, USDA typically serves as
a co-lead agency, assessing risk on behalf of the interagency just as any member agency co-lead
would do. In such circumstances, DHS works with USDA along with the other CFIUS member
agencies to determine whether a national security risk arises from such transactions, and if so, to
negotiate or impose risk mitigation that is effective and enforceable. As part of this process, all
DHS law enforcement agencies participate.

Congress, in passing the Foreign Investment Risk Review Modernization Act of 2018
(FIRRMA), expanded CFIUS jurisdiction to include foreign real estate purchases near sensitive
national security sites such as military bases or where such real estate is located within, or will
function as part of, an air or maritime port. CFIUS jurisdiction is not tied to foreign purchases of
farmland per se, but could include such transactions if there is the presence of a U.S. business or
real estate that meets the aforementioned criteria. For transactions that may be covered
transactions under CFIUS jurisdiction, including transactions involving farmland, where the
parties choose not to voluntarily file for CFIUS review (non-notified transactions), the U.S.
Department of the Treasury as CFIUS Chair runs a transaction identification process that
leverages both classified and unclassified sources of information, including databases, tips from
the public, congressional notifications, and referrals from other agencies, to identify transactions,
involving countries of concern, including from the People’s Republic of China. CFIUS members
agencies, including DHS, as well as USDA and law enforcement agencies such as the Federal
Bureau of Investigation, participate in the non-notified process. For example, DHS has
leveraged information from USCIS to run visa and passport information upon request to help
identify the ultimate beneficial owners of transactions of interest.
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Question: Fentanyl is responsible for most of the recent drug overdoses. Congress continues to
extend the temporary controlled authority for all fentanyl analogues, but this will expire at the
end of December. Please explain why permanently scheduling these drugs is a necessary step to
combat overdose deaths, and the cartels.

Response: DHS believes that a permanent class-wide scheduling of fentanyl-related substances
is necessary to combat overdose deaths and protect the health and safety of Americans.
Permanent class-wide scheduling would deter cartels and traffickers from developing new deadly
substances that aid in evading prosecution. Class-wide scheduling would allow law enforcement
to respond to the illicit manufacturing, importation, and trafticking of fentanyl-related substances
before they are distributed and before they can cause harm to Americans. The Administration
shared a comprehensive proposal with Congress two years ago supporting Schedule 1
classification for all fentanyl-related substances along with other consensus recommendations
developed jointly by the Office of National Drug Control Policy (ONDCP) and the U.S.
Departments of Health and Human Services and Justice. DHS defers to the ONDCP, which can
share further information on the Administration’s position and address the complex issues
surrounding scheduling of fentanyl-related substances.

DHS analysts assess that to circumvent detection and prosecution, TCOs utilize chemists to
continually develop lethal fentanyl analogues and fentanyl-related substances using different
precursors and pre-precursor chemicals, as well as new synthesis techniques. The ever-changing
fentanyl analogues and fentanyl-related substances contain similar psychoactive effects and
comparable toxicity levels of fentanyl that lead to the same potentially deadly reactions. The
ability of TCOs to create new related substances by simply making small changes in the
chemical composition and synthesis techniques makes it difficult for law enforcement and
prosecutors to stay ahead of these changes and adapt if a schedule is too narrowly defined and
does not allow for the identification and charging of substantially similar but chemically
different analogues.
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Question: The Iowa Department of Public Safety (DPS) commissioner testified that states, like
lowa, are affected by the cartels. In 2020, lowa DPS opened 13 cases with a direct evidentiary tie
to Mexican cartels. In 2021, that jumped to 39 cases. In 2022-23, that number is expected to be
even higher.

Based on DHS's most recent data, how many states do the cartels have a presence in?

Of the identified workers embedding in the states by the cartels, what percentage are entering
illegally?

Response: HSI is the principal investigative arm of DHS and the primary federal law
enforcement agency responsible for investigating drug seizures and other criminal activity
occurring at POEs and other border entry points. Based on information from other agencies,
open-source information, and internal holdings, HSI believes there is TCO-related activity in
some form in all 50 states and Puerto Rico.

Question: Of the identified workers embedding in the states by the cartels, what percentage are
entering illegally?

Response: HSI does not possess this data.
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Question: The lowan DPS Commissioner testified that the tie between violent crime and drug
trafficking is significant. He said that 42 % of the murders that occurred in Des Moines, lowa in
the last 2 years had a tie to drug trafficking. The 2011 National Gang Threat Assessment found
that gangs are responsible for an average of 48% of violent crime in most areas. What metrics
can you provide showing how DHS is cracking down on these violent gangs?

Response: During FY 2022, the HSI National Gangs and Violent Crimes Unit (NGVCU)
supported HSI field offices with gang-related Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations
Act investigations and gang enforcement operations. This support has yielded 4,777 criminal
gang arrests, 1,045 convictions, 482 indictments, 929 gang related investigative cases initiated,
over 45.9 thousand pounds of illegal drugs seized to include cocaine, methamphetamine,
fentanyl, and marijuana, and over 38,000 pounds of precursor chemicals.

To date in FY 2023, NGVCU has reported the following gang related statistics: 2,222 criminal
arrests, 1,076 indictments, 351 convictions, and 504 gang related investigative cases. In
addition, NGVCU supported gang enforcement operations resulting in the seizure of over 930
weapons, including one grenade, as well as over $7 million in monetary instruments, and over
9,000 pounds of illegal drugs, including cocaine, methamphetamine, fentanyl, marijuana, and
heroin.
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Question: According to a recent Gallup poll, cyberterrorism now ranks as a top critical threat to
U.S. vital interests in the minds of a majority of Americans.

Is DHS ready for the next widespread cyberattack?

In the event of a major, widespread cyberattack, will DHS be able to quickly help rebound and
restore normal operations for critical infrastructure?

Response: DHS, through CISA, plans for a coordinated public-private response to cyber
incidents to minimize impacts and quickly recover. Through CISA’s work, the government, the
private sector, and U.S. international partners have come together for the first time to develop
joint cyber defense plans and enable real-time information sharing on issues like the U.S.
response to Russia’s invasion of Ukraine, Log4Shell, and the Lapsus$ hacking group.

In 2023, CISA is working on joint cyber defense plans that include collective cyber response. As
part of this effort, CISA will lead an update of the National Cyber Incident Response Plan
(NCIRP), in close coordination with interagency partners. The update will incorporate changes
and lessons learned since the release of the 2016 NCIRP, articulating specific roles for non-
federal entities in organizing and executing national incident response activities. This updated
plan will better prepare our nation to withstand major cyber incidents.
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Question: DHS is of the opinion that they do not need to report data to Congress or the
American public. However, there is statutory authority outlining that DHS is required to report
all parole data. In fact, it is clearly laid out in the Joint Explanatory Statement that accompanied
the Department of Homeland Security Appropriations Act of 2022, That Statement reads, at the
top of page 8:

Parole Requests.-Beginning within 60 days, the Department shall provide quarterly reports on
the number of parole requests received and granted, and for those granted, the rationale for each
grant and its duration.

Do you agree that DHS is required by law to disclose complete parole data?

Will DHS commit to reporting all parole data as outlined by law?

Response: Yes, DHS is committed to providing this report to Congress. This report is being

finalized, and will be provided to Congress in the coming months. The delay has been due to
complex and extensive inter-agency work required to draft this report.
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Question: Immigration parole programs are an exercise of discretion by Homeland Security that
allows people to enter the U.S. when they have no other legal option. It is clear over the past few
years at least a few hundred thousand aliens have been paroled into the United States, perhaps it
is millions -the American public just do not know because DHS does not report complete parole
data to Congress or the public. How many people did DHS parole in the following programs
since their inception:

The Ukraine parole program announced in 20227
The Afghanistan parole program announced in 20217
The Parole for Venezuela announced in 2022 and Cuba, Haiti and Nicaragua added in 20237

Response: As of April 11, 2023, nearly one year since DHS launched the groundbreaking and
life-saving process known as Uniting for Ukraine after Russia’s unprovoked invasion of Ukraine,
DHS had paroled into the United States 124,477 Ukrainian nationals and their qualifying
immediately family members,

Afghan evacuees paroled as a part of Operation Allies Welcome announced in 2021: 77,992
parolees received OAR (Operation Allies Refuge) parole. Data from CBP Office of Field
Operations as of June 15, 2023. OAR/OAW did not begin until August 16, 2021 and the last
OAR was processed on October 18, 2022,

The migration enforcement process announced for Venezuelan nationals and their immediate
family members in October 2022 — which was later expanded to nationals of Cuba, Haiti, and
Nicaragua in January 2023 — continues to yield significant results in reducing the number of
encounters of these nationals along the Southwest Border. Through these efforts, which combine
a safe and lawful pathway with a consequence for failing to use that pathway, DHS has paroled
into the United States 34,395 Venezuelans; 17,782 Cubans; 21,760 Haitians; and 8,814
Nicaraguans as of April 11, 2023.
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Question: The law requires that parole is to be made only on a case-by-case basis, but the
programs mentioned above are very large, clearly defined groups of people who are to be paroled
in under certain criteria outlined in the program created by DHS.

Do you see parole under these very large, clearly defined programs as complying with the case-
by-case requirement in the law?

Response: The Immigration and Nationality Act provides the Secretary of Homeland Security
with the discretionary authority to parole noncitizens “into the United States temporarily under
such reasonable conditions as [the Secretary] may prescribe only on a case-by-case basis for
urgent humanitarian reasons or significant public benefit.” INA § 212(d)(5)(A), 8 US.C. §
1182(d)(5)(A). This translates to a requirement for an individual evaluation of each application
for parole and an individualized determination to be made in each case. All parole adjudications
made in the course of the parole processes described above meet these statutory requirements.
Each request for parole through these processes are reviewed on a case-by-case basis, and a
decision to grant or reject the discretionary request for parole is made on a case-by-case
determination, taking into account the totality of the circumstances presented in each individual
case.
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Question: On March 8, a federal judge issued an order which stated "the Parole+ATD Policy is
vacated under the APA, and that policy is remanded to DHS for further proceedings consistent
with this Opinion and Order" because the policy "contravenes the INA." In other words, your
policy of releasing the millions who attempt illegal entry is unlawful.

Has DHS stopped the practice of parole+ATD per this court order?
Has DHS stopped the practice of parole per this court order?

Response: Yes, CBP ceased the use of Parole+tATD (Alternatives to Detention) per the court
order.

Question: Has DHS ever paroled without ATD aliens apprehended while trying to enter
illegally?

Response: CBP has the authority (8 U.S.C. § 1182(d)(5)(A)) and ability to parole individuals
and did so even prior to Parole+ATD. CBP paroles are always conducted on a case-by-case
basis and for either urgent humanitarian reasons or significant public benefit.
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Question: We have heard concerning reports that many of the current electronic border security
and surveillance detection equipment on/around the border are being purposely shut off or
removed.

Can you explain why sensors and cameras on/around the border have been shut oft?
Can you explain why sensors and cameras on/around the border have been removed?
Response: No sensors or cameras on or around the border have been shut off.
Question: Can you explain why the lighting along the border fence has been shut off?
Response: No lighting along the border has been shut off.

Question: Can you explain why pending projects to expand lighting at the border have been
cancelled or delayed?

Response: Presidential Proclamation 10142 suspended all construction activities funded with
DHS’s FY 2017-2021 barrier appropriations. This included the installation of system elements
(enforcement cameras, lighting and other detection technology) which are intended to complete
the border barrier system and increase USBP’s ability to secure the border through domain
awareness of illegal cross-border activity. As announced on July 11, 2022, DHS is utilizing
remaining prior year barrier funds to complete system attributes in locations where barrier was
constructed but the planned system attributes were left incomplete at the time of the pause.
Procurement actions are underway to support this work.
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Question: DHS reports that there have been over one million "known gotaways" at the
Southwest Border since President Biden took office.

Do you have data that tracks how many gotaways have been caught and deported each year since
FY 20207

Response: DHS cannot speculate on the number of individuals removed that also were not
apprehended by USBP. The Department can only track the number of gotaways encountered
crossing the border. This numerical data is insufficient to allow the Department to track how
many of these individuals were later encountered by 1CE and removed from the United States.

Question: Most “known gotaways™ are only “known” because of monitoring devices such as
cameras on balloons and sensors at the Southwest border, but given that DHS has recently
removed many of these sensors and cameras, how will DHS know how many gotaways there are
in the future?

Response: DHS did not remove or shut off any cameras or sensors on or around the border.

Question: Is knowing the number of gotaways important data to have to measure DHS’s border
security effectiveness?

Response: It is important for USBP field commanders to have the number of gotaways to
identify vulnerabilities and allocate resources accordingly. Gotaway data also provides critical
situational awareness to USBP to assist in understanding and controlling the operational
environment in any given sector.

Question: Did DHS remove these cameras and sensors so they would no longer have the
embarrassing and tragic data on gotaways?

Response: DHS did not remove any cameras or sensors.
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Question: DHS and the media refer to aliens encountered and released from the Southwest
border as "asylum seekers”.

Of the over one million aliens encountered and released into the United States in FY2022, how
many had a finding of credible fear found by USCIS?

Response: Every noncitizen who arrives at the border and is processed by CBP is subject to
security screening. Their biographic and biometric information is vetted across a suite of law
enforcement and intelligence databases. Any noncitizen who poses a risk to national security or
public safety is referred to ICE or other government agencies for detention and potential
removal,

DHS may conditionally release from custody noncitizens who have been fully screened and
vetted pending the outcome of their immigration court proceedings. This could include
noncitizens who have been processed for expedited removal, appeared before a USCIS asylum
officer and immigration judge, and determined to have a credible fear, or noncitizens who are
otherwise placed in removal proceedings before an immigration judge. In FY 2022, USCIS
completed 48,399 credible fear screenings for individuals in detention; of those, 28,182 positive
credible fear determinations were made.

Noncitizens who are conditionally released are subject to reporting requirements, such as regular
check ins with ICE, attendance at their immigration court proceedings, and keeping DHS
apprised of their current residential address. In some cases, noncitizens are equipped with ATD
technology (e.g., GPS monitoring device) prior to release. Although noncitizens generally have
freedom of movement throughout the United States, noncitizens equipped with ATD technology
may be subject to conditions requiring them to remain in a certain location. The ATD program
allows ICE to track noncitizens while their immigration proceedings are pending; nearly 95
percent of noncitizens enrolled in an ATD program appear for their scheduled immigration court
hearings as required.
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Question: Are the rest of the released aliens (i.e., those who do not have a USCIS-found claim
of credible fear) "asylum seekers"?

Response: Noncitizens encountered by USBP are processed for expedited removal or placed into
regular removal proceedings, as appropriate.

Question: How many were issued an NTA (Notice to Appear)?
Response: During FY 2022, CBP issued NTAs to 405,550 noncitizens.
Question: How many were issued an NTR (Notice to Report)?
Response: During FY 2022, no Notices to Report (NTRs) were issued.
Question: How many were not issued an NTA or an NTR?

Response: During FY 2022, a total of 500,498 noncitizens were released under a non-NTA and
non-NTR dispositions/outcomes.

Question: Roughly, what percentage of those who have unlawfully entered or been released into
the United States will DHS deport?

Response: Approximately, 55 percent of migrants encountered (those who unlawfully entered)
were removed or expelled during FY 2022,
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Question: On November 16, 2022, DHS published a federal register notice "automatically
extending" TPS for four countries: El Salvador, Haiti, Nicaragua, Sudan, Honduras, and Nepal.
However, DHS has not made a formal, legal finding to extend or re-designate TPS for these
countries as required by law. Please explain the legal authority that allows you to "automatically
extend" TPS for these countries in the absence of the statutorily required findings and process.

Response: The November 16, 2022, Federal Register notice Continuation of Documentation for
Beneficiaries of Temporary Protected Status Designations for Il Salvador, Haiti, Nicaragua,
Sudan, Honduras, and Nepal (87 FR 68717) (FRN), did not automatically extend Temporary
Protected Status (TPS) for four countries. Rather, the FRN provides that certain beneficiaries
under the existing TPS designations of El Salvador, Haiti, Nicaragua, Sudan, Honduras, and
Nepal retain their TPS pursuant to court orders related to pending litigation involving the TPS
designations of these countries.’ As the FRN provides that these court orders require that
beneficiaries retain their TPS while litigation is ongoing, it also provides for the automatic
extension of the validity of TPS-related documentation, including Employment Authorization
Documents, Notices of Action (Forms 1-797), and Arrival/Departure Records (Forms 1-94).

STPS terminations for El Salvador, Haiti, Nicaragua, Sudan, Honduras, and Nepal were announced by DHS during
2017 1o 2018, Lawsuits challenging the inations were filed in the U.S. District Court for the Northern District
of California in Ramos v. Niefsen, 326 F, Supp. 3d 1075 (N.D. Cal. 2018), and Bhattarai v. Nielsen, No, 19-cv-
00731 (N.D. Cal. Mar. 12, 2019), and in the U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of New York in Sager v,
Trump, 375 F. Supp 3d 280 (E.D.N.Y. 2019). DHS has taken actions to ensure its continued compliance with court
orders related to these cases by publishing periodic notices to continue TPS and extend the validity of TPS-related
documentation previously issued to beneficiaries under the TPS designations for El Salvador, Haiti, Nicaragua,
Sudan, Honduras, and Nepal (83 FR 54764 (Oct. 31, 2018); 84 FR 7103 (Mar. 1, 2019); 84 FR 20647 (May 10,
2019) (correction notice issued at 84 FR 23578 (May 22, 2019)): 84 FR 59403 (Nov. 4. 2019); 85 FR. 79208 (Dec. 9.
2020): 86 FR 50725 (Sept. 10, 2021) (correction notice issued at 86 FR 52694 (Sept. 22, 2021)). The most recent
such notice at 87 FR 68717 (Nov. 16, 2022}, continued TPS and extended the TPS-related documents specified in
the notice through June 30, 2024.
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Question: What does a secure border look like to you as Secretary of Homeland Security?

What does a secure border look like to DHS? How has this view changed or shifted over the last
five years?

Response: Congress defined operational control in the Secure Fence Act of 2006 as “In this
section, the term ‘operational control” means the prevention of all unlawful entries into the
United States, including entries by terrorists, other unlawful aliens, instruments of terrorism,
narcotics, and other contraband.” Considering the statutory definition, if one person successfully
evades law enforcement at the border, then the border is not secure. According to this definition,
no administration has ever maintained operational control of the border. DHS will continue to
do everything that we can to support our personnel with the resources, technology, and policies
that advance the security of the border, and do not come at the cost of the values of our country.

The Biden-Harris Administration has repeatedly called upon Congress to pass comprehensive
and bipartisan legislation to fix our immigration system, which has been broken for decades.
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Question: On his first day in office, President Biden announced a bill that would grant
permanent status and then citizenship to any alien present in the United States by a given date,
regardless of whether they entered legally or illegally. Many experts, as well as just common
sense, relay that such proposed bills create a "pull factor" that acts as an incentive for people to
make the dangerous journey to enter the United States illegally. Isn't it the job of the Secretary of
Homeland Security to identify and minimize incentives and pull factors that encourage illegal
immigration?

Response: President Biden sent the U.S. Citizenship Act of 2021 to Congress on day one of his
Administration to restore humanity and American values to our immigration system. The bill
would provide hardworking people who enrich our communities every day and who have lived
here for years, in some cases for decades, an opportunity to earn citizenship. It would also
modernize our immigration system and prioritize keeping families together, growing our
economy, responsibly managing the border with smart investments, addressing the root causes of
migration from Central America, and ensuring that the United States remains a refuge for those
fleeing persecution. The bill would also create an earned path to citizenship for our immigrant
neighbors, colleagues, parishioners, community leaders, friends, and loved ones—including
Dreamers and the essential workers who have risked their lives to serve and protect American
communities.

The Secretary once again calls upon Congress to follow President Biden’s example and help the
Department by passing comprehensive legislation to fix our broken immigration system.
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Question: By my count, you have created at least 13 parole programs since you assumed the
position of Secretary. What statute gives you the authority to give broad, categorical grants of
parole to entire classes of people?

Can you please describe with specificity what "urgent" humanitarian reason or "significant
public benefit" justifies this blanket use of parole in each program?

Response: Section 212(d)}(5)(A) of the INA provides the Secretary of Homeland Security with
the discretionary authority to parole noncitizens “into the United States temporarily under such
reasonable conditions as [the Secretary] may prescribe only on a case-by-case basis for urgent
humanitarian reasons or significant public benefit.” All existing parole processes have been
established based on the authority granted to the Secretary under the INA, and are administered
consistent with statutory requirements, including the requirement that parole may be granted
only on a case-by-case basis. As such, DHS does not provide broad categorical grants of parole
to entire classes of people; rather, DHS evaluates each individual uniquely to ensure they meet
the requirements, including passing screening and vetting, for a grant of discretionary parole .
Specific reasons and justification for each process are outlined in the Federal Register Notices
implementing these processes.
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Question: How many individuals have received some form of parole since January 20217

Response: Please see the below charts.

U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) Final Releases
from January 1, 2021 through April, 15, 2023 by Paroled Release
Reasons

Fiscal Year (FY)
2021 | 2022 | 2023

Release Reason

Total

Paroled 28,352 66,064 37,591 132,007

Paroled — After CF
positive determination | 2,459 4,208 7.105 13,772
made

Paroled -

L 5,015 9,035 4,550 18,600
Humanitarian

U.S. Border Patrol (USBP) Nationwide Parole* Apprehensions

January 1, 2021 - April 15, 2023

Data includes deportable migrants only

Data Source: Enforcement Integrated Database (Unofficial) FY 2021 — FY 2022 as of End of
Year Dates; FY 2023 year-to-date (YTD) as of April 15, 2023

FY Parole APPs
FY 2021 35,468
FY 2022 378,235
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| £y 2023 YTD | 294,905 |

*Paroles include apprehensions with disposition of P.!

For U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP) Office of Field Operations, please see attached
Excel chart.

Question: How many of those grants of parole were given under a specific parole program
created by this administration?

Response: Since January 2021, ICE released certain individuals in ICE custody pursuant to
parole in accordance with INA § 212(d)(5)(A) and 8 C.F.R. § 212.5. Such parole releases were
not conducted as part of specific parole process. Parole is an administrative measure used by
ICE to temporarily authorize the release from immigration detention of a noncitizen. 1CE only
grants parole if it determines that there are urgent humanitarian reasons or a significant public
benefit, and that the person merits a favorable exercise of discretion. Such individuals include,
but are not limited to, noncitizens with serious medical conditions, pregnant women, certain
juveniles, noncitizens who will be witnesses in judicial, administrative, or legislative proceedings
in the United States, and those whose continued detention is not in the public interest.

During FY 2022, the USBP utilized Parole Plus Alternatives to Detention (Parole + ATD), on a
case-by-case basis, as a necessary tool for decompressing overcrowded USBP facilities. USBP
facilities over capacity present health, safety, and security risks to the workforce and individuals
in detention, further straining USBP resources. To maintain secure, safe, and humane facilities,
USBP utilized its parole authority to release noncitizens on a case-by-case basis for urgent
humanitarian reasons. See USBP table above for parole statistics. On March 8, 2023, in Florida
v. United States, the U.S, District Court for the Northern District of Florida vacated the July 2022
joint CBP and ICE memorandum entitled Policy on the Use of Parole Plus Alternatives to
Detention to Decompress Border Locations (Parole + ATD Memo). As such, DHS may no
longer rely on the Parole + ATD Memo when issuing paroles under INA § 212(d)(5)(A).

Additionally, as of April 15, 2023, CBP paroled into the United States, on a case-by-case basis,
more than 125,000 Ukrainians and qualifying immediate family members under Uniting for
Ukraine. As of April 15, 2023, under CHNV Parole processes, CBP paroled into the United

" The designation “P” represents the marker in the data system that indicates that at the end of USBP’s custodial
responsibility, the individual's disposition was “Parole™.
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States, on a case-by-case basis, more than 87,000 CHNV nationals and their qualifying
immediate family members.
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Question: Since you have taken the position of DHS Secretary, despite the ever-increasing chaos
at the border, you have repeatedly stated that you have operational control of the border.
"Operational control" of the border is defined by statute. What is the statutory definition of
"operational control"?

For the first time, during the March 2023 DHS Oversight hearing, you offered your own made-
up definition of "operational control". What statute gives you the authority to redefine statutory
terms of art?

Response: Congress defined operational control in the Secure Fence Act of 2006 as “the
prevention of all unlawful entries into the United States, including entries by terrorists, other
unlawful aliens, instruments of terrorism, narcotics, and other contraband.” Considering the
statutory definition, if one person successfully evades law enforcement at the border, then the
border is not secure. According to this definition, no administration has ever maintained
operational control of the border.

The Department is maximizing use of available resources to effectively operate within our
broken immigration system. DHS is leading a whole-of-government approach in surging
resources to include personnel, transportation, medical support, and facilities to support border
operations. In addition, DHS is increasing local coordination between state and local officials, as
well as bolstering the capacity of non-governmental organizations to receive noncitizens after
they have been processed by CBP and are awaiting the results of their immigration removal
proceedings. Further, DHS is increasing CBP processing efficiency and moving with deliberate
speed to mitigate potential overcrowding at Border Patrol stations to alleviate the burden on the
surrounding border communities and administering consequences for unlawful entry, including
removal, detention, and prosecution.

We work hard every day to maintain and improve our operational control. The resources we
have surged and the technology we are bringing to bear are designed to do so and to lighten the
heavy load that the brave men and women of the Border Patrol carry.
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Question: Your newly minted definition of the term "operational control" of the border is
"maximizing the resources we have to deliver the most effective response." Even by your made-
up definition, you do not have operational control of the border.

Can you please clearly explain how relaxing the credible fear standard for asylum applicants
such that more applicants remain in the country longer-years longer than they should-
"maximize[es] the resources" DHS has been given?

Response: DHS applies the credible fear standard as outlined in the INA. In section
235(b)(1)(B)(v) of the INA, a credible fear of persecution is defined as a “significant possibility™
that the noncitizen could establish eligibility for asylum. All noncitizens seeking asylum are
subject to the same credible fear standard based on this statutory definition.

DHS and the U.S. Department of Justice (DOJ) jointly issued the Circumvention of Lawful
Pathways Rule on May 11, 2023. This rule imposes conditions on asylum eligibility for
noncitizens who fail to use lawful pathways to enter the United States. Under this rule, if an
asylum officer determines that the noncitizen is subject to and has not made a sufficient showing
of being excepted from or rebutting the presumption of asylum ineligibility, the asylum officer’s
screening would be limited to determining whether the noncitizen has demonstrated a reasonable
possibility, a higher standard than credible fear’s significant possibility standard, of persecution
or torture in the designated country of removal. If a reasonable possibility of persecution or
torture is established, the noncitizen will be issued a notice to appear for removal proceedings
before an immigration judge.
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Question: Can you please clearly explain how rerouting funding that should be going to build
border walls to prevent unlawful entries maximizes the resources you have been given to
effectively control illegal crossings?

Response: CBP uses a comprehensive approach to border security that leverages local, state, and
federal law enforcement partners and use of technology, infrastructure, and enforcement
personnel to secure the Southwest border, and has made significant investments in all aspects of
our border security approach.

On his first day in office, President Biden signed a proclamation to effect a reassessment of
federal policy with respect to the construction of a barrier along the Southwest border. See
Proclamation 10142, 86 Federal Register 7225 (January 20, 2021). Among other things, the
proclamation ordered a pause in ongoing border barrier construction activities to the extent
permitted by law and ordered DHS and DoD to develop plans for the “redirection of funds
concerning the Southwest border wall, as appropriate and consistent with applicable law.”

On June 9, 2021, DoD and DHS announced their respective border wall plans. DoD canceled all
border wall projects that it had undertaken pursuant to 10 U.S.C. § 284 and 10 U.S.C. § 2808 and
announced a plan for the redirection of unobligated DoD funds that had been designated for
border barrier construction.

The DHS Plan (the Plan) focuses on the use of funds that Congress appropriated to CBP between
FYs 2017 — 2021 for barrier system construction. Among other things, it allows for prioritization
of discrete projects that are required to address life, safety, environmental, and other remediation
requirements related to incomplete construction and to using prior-year barrier system
appropriations to remediate the former DoD barrier project sites. DHS announced an amendment
to the Plan on July 11, 2022. The amendment allows for additional uses of prior-year barrier
system funding so that CBP can continue to prioritize environmental remediation and mitigation.

CBP is executing FY 2017 — 2021 barrier appropriations in accordance with the DHS Plan for
Use of Border Barrier Funds pursuant to Presidential Proclamation 10142, as amended by the
Amendment to the Plan dated July 11, 2022.

To date, DHS has approved more than $2.5 billion in awarded and planned projects. These
projects are currently in various stages of completion. This includes 129 gate and gap locations
along with the completion of make-safe / remediation activities and the installation of system
attributes. Of which 68 gates and gaps have been completed; and 50 gates and gaps are in the
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process of being executed. CBP estimates a total of 118 gates and gaps will be completed by the
end of FY 2023,
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Question: The statutory definition of "operational control of the border" is defined in the Secure
Fence Act of 2006 and requires "the prevention of all unlawful entries into the United States,
including entries by terrorists, other unlawful aliens, instruments of terrorism, narcotics, and
other contraband." Does the Department of Homeland Security currently have operational
control of the border? Please answer with yes or no and explain your answer.

Response: Congress defined operational control in the Secure Fence Act of 2006 as “the
prevention of all unlawful entries into the United States, including entries by terrorists, other
unlawful aliens, instruments of terrorism, narcotics, and other contraband.” Considering the
statutory definition, if one person successfully evades law enforcement at the border, then the
border is not secure. According to this definition, no administration has ever maintained
operational control of the border.

The Department is maximizing use of available resources to effectively operate within our
broken immigration system. DHS is leading a whole-of-government approach in surging
resources to include personnel, transportation, medical support, and facilities to support border
operations. In addition, DHS is increasing local coordination between state and local officials, as
well as bolstering the capacity of non-governmental organizations to receive noncitizens after
they have been processed by CBP and are awaiting the results of their immigration removal
proceedings. Further, DHS is increasing CBP processing efficiency and moving with deliberate
speed to mitigate potential overcrowding at Border Patrol stations to alleviate the burden on the
surrounding border communities and administering consequences for unlawful entry, including
removal, detention, and prosecution.

We work hard every day to maintain and improve our operational control. The resources we
have surged and the technology we are bringing to bear are designed to do so and to lighten the
heavy load that the brave men and women of the Border Patrol carry.
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Question: How many unlawful aliens entered our country outside a port of entry during fiscal

year 20227

Response:

FY2022

USBP Nationwide

2,214,652

Question: How many so far in fiscal year 2023?

Response:

FY2023TD -

March 28, 2023

USBP Nationwide

1,051,114
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Question: How many known terrorists were encountered at our borders during fiscal year 20227

Response: In a commitment to transparency and openness with Congress and the American
public, DHS provides monthly updates regarding encounters at our borders of individuals with
connections to terrorism. This data can be found at https://www.cbp.gov/newsroom/stats/cbp-
enforcement-statistics under Terrorist Screening Data Set Encounters.

These numbers reflect individuals with terrorism-related records who have been identified
through TECS, the principal records database used by CBP to assist with screening and
admissibility determinations.

DHS works closely with our interagency and international partners to detect and prevent people
who pose national security or public safety risks from entering the United States, often receiving
intelligence before they attempt to enter the United States. For example, CBP inspects every
individual encountered, and if an individual is determined to pose a potential threat to national
security or public safety, we either deny admission, detain, remove, or refer them to other federal
agencies for further vetting and prosecution as appropriate. Encounters of known or suspected
terrorists attempting to cross the Southern Border are uncommon. These encounters represent
significantly less than 0.01 percent of total encounters per fiscal year in recent years. And these
encounters may include individuals who are not known or suspected terrorists, such as
encounters with family members of a KST.

Question: What about thus far this fiscal year?

Response: The most up-to-date information is updated monthly and is available on CBP’s
website.
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Question: How many Chinese nationals were arrested along our Southwest border during fiscal
year 20227

Response: In FY 2022, CBP apprehended and/or encountered 2,176 Chinese nationals along the
Southwest border.

Question: What about thus far this fiscal year?

Response: In FY 2023 (through March 28, 2023), CBP encountered 6,165 Chinese nationals
along the Southwest border. While encounters of Chinese nationals along the Southwest border
remain higher than FY 2022, they have decreased [since when?]. This movement is consistent
with regional migration trends, influenced by the fallout of the COVID-19 pandemic,
authoritarian regimes, climate change and economic hardship.

Question: Where are they now?

Response: DHS enforces the nation’s laws at the border, irrespective of nationality. Chinese
nationals encountered at the Southwest border are processed under longstanding Title 8
immigration authorities, the same as other noncitizens. Noncitizens encountered at the Southwest
border are screened and vetted. Noncitizens who pose a risk to public safety or national security
are detained and generally referred to ICE for a custody determination. Interior enforcement
under the Biden administration continues to focus on individuals who present a serious public
safety concern. ICE notes that as of April 27, 2023, there were 126 Chinese nationals in ICE
detention and 3,390 enrolled in an ATD program, which includes periodic check-in with ICE
officers.
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Question: An estimated 196 Americans are dying each day from fentanyl-as the Washington
Post pointed out-that is the equivalent of a fully loaded Boeing 757-200 crashing and killing
everyone on board every day. Would you be doing your job if a Boeing 757-200 crashed
everyday under your watch?

Response: The global environment of drug production and trafficking is the most complex the
United States has ever faced. This environment requires the United States to adopt a holistic
strategy to halt the rising toll of this epidemic on Americans and warrants a consistent message
about this plan from our government’s senior leadership to international partners, Members of
Congress, and the American people.

DHS utilizes a comprehensive and multi-layered approach to countering the illicit flow of
narcotics, including supporting a range of national and departmental strategies. These strategies
outline a deliberate effort to commercially disrupt the global illicit fentanyl production and the
trafficking supply chain. By focusing on commercial disruption, we intend to halt the flow of
fentanyl and other synthetic opioids and their precursors and save lives.

DHS has identified counter fentanyl efforts as a priority, calling for strengthening intelligence
collection and enforcement efforts, in coordination with the interagency, against transnational
criminal organizations, with a particular focus on fentanyl and other narcotics trafficking.

Targeting the fentanyl and methamphetamine precursor chemical supply chain is an integral
element of DHS’s approach to stopping the production of illicit drugs. These precursors serve as
the fuel the cartels need to manufacture their deadly drugs destined for American cities and
streets. Blending interagency and foreign collaboration, industry partnerships, financial data,
and information technology tools, DHS identifies, targets, and interdicts precursor chemical
shipments destined for Mexican cartels.

In our current efforts to address this opioid crisis, DHS is focusing on disrupting the supply
chain: tackling the manufacturing and distribution of fentanyl. We will do this by:

* Denying illicit fentanyl producers’ access to the precursor chemicals used in fentanyl
production, including unregulated and dual-use chemicals that can be used to create
immediate precursors.

¢ Denying illicit fentanyl producers’ access to the pill presses, die molds, encapsulating
machines, and spare parts used to transform powder fentanyl into pills. In those cases
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where denial of access is not possible, implement tracking measures so the activities of
actors in the supply chain can be revealed.

* Disrupting illicit fentanyl producers” ability to move raw materials, manufacturing
machinery, and finished fentanyl by developing greater visibility and exerting greater
control over the illicit exploitation of commercial air and maritime shipping, including
mail and express consignment,

* Disrupting the flow of financial benefits and operating capital to individuals and groups
involved in facilitating the production and trafficking of illicit fentanyl.

Addressing illicit fentanyl in the context of the ongoing opioid crisis in the United States is a
domestic and foreign policy priority for this Administration. The U.S Government cannot
wholly prevent criminal activity, including fentanyl smuggling, by itself.

DHS will leverage our bilateral and multilateral partnerships to disrupt and deter foreign-sourced
fentanyl and related precursor chemicals from crossing our borders. Through venues like the
North American Drug Dialogue, the U.S. Canada Joint Opioids Action Plan, the United Nations
Commission on Narcotic Drugs, and a variety of country-specific working groups, we will
continue to pursue best practices essential to effectively deter the diversion of chemicals used to
manufacture fentanyl, methamphetamine, and other illicit synthetic drugs.
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Question: The Department of Justice reported, "Mexican transnational criminal organizations
continue to supply most of the cocaine, methamphetamine, heroin, and fentanyl smuggled into
the [United States]." A week or so ago, the Associate Press reported, "there is little debate among
the U.S. and even Mexican officials that almost all of the fentanyl consumed in the United States
is produced and processed in Mexico."

And yet, you stated in February that it was "unequivocally false that fentanyl is being brought to
the United States by non-citizens encountered in between the ports of entry who are making
claims of credible fear and seeking asylum." In fact, you asserted, "The vast, vast majority is
sought to be smuggled through the ports of entry and tractor-trailer trucks and passenger
vehicles."

How can you make this claim knowing that in fiscal 2022, there were 599,000 known gotaways
and so far in this fiscal year there have been 385,000 additional known gotaways?

Response: CBP seeks to prevent drug trafficking through POEs, which is where most synthetic
drugs enter the United States. Recent DHS Office of Intelligence and Analysis (I&A) reporting
indicates that Mexico-based drug traffickers involved in both drug and human smuggling rarely
exploit migrants to smuggle fentanyl into the United States. Analysts continue to assess that the
vast majority of fentanyl that enters the United States moves through U.S. POEs, and CBP data
indicates that U.S. citizens were responsible for transporting the fentanyl seized in 77 percent of
seizures in FY 2023 to March 28, 2023, Personal vehicles remain, by volume, the primary
method of conveyance for illicit drugs entering the country over land, with notable increases
within commercial truck conveyances for methamphetamine. The non-intrusive inspection (NII)
Systems Program provides technologies to inspect and screen cars, trucks, railcars, sea
containers, as well as personal luggage, packages, parcels, and flat mail through either X-ray or
gamma-ray imaging systems. CBP officers use NII systems to detect anomalies effectively and
efficiently in an effort to prevent contraband, including drugs, unreported currency, guns,
ammunition, and other illegal merchandise, as well as inadmissible persons, from being
smuggled into the United States, while having a minimal impact on the flow of legitimate travel
and commerce.

Homeland Security Investigations (HSI) and CBP work together to identify and investigate drug
smuggling organizations attempting to introduce illicit contraband into the United States, and to
seize such contraband. HSI's ability to conduct complex large-scale investigations represents
one of the Department’s best weapons for dismantling transnational criminal organizations
(TCOs) in a manner not possible solely through border interdiction efforts.
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While much attention is rightly given to the smuggling of narcotics across the Southwest border,
TCOs also use other methods to introduce deadly drugs into our communities. Ilicit drugs
continue to flow into the United States via international airports located throughout the United
States. In addition to the use of drug couriers, TCOs continue to smuggle illicit narcotics
destined for American communities concealed within express consignment and other parcels. In
response, HSI expanded Border Enforcement Security Task Force (BEST) units at international
mail facilities (IMFs), express consignment hubs, and international airports acting as IMFs as
part of HSI's targeted response to the opioid crisis. IMFs and express consignment
environments are a particularly significant avenue for the smuggling and transshipment of
fentanyl, opioids, and other illicit narcotics. The placement of BEST units at IMFs enables the
immediate application of investigative techniques on seized parcels, which aid in establishing the
probable cause needed to effect enforcement actions in the United States and elsewhere on
individuals associated with fentanyl and opioid-laden parcels.

Question: How can you be sure that unapprehended border crossers are not carrying drugs?
Response: While there can never be absolute certainty without apprehension, the data and

extensive experience of CBP strongly support the conclusion that the vast majority of fentanyl is
brought in through the POEs.
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Question: We all acknowledge that the fentanyl coming into this country is coming across our
southern border. It is killing close to 200 people a day. And you tell us it is all coming through
the ports of entry and not between them. So, am I to understand that we lack sufficient
procedures or technology to find "the vast, vast majority" of the fentanyl that is "sought to be
smuggled" in "tractor-trailer trucks and passenger vehicles"?

Response: Shifting trends and sophisticated TCO tactics mean that now, more than ever, efforts
to counter TCO activity require coordination and cooperation across the law enforcement
community. CBP’s Office of Field Operations (OFO) leverages collaboration with our federal,
state, local, Tribal, and international partners to address drug trafticking and other transnational
threats at POEs and in the mail and express consignment environments, This includes working
closely with the Office of National Drug Control Policy High Intensity Drug Trafficking Area
program and continuous work with other laboratories and the medical community, including
coroners and medical examiners, to identify emerging drug threats.

From the start of FY 2023 to March 28, 2023, CBP seized more than four times the amount of
fentanyl (19,663 Ibs.) than in FY 2020 (4,558 1bs.). On average, 85 percent of fentanyl seized on
the Southwest border is seized by OFO at POEs, For example, of the 14,104 pounds of fentanyl
seized on the Southwest border in FY 2022, 11,904 pounds were seized by OFO, as compared to
2,200 pounds by USBP.

The fact that most interdictions occur at the POEs shows that CBP is increasingly successtul at
interdicting fentanyl through its combination of sophisticated targeting, NII technology, and
specially trained canines.

Question: Is DHS failing to find the vast majority of these drugs even when they are smuggled
through ports of entry? 1If that is the case, what are you doing to fix the problem?

Response: TCOs increasingly demonstrate the ability to modify synthetic drugs, making
detection and identification difficult. They also continually adjust their operations to circumvent
detection and interdiction by law enforcement by shifting to transportation of smaller quantities
of drugs and by improving concealment techniques.

Because there is no single tool or capability that can detect all suspected threats in all situations
and environments, OFO uses a multifaceted approach that combines advanced detection
capabilities, such as specialized canines and non-intrusive inspection technology; laboratory
testing and scientific analysis; domestic and foreign partnerships; and intelligence and
information sharing. Most importantly, we have dedicated, highly trained officers and
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intelligence research specialists whose experience and expertise are an essential component of all
of CBP’s efforts to combat transnational threats and prevent the entry of illegal drugs into U.S.
communities.

e CBP utilizes large-scale and small-scale NII X-ray and gamma-ray imaging systems to
detect the presence of illicit substances, including synthetic drugs, hidden within
passenger belongings, cargo containers, commercial trucks, rail cars, privately owned
vehicles, as well as express consignment and international mail parcels, thereby
increasing the probability of interdiction.

¢ Canine operations are an invaluable component of CBP’s counternarcotic operations.
CBP officers utilize specially trained canines for the interdiction of narcotics, firearms,
and undeclared currency, as well as in support of specialized programs aimed at
combating terrorism and countering human trafficking. The first classes of handlers and
dogs trained to detect fentanyl graduated in December 2017 from CBP’s canine training
centers in Front Royal, Virginia, and El Paso, Texas. Today, all OFO Concealed Human
and Narcotic Detection canine teams have completed training, to include the odor of
fentanyl and fentanyl analogues. With 17 additional teams added in FY 2022 and 59 new
Concealed Human/Narcotic teams in FY 2023, the CBP Canine Training Program
maintains the largest and most diverse law enforcement canine training program in the
country.

e CBP employs sophisticated targeting using advance electronic shipping information,
actionable intelligence, and information sharing partnerships which are critical
components of CBP’s ability to quickly identify, target, and deter the entry of narcotics,
including precursor chemicals used to produce synthetic opioids such as fentanyl and
methamphetamine.

Recently, all the multilayered enforcement procedures applied by CBP at the POEs produced the
largest interdiction of fentanyl in CBP history. On April 17, 2023, CBP officers at the Otay
Mesa, California, POE seized 352 kilograms (776.03 pounds) of fentanyl concealed within a
shipment of fresh green beans within a commercial box truck destined for Los Angeles. The
shipment was targeted by CBP officers for examination prior to its arrival based upon targeting
and analysis. Upon arrival, an NII X-ray scan revealed anomalies within the shipment and a
CBP canine alerted to a trained odor. A physical examination by CBP officers led to the
discovery of 308 packages of fentanyl commingled within the boxes of green beans.

On March 13, 2023, CBP initiated Operation Blue Lotus, an enforcement operation utilizing
focused and enhanced analytics and intelligence developed through port enforcement actions
designed to disrupt fentanyl trafficking. This operation, led by the OFO in collaboration with the
USBP, HSI, and other federal/state partners identified new targets and encouraged robust
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information and intelligence sharing to drive both U.S. and Mexican enforcement operations on
the Southwest border. Operation Blue Lotus and its U.S. Border Patrol counterpart, Operation
Four Horsemen, were executed in a phased approach utilizing local field assets augmented by
national resources. Operation Blue Lotus and Four Horsemen stopped nearly 10,000 pounds of
fentanyl during their two-month run and led to 284 arrests.
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Question: Does anyone have a right to asylum? If there is a right to asylum, where is the grant of
that right found in statute?

Response: As a general matter, under section 208(a)(1) of the INA, any noncitizen who is
physically present in the United States or who arrives in the United States (whether or not at a
designated port of arrival and including an alien who is brought to the United States after having
been interdicted in international or United States waters), irrespective of their status, may apply
for asylum. We continue to call on Congress to work in a bipartisan manner to fix our broken
and long-outdated immigration and asylum system. In the meantime, DHS will continue to
operate within its authorities to implement a humane, lawful, and immigration system that aligns
with our values as a nation.

Under section 208 of the INA, DHS has the authority to grant asylum to noncitizens, who have
applied for asylum in accordance with the requirements in section 208 of the INA and
implementing regulations, who meet the definition of a refugee as described in INA section
101(a)(42), and who are not subject to bars to asylum. Because asylum is a discretionary benefit,
DHS is not required to grant asylum to a noncitizen, even if the non-citizen meets the definition
of a refugee and is otherwise eligible for asylum. See 8 C.F.R. § 208.13(b)(1)(i); Matter of Pula,
19 I1&N Dec. 467, 471 (BIA 1987). In exercising this discretion, the adjudicator must weigh the
positive and negative discretionary factors and may deny asylum or refer the applicant to
immigration court in the exercise of discretion based on a determination that the negative factors
outweigh the positive factors in the totality of the circumstances.

While the grant of asylum is discretionary, the United States must comply with its non-
refoulement obligations under Article 33 of the United Nations Refugee Protocol through the
statutory withholding of removal provision in section 241(b)(3) of the INA, which provides that
a noncitizen may not be removed to a country where their life or freedom would be threatened on
account of one of the protected grounds listed in Article 33 of the Refugee Convention. The
United States has also implemented its non-refoulment obligations through regulations
implementing the Convention Against Torture at 8 C.F.R. 208.16(c), 208.17, 208.18, 1208.16(c),
1208.17, and 1208.18. Immigration judges, rather than USCIS asylum officers, have the
authority to grant withholding of removal in immigration court. DHS is committed to following
and implementing all laws and regulations relating to asylum,
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Question: Is a grant of asylum to those who meet the requirements fully in the discretion of the
Secretary?

Response: A grant of asylum to eligible noncitizens whose asylum applications fall within the
jurisdiction of DHS is fully in the discretion of the Secretary. See INA § 208(b)(1) (“The
Secretary of Homeland Security.../may grant asylum to [a noncitizen] who has applied for
asylum in accordance with the requirements and procedures established by the Secretary of
Homeland Security ...” [emphasis added]). Section 451(b)(3) of the Homeland Security Act of
2002, 6 U.S.C. § 271(b)(3), provides for the transfer of adjudication of asylum and refugee
applications from the Commissioner of Immigration and Naturalization to the Director of the
Bureau of Citizenship and Immigration Services, now USCIS.

As noted above, because asylum is a discretionary benefit, DHS is not required to grant asylum
to a noncitizen, even if the noncitizen meets the definition of a refugee and is otherwise eligible
for asylum. See 8 C.F.R. § 208.13(b)(1)(i); Matter of Pula, 19 1&N Dec. 467, 471 (BIA 1987).
In exercising this discretion, the adjudicator must weigh the positive and negative discretionary
factors and may deny asylum or refer the applicant to immigration court in the exercise of
discretion based on a determination that the negative factors outweigh the positive factors based
on the totality of the circumstances.

While the grant of asylum is discretionary, the United States must comply with its non-
refoulement obligations under Article 33 of the United Nations Refugee Protocol through the
statutory withholding of removal provision in section 241(b)(3) of the INA, which provides that
a noncitizen may not be removed to a country where their life or freedom would be threatened on
account of one of the protected grounds listed in Article 33 of the Refugee Convention. The
United States has also implemented its non-refoulment obligations through regulations
implementing the Convention Against Torture at 8 C.F.R. 208.16(c), 208.17, 208.18, 1208.16(c),
1208.17, and 1208.18. Immigration judges, rather than USCIS asylum officers, have the
authority to grant withholding of removal in immigration court. DHS is committed to following
and implementing all laws and regulations relating to asylum.

Question: During your tenure, to how many applicants who met the requirements to be
considered for asylum did you deny asylum?

Response: If USCIS is unable to approve an asylum application and the noncitizen is in the
United States without valid status or authorization, USCIS will forward (or refer) the asylum
case to an immigration court. A referral is not a denial of the asylum application. After USCIS
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refers a case to an immigration court, the immigration judge will evaluate the asylum claim
independently and is not required to rely on or follow the decision made by USCIS.

If a noncitizen has valid legal status or authorization in the United States but is found ineligible
for asylum, they will be issued a Notice of Intent to Deny (NOID). The NOID will state the
reason(s) that the noncitizen is ineligible for asylum and provides 16 days to respond and explain
in writing why the claim should be granted or to submit new evidence to support the claim. If
USCIS receives a timely response, the asylum officer will carefully consider the response and
make a final decision to approve or deny the claim. If the response to the NOID fails to
overcome the reasons for denial as stated in the NOID, or the noncitizen fails to respond, the
officer will issue a final denial. A noncitizen cannot appeal the asylum officer’s final denial. Ifa
noncitizen’s claim is denied, they may reapply for asylum; however, they must show changed
circumstances that materially affect their eligibility for asylum.

From February 2, 2021, through April 11, 2023, USCIS referred or denied 30,995 affirmative
asylum applications, This number includes individuals who were served a denial or referral for
any reason and is not limited to denials or referrals due to discretionary factors (i.e., non-
mandatory bars).

Question: Have you turned anyone away because of lack of capacity? Because of the
overwhelming backlog? Why or why not?

Response: The United States must comply with its non-refoulement obligations under Article
33 of the United Nations Refugee Protocol through the statutory withholding of removal
provision in section 241(b)(3) of the INA, which provides that a noncitizen may not be removed
to a country where their life or freedom would be threatened on account of one of the protected
grounds listed in Article 33 of the Refugee Convention.
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Question: In the proposed Rulemaking on Circumvention of Lawful Pathways, this Department
of Homeland Security admitted that most asylum applicants will ultimately be found ineligible
for asylum, but "are likely to spend many years in the United States prior to being ordered
removed." And, DHS asserted, "[t]he practical result of this growing backlog is that those
deserving of protection may have to wait years for their claims to be granted, while individuals
who are ultimately found not to merit protection may spend years in the United States before
being issued a final order of removal." And we know, given your enforcement priorities and
guidelines, it is unlikely that any of these applicants will be removed at all.

If we know that our lax asylum standards are a pull-factor for illegal immigration, why do none
of your proposed rule makings or enforcement efforts actually make it more burdensome to
assert an asylum claim?

Response: Congress sets the legal standards for asylum eligibility, including the standards that
apply when screening for a credible fear of persecution, defined in section 235(b){(1}(B)(v) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act, codified at 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(1)}(B)(v), as “a significant
possibility, taking into account the credibility of the statements made by the alien in the support
of the alien’s claim and such other facts as are known to the officer, that the alien could establish
eligibility for asylum under section 208, Legislative history regarding the credible fear standard
demonstrates that it “is intended to be a low screening standard for admission into the usual full
asylum process.” 142 CONG. REC. S§11,491-02 (daily ed. Sept. 27, 1996) (statement of Sen.
Hatch). Various factors implicate migration flows, but legal standards for adjudicating asylum
have been long settled. To be granted asylum under 8 U.S.C. § 1158, the appropriate burden of
proof is a preponderance of the evidence that the applicant meets the refugee definition found at
§101(a)(42) of the INA, 8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(42). Both the credible fear standard and the standard
for adjudicating asylum are established by statute and case law and, respectively, cannot be
changed by rulemaking or enforcement efforts.
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Question: How does the new guidelines for the credible fear standard help to end what even
your Department of Homeland Security admits is a pull factor for illegal immigration?

Response: On May 16, 2023, DHS and DOJ published the Circumvention of Lawful Pathways
(CLP) rule to incentivize individuals to use lawful, safe, and orderly pathways to enter the
United States, or otherwise to seek asylum or other protection in another country through which
they travel. The rule builds upon efforts to combine lawful pathways with consequences for
failure to use them, by placing certain conditions on asylum eligibility for those who fail to use
those lawful pathways.

The CLP rule imposes a rebuttable presumption of ineligibility for asylum upon certain
noncitizens who enter the United States from Mexico at the Southwest land border or adjacent
coastal borders without authorization and without having availed themselves of existing lawful
pathways, unless they meet limited exceptions, or they rebut the presumption of asylum
ineligibility by demonstrating exceptionally compelling circumstances detailed in the

rule. Noncitizens who are subject to and do not rebut the presumption of asylum ineligibility
may be eligible for protection from removal where there is a reasonable possibility that they will
face persecution or torture in the country of removal. Individuals who are unable to establish a
reasonable possibility of persecution or torture in the country of removal may be removed from
the United States.



336

Question#: | 22

Topic: | Detaining Asylum Applicants

Hearing: | Oversight of the Department of Homeland Security

Primary: | The Honorable Mike Lee

Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Question: Under 8 USC §1225(b)(1), an alien awaiting an asylum determination is subject to
mandatory detention. Section 1225(b)(1)(B) declares the alien "shall be detained pending a final
determination of credible fear of persecution and, if found not to have such a fear, until
removed."

Are you currently detaining all asylum applicants?

Response: Noncitizens can pursue any form of relief or protection from removal for which they
are statutorily eligible, including asylum, statutory withholding of removal, and protection under
the Convention Against Torture. While a noncitizen’s pursuit of relief or protection from
removal does not necessarily result in release from ICE custody, detention may also not be
warranted based on an individualized assessment. Custody decisions are made on a case-by-case
basis and based on different factors. The detention capacity is limited by several factors,
including bedspace availability and safety limitations. Any individual determined to pose a
threat to national security or public safety is detained.

Where detention is mandated by statute, ICE will generally detain the noncitizen absent a court
order prohibiting detention or some other legal impediment. Notably, under 8 US.C. §
1225(b)(1)(B), a noncitizen subject to expedited removal who has been referred for a credible
fear interview shall be detained pending the credible fear determination by an asylum officer and
any review of that determination or further consideration of the asylum application by an
immigration judge. But because a noncitizen subject to expedited removal is an applicant for
admission, he or she may be released on parole under 8 U.S.C. § 1182(d)(5)(A) for urgent
humanitarian reasons or significant public benefit.

Question: What must Congress do to get you to detain those awaiting their asylum adjudication?
Please tell us what you need to do the job you have been statutorily required to do.

Response: As previously mentioned, noncitizens can pursue any form of relief or protection
from removal for which they are statutorily eligible, including asylum, statutory withholding of
removal, and protection under the Convention Against Torture. ICE believes that it can advance
its interests without having to detain noncitizens who are not subject to mandatory detention or
otherwise a public safety and/or flight risk and by prioritizing low-risk noncitizens for
Alternatives to Detention programs or other release mechanisms.

ICE has always had limited bedspace compared to the number of noncitizens amenable to
detention. As such, the agency has always had to make custody determinations that prioritize
public safety, national security, and flight risk.
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Question: If you do not have detention space for these aliens to await the outcome of their
asylum claim, what do you do with them?

Response: ICE’s non-detained docket comprises noncitizens awaiting immigration court
hearings as well as those with final orders of removal. While ICE detains noncitizens as
necessary, most noncitizens subject to removal are monitored outside the detention setting
through a variety of mechanisms.

Noncitizens released by ICE on an order of recognizance (OREC) are subject to conditions of
release and reporting requirements based upon the individual facts and circumstances.
Noncitizens released on OREC are determined not to be a public safety, national security, or
flight risk threat.

A noncitizen subject to a final order of removal may also be released on an order of supervision
(OSUP) because ICE is unable to effectuate removal due to various reasons. For example, there
are various factors that may prevent individuals from removal such as challenges in procurement
of travel documentation from their country of origin, medical conditions, pending case litigation,
or the ongoing process of obtaining the required travel documents. Once travel documents have
been issued by the respective consulate of their countries or if there are no pending applications
or appeals, the order of removal will be carried out. This release mechanism is used when a
noncitizen is released post-final order with a personal obligation to go to ICE field offices for
reporting or to surrender for removal. Noncitizens released by ICE on OSUP are subject to
conditions of release and reporting requirements based upon the individual facts and
circumstances.
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Question: Why not? Do you need more detention space?

Response: ICE continues to evaluate bedspace availability and use existing detention beds and
Alternatives to Detention programs according to ever-changing operational requirements and
budgetary constraints. ICE adjusts its detention capacity and detained population to account for
shifting migration patterns, including influxes of noncitizens along the Southwest border. At
present, however, ICE’s access to its inventory of beds is more limited than usual due to various
court orders limiting the intake of noncitizens at individual facilities, state laws prohibiting ICE
from housing noncitizens in certain states and limiting immigration housing, hiring and retention
challenges, and higher detention costs due to inflation.

Question: Have you asked for it? Please attach the budget in which you have asked for more, not
less detention space.

Response: The President’s FY 2024 Budget Request sought funding for an Average Daily
Population (ADP) of 25,000 and 9,000 beds from contingency funding to address evolving
bedspace needs, for a total request of 34,000 beds, the same number funded previously.

Question: Did your budget ask for a reduction in funding for detention space?

Response: The President’s FY 2024 Budget Request reflects the budgetary priorities consistent
with the Administration’s focus on ensuring a safe, humane, and orderly immigration system.
The President’s FY 2024 Budget Request also represents a consistent approach by the
Administration in prioritizing noncitizens who pose significant risks to public safety for ICE
custody. As a result, the President’s FY 2024 Budget requests funding for an ADP of 25,000
adults and 9,000 beds from contingency funding, for a total request of 34,000 beds, the same
number funded previously.
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Question: If you were to implement the statutorily mandated detention requirements for those
claiming asylum, would that serve as any deterrent to frivolous immigration claims? It is a lot
less attractive to sit in detention for four years awaiting adjudication of a claim that it is to spend
four years freely living inside the United States, is it not?

Response: Under our immigration laws, individuals can request asylum or other form of relief
from removal. Individuals who are not eligible for a form of relief from removal are ordered
removed. In FY 2022, the United States expelled (under the Title 42 public health order) or
removed (under Title 8 immigration authorities) over 1.4 million individuals — more than any
other prior year. While a noncitizen’s pursuit of relief or protection from removal does not
necessarily result in release from ICE custody, detention may also not be warranted based on an
individualized assessment. Custody decisions are made case-by-case based on different factors,
and detention capacity is limited by several factors, including bedspace availability and safety
limitations.

At the same time, we are implementing efficiencies in the asylum process while maintaining
appropriate procedural safeguards and security. In May 2022, we began implementing the
Asylum Processing Rule, which allows asylum officers, as opposed to only immigration judges,
to consider in the first instance the asylum applications of noncitizens found to have a credible
fear of persecution or torture. This rule aims to ensure that noncitizens who are eligible for
asylum are granted relief quickly and provides DHS with the ability to promptly remove
noncitizens who do not qualify for asylum or related protection. These reforms are especially
important considering those seeking asylum under the current process often wait several years
before receiving a decision. When the rule is fully implemented and resourced, the timeframe
for hearing and deciding these asylum claims will shrink from several years to several months
for most applicants. Already, initial cases placed through this process have concluded within a
few months, demonstrating the potential of this new process.

As a complement to these efforts, and in response to the unprecedented surge in migration across
the hemisphere, DHS and DOJ finalized Circumvention of Lawful Pathways in May 2023 to
further incentivize the use of new and existing lawful processes and disincentivize dangerous
border crossings between POEs by placing a new condition on asylum eligibility for those who
fail to avail themselves of the new lawful processes.
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Question: Who is currently being expelled under Title 427

Response: While it was in place, noncitizens subject to the Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention’s (CDC) Title 42 public health order who could be expelled to their country of last
transit or country of origin were expelled.

Question: How many immigrants have entered the country either through a port of entry or who
have been encountered between ports of entry have been expelled under Title 42 since January of
20217

Response: This statistical data can be found at CBP’s data portal:
https://www.cbp.gov/newsroom/stats/cbp-enforcement-statistics/title-8-and-title-42-statistics.
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Question: How many entrants have not been expelled under Title 427
Why are these people not being detained?

Response: This statistical data can be found at CBP’s data portal:
https://www.cbp.gov/newsroom/stats/cbp-enforcement-statistics/title-8-and-title-42-statistics.

Question: How did they evade expulsion under Title 427

Response: Noncitizens subject to the CDC’s Title 42 public health order who were able to be
expelled to their country of last transit or country of origin were expelled. DHS was not able to
expel certain noncitizens based on the agreements that the United States government has with
foreign governments. Mexico has been an important partner in accepting certain foreign
nationals via Title 42 from certain countries. However, USBP encountered migrants from over
140 countries in FY 2023 through February, and the U.S. government did not have arrangements
or the logistical support necessary to expel every subject encountered pursuant to Title 42.

Question: Were each of these people facing “an acute vulnerability” or are they all seeking
protection under the Convention Against Torture?

Response: Individuals covered by the CDC Order may be excepted from the Title 42 public
health order on a case-by-case basis based on a totality of the circumstances, including
consideration of significant law enforcement, officer and public safety, humanitarian, and public
health interests.

Question: Why are these people not being detained?

Response: Migrants processed under Title 8 processing pathways may be referred to ICE
Enforcement and Removal Operations (ERO) for disposition as to their custody status for the
remainder of their immigration proceedings. Migrants may be processed for a Notice to Appear
and released on their own recognizance if ICE does not have the capacity or ability to detain the
migrant. Each subject’s individual circumstances were taken into consideration when
determining whether release was appropriate for that individual, as well as the capacity at the
given facility at that time. All subjects are screened and vetted for criminal history and national
security risks prior to being released. USBP coordinates closely with non-governmental
organizations and ICE ERO in order to ensure an orderly and humane process.
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Question: Are there not lawyers at the Department of Homeland Security competent enough to

defend you against potential impeachment?

Response: In a publicly available opinion, DOJ’s Office of Legal Counsel (OLC) recently
validated DHS’s authority to contract for private counsel under the current circumstances.> OLC
concluded “that DHS may contract with and pay for private counsel to assist DHS in
representing itself and the Secretary in an impeachment proceeding aimed at decisions or actions
within the scope of the Secretary’s official duties and unaccompanied by any allegations of

personal misconduct.”

2 Retaining Private Counsel o Represent the DHS Secretary in Impeachment Processes (Jan. 4, 2023), available at

https:/fwww justice.gov/olc/opinions,
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Question: What intelligence information is DHS Office of Intelligence and Analysis (DHS 1&A)
collecting?

Response: 1&A collects (overtly or through publicly available sources) information, intelligence,
and counterintelligence to support national and departmental missions. These missions reflect
1&A’s responsibilities under the Homeland Security Act of 2002 and as an element of the U.S.
Intelligence Community (IC), and are memorialized in its Attorney General-approved
Intelligence Oversight Guidelines, which are publicly available at
https://www.dhs.gov/sites/default/files/publications/office-of-intelligence-and-anal ysis-
intelligence-oversight-program-and-guidelines.pdf. Examples include countering the
proliferation of weapons of mass destruction, transnational organized crime, cyber threats,
counterintelligence, terrorism, threats to critical infrastructure and key resources, significant
threats to the nation’s economic security, major disasters and other catastrophic acts, and other
hostile activities directed against the United States by foreign powers, organizations, persons,
and their agents,

Question: How is information collected by DHS I&A maintained? Is there a database? If so, is it
searchable?

Response: 1&A uses IC and DHS information technology infrastructure to process, disseminate,
and store “raw” and “finished” intelligence information in accordance with the Systems of
Record Notice for I& A Enterprise Records System (73 FR 28128). Different systems are used to
collect, store, and transmit information based on the nature of the reporting, classification, and
intended customer. All of these systems are searchable.
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Question: Who is DHS I&A collecting intelligence from?

Response: I&A collects intelligence from Federal, state, local, territorial, Tribal, and private
sector partners, as well as publicly available sources and individuals engaging I&A in a
voluntary and overt manner with access to threat information or other information that meets a
DHS or IC collection requirement. 1&A does not use clandestine means to collect intelligence.

Question: What private partners have you received information from?
Who are these private partners, specifically?

Response: [&A works with a range of private sector critical infrastructure stakeholders to
identify and help mitigate threats to the United States,

Private sector partners include those companies who own and operate the nation’s critical
infrastructure and voluntarily engage with the Department to share information bi-directionally
on threats to the security and resilience of their infrastructure, Presidential Policy Directive
(PPD)-21, Critical Infrastructure Security and Resilience (Feb. 12, 2013), organizes critical
infrastructure into 16 sectors, which include the chemical, commercial facilities,
communications, critical manufacturing, dams, defense industrial base, emergency services,
energy, financial services, food and agriculture, government facilities, healthcare and public
health, information technology, nuclear, transportation systems, and water and wastewater
systems sectors.

Question: [s the Southern Poverty Law Center one of your private partners?
Response: I&A does not partner with the Southern Poverty Law Center; the Center’s publicly
available publications are sometimes used as references along with other materials for all-source

analysis of terrorism threats.

Question: Are factors like religious affiliation and attendance of Latin mass considered as threat
assessment factors?

Response: No.

Question: Has the department had any successes from this intelligence gathering that you can
share with us? Has it helped protect the border? Stopped a terrorist attack? Protected a federal
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courthouse from attack? What success can you share with us to help justify our continuing to
grant DHS intelligence authorities?

Response: Yes, I&A intelligence activities are valuable to informing and giving decisional
advantage to policymakers and operational partners across government at all levels and among
private sector critical infrastructure. I&A is the primary intelligence element of the intelligence
community statutorily charged with sharing intelligence and information with state, local, Tribal,
territorial, and private sector partners. 1&A’s collection and reporting has provided information
to these and federal partners across a range of threats, including cyber and economic security,
counterintelligence, transnational organized crime, irregular migration, and terrorism. Raw
serialized intelligence reporting has been analyzed and used by DHS and the IC to identify and
counter threats, including by detecting cyber intrusions to critical infrastructure, enhancing
transnational criminal and terrorism watchlist records, describing smuggling and money
laundering tactics, forecasting migration surges, revealing malign foreign investments, and
increasing awareness of terrorist targets, tactics, and techniques. If you would like further
information, I&A is available to provide a classified briefing on specific examples.
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Question: As head of DHS, you were directed in President Biden's Executive Order No. 14019,
issued on March 7, 2021, to submit a strategic plan to the Assistant to the President for Domestic
Policy, Susan Rice, outlining the ways in which your agency would comply with the Executive
Order. Assuming that you submitted such a plan, will you please forward that plan to this
subcommittee?

Response: Currently, there is no final DHS plan responsive to the Executive Order No. 14019,
Additionally, the draft plan is a matter of current litigation (AFL v. USDA, et al., 1:22-cv-3029
(D.D.C. 2022) whereby DHS has asserted the deliberative process privilege and the Executive
Communications Privilege and, therefore, the plan is not available for release.

Question: Please also provide a complete report of the specific line-item amounts spent by your
agency in FY 2021, FY 2022 and FY 2023 for implementation of your Agency’s Plan.

Response: Because this matter is in active litigation and there is no final plan, DHS is unable to
provide additional information at this time.

Question: Please identify any third party, non-governmental organizations who received
funding, directly or indirectly, from your agency for implementation of the Plan, the amounts
received and the purposes for which the funding / grants were made, as well as any follow up
reports of the expenditures required, requested, or received by the Agency.

Please provide the amounts the Agency’s current appropriations request includes for
implementation of the Plan for FY 2024, together with all relevant documentation related to
programs for the Plan under Executive Order 14019,

Response: There are no appropriations requests from DHS or third party, non-governmental
organizations that have received funding, directly or indirectly, from DHS as the plan has not yet
been finalized.
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Question: What is your understanding of what is a sanctuary city or sanctuary jurisdiction?

Response: “Sanctuary city” and “sanctuary jurisdiction” are not official terms used by the
federal government and have no set legal definition, However, U.S. Immigration and Customs
Enforcement (ICE) understands these terms generally refer to state and local jurisdictions that
limit their involvement in the enforcement of U.S. federal immigration laws.
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Question: As a primary official charged with enforcing our federal immigration laws, what is
your view of jurisdictions that expressly decline to share information with ICE or that decline to
enforce detainers?

Response: In recent years, coordination with ICE has decreased, with some jurisdictions electing
to minimally coordinate or some jurisdictions ceasing to coordinate altogether. This reduction in
the overall level of coordination has had many impacts including increased ICE presence in
communities, rather than in jails, to apprehend removable noncitizens with serious criminal
records. ICE recognizes that some state and local jurisdictions are concerned that coordinating
with federal immigration officials will erode trust in local immigrant communities and
compromise public safety at the local level, making it harder for these jurisdictions to serve these
populations.

Question: Does it concern you that there are jurisdictions which cover 140 million Americans
that prevent DHS from enforcing our federal immigration laws?

Response: A lack of coordination has many impacts, including requiring ICE officers to make
arrests in less-secure environments and increasing risks to public safety and national security.
ICE’s interior enforcement efforts are focused on those who pose a threat to public safety and
national security.

Question: Do you agree that the inability of ICE to apprehend illegal immigrants from sanctuary
jurisdictions creates public safety and national security risks in our communities? Why or why
not?

Response: When jurisdictions elect to limit their coordination with ICE or cease coordinate
altogether, it can pose challenges to ICE’s ability to fulfill its critical public safety and national
security mission. Lack of coordination may lead to noncitizens who have been convicted of
serious crimes, have served their sentences, and may pose public safety threats being released
into the community.
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Question: How many ICE detainers have been issued since January 20217
In how many cases have jurisdictions declined to honor an ICE detainer?
Please provide a state-by-state breakdown.

Is ICE continuing to issue detainer requests to sanctuary jurisdictions, i.e. those that either refuse
to honor detainer requests or fail to share information with ICE?

Response: ERO, as part of its mission to identify and arrest removable noncitizens, issues
immigration detainers against noncitizens who have been arrested for criminal activity and taken
into custody by federal, state or local law enforcement, including within “sanctuary™
jurisdictions. Detainers are a critical public safety tool because they focus enforcement resources
on removable noncitizens who have been arrested for criminal activity. Detainers increase the
safety of all parties involved (ERO personnel, law enforcement officials, the removable
noncitizens, and the general public) by allowing an arrest to be made in a secure and controlled
custodial setting as opposed to at-large within the community.

“Sanctuary city” and “sanctuary jurisdiction” are not official terms used by the federal
government and have no set legal definition. However, ICE understands these terms generally
refer to state and local jurisdictions that limit coordination with federal officials seeking to
enforce U.S. immigration laws. ERO does not have any existing policy on specifying detainers
placed in “sanctuary” jurisdictions. Detainers are placed the same nationwide, regardless of state
or local cooperation and pursuant to ICE Policy 10074.2: Issuance of Immigration Detainers by
ICE Immigration Officers. ICE continues its practice of issuing detainers within jurisdictions
who refrain from or limit their coordination with the agency.

Question: Has DHS tracked the number of cases in which an ICE detainer has been declined and
the illegal immigrant subsequently committed a crime? If so, what is the number of cases?

Response: ERO does not statistically track, on a recurring basis, if a noncitizen subsequently
committed a crime after a detainer was declined. From January 1, 2021 through April 15, 2023,
of the 9,566 declined detainers' by a law enforcement agency (LEA), 2,723 noncitizens were re-
encountered by local LEAs after their detainers were declined based on the immigration query
information received by the ICE Law Enforcement Support Center. Based on the data available

'As of April 15, 2023,
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to ICE EROQ, ICE is unable to determine if another crime was committed or if the noncitizen was
re-arrested on an older charge or conviction.

Question: Please provide a breakdown based on crime including violent felonies, sexual
assaults, and drug trafficking.

Response: Please see below breakdown of Most Serious Convictions associated with the
declined ERO detainers for the 2,723 noncitizens re-encountered by an LEA since January 1,
2021.

ERO Detainers "Declined by LEA2" by Most Serious Conviction from January 1, 2021
through April 15, 2023

Fiscal Year

ious Conviction

Arson 7 6 - 13
Assault 96 136 16 248
Burglary 27 25 2 54
Damage Property 2 11 - 13
| Dangerous Drugs 46 57 6 109
Extortion 2 1 1 4
Family Offenses 6 18 3 27
Flight — Escape 1 1 - 2
Forgery 8 6 2 16
Fraudulent Activities 10 9 2 21
Gambling - - 1 1
General Crimes 4 9 1 14
Homicide 4 2 - 6
Detainers with no Most Serious Conviction
listed 747 660 188 1,595

*ICE statistically tracks “declined” by LEA in the ICE system of record when a detainer is lifted. and the reason
given is declined by LEA.
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Immigration 18 33 6 57
Invasion of Privacy 1 5 - 6
Kidnapping 1 2 9
Larceny 18 38 6 62
Obscenity 1 - - 1
Obstructing Judiciary, Congress, Legislature,

Etc. 8 11 3 22
Obstructing the Police 10 19 - 29
Public Peace 8 7 1 16
Robbery 28 29 2 59
Sex Offenses (Not Involving Assault or

Commercialized Sex) 10 5 2 17
Sexual Assault 9 11 4 24
Stolen Property 10 10 - 20
Stolen Vehicle 20 30 1 51
Threat 6 6 - 12
Traffic Offenses 41 86 15 142
Weapon Offenses 20 49 4 73

Question: Please provide a state-by-state breakdown.

Response: Please see below State-by-State breakdown of declined ERO detainers for the 2,723
Convicted Criminal noncitizens re-encountered by an LEA since January 1, 2021,

ERO Detainers "Declined by LEA3" Convicted Criminals by State from January 1, 2021
through April 15, 2023

Total

“Ibid.
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VIRGINIA 14 40 29 83
WASHINGTON 54 11 3 68
WISCONSIN - 2 1 3
WYOMING 1 4 3 8
NO STATE? - 1 - 1

“No State means there was no state facility information listed on the detainer,
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Question: In light of the over 140 million Americans who live in sanctuary cities, does ICE
allocate additional resources to these communities and states to ensure their citizens are not at
risk from dangerous, criminal illegal immigrants?

Response: On April 15, 2016, with dedicated Congressional funding, ICE ERO implemented 10
Mobile Criminal Apprehension Teams (MCATSs) to take on at-large enforcement work that
outpaced local workforce deployment, serviced outlying localities, or irregularly targeted areas,
and reduced detailing personnel to conduct at-large enforcement operations. ICE has not
received any enhancement from Congress to those resources whose capabilities continue to be
strained. ICE is seeking to expand the program by allocating 10 additional MCATS to address
this need and to allocate additional resources to communities where resources are limited.

ICE makes enforcement decisions on a case-by-case basis to focus on the greatest threats to
homeland security in a professional and responsible manner informed by their experience as law
enforcement officers.One of the most important ICE mandates is the enhancement of public
safety and the security of the American public. ERO protects the homeland through the arrest
and removal of noncitizens who undermine the safety of our communities and the integrity of
our immigration laws. ERO enforces the United States’ immigration laws in a fair and effective
manner and treats everyone encountered with dignity and respect. Targeted enforcement actions
are conducted through an organized, methodical investigative approach to the identification,
location, and arrest of removable noncitizens in the United States.
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Question: Just last month, the North Carolina Department of Health and Human Resources
reported a 22% increase in overdose deaths in North Carolina during 2021. Out of the 4,041
North Carolinians who lost their lives, over 77% of the overdose deaths were related to fentanyl.
So my question to you Secretary Mayorkas, do you believe that President Biden's failed border
policies are helping to fuel the fentanyl overdose crisis in the United States?

Response: The U.S. Department of Homeland Security (DHS) is developing a comprehensive
plan that expands and synergizes efforts built among United States Government Departments and
Agencies to tackle the manufacturing and distribution of fentanyl by transnational criminal
organizations (TCOs). The plan will directly support the National Security Council’s Strategic
Implementation Plan (SIP) to Commercially Disrupt the Illicit Fentanyl Supply Chain and
encompasses many of the core priorities outlined in the SIP.

A recent example of DHS efforts to combat TCO smuggling of fentanyl was Operation Blue
Lotus (OBL). OBL was conducted by U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP) and ICE’s
Homeland Security Investigations (HSI) and entailed providing additional workforce in the form
of temporary duty assignments and a surge of resources to combat fentanyl smuggling in
southern California and southern Arizona. The operation was conducted from March 13, 2023
through May 10, 2023. OBL and a similar operation conducted during this time period by the
U.S. Border Patrol titled Operation Four Horsemen resulted in the seizure of 3,244 kilograms of
fentanyl, 2,491 kilograms of other narcotics, and 225 arrests. DHS intends to conduct further
narcotic enforcement operations on the border in order to disrupt TCO and drug trafficking
organizations’ (DTOs) attempts to flow drugs into the United States.

Question: Do you believe that DHS can do more to secure the border and halt narcotics from
being smuggled into the United States?

Response: Combating narcotics smuggling, both at land and sea borders as well as international
mail facilities, express consignment centers, and shipping facilities, remains a top priority of
DHS. HSI coordinates with DHS offices and agencies, collaborates with external law
enforcement partners, and the private sector to combat narcotics trafficking. Synthetic opioids,
such as fentanyl and its analogues, present new challenges given they are easier to produce,
transport, and distribute. These drugs are manufactured through chemical synthesis and are not
affected by growing seasons since they do not require an agricultural base. New challenges
require new solutions and unique approaches.

One such unique approach is HSI Operation Hydra, which targets the TCO chemical supply
chains responsible for acquiring the raw materials needed to manufacture synthetic drugs, such



356

Question#:; | 5

Topic: | Drug Smuggling

Hearing: | Oversight of the Department of Homeland Security

Primary: | Senator Thom Tillis

Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

as fentanyl and methamphetamine. Operation Hydra aims to degrade TCOs’ ability to acquire
chemicals through interdiction and remove key TCO chemical brokers through criminal
prosecution. These efforts have led to substantial results. In Fiscal Year (FY) 2022, Operation
Hydra interdicted 453,328 kilograms of chemicals used in the production of illicit drugs, raising
the total weight of operation chemical interdictions to 1,026,549 kilograms since its inception in
FY 2020. In FY 2023, Operation Hydra seized 240 kilograms of a fentanyl precursor destined
for a target of investigation. This seizure prevented the manufacture of thousands of kilograms
of fentanyl powder at the average domestic seizure purity level and will serve as physical
evidence in support of prosecution.

Operation Chain Breaker is another HSI led investigation, created in October 2021 and
conducted under the Organized Crime and Drug Enforcement Task Force that targets Chinese
pill press manufacturers and the Mexican TCOs utilizing pill press equipment to facilitate the
mass production of fentanyl pills being smuggled into the United States, exacerbating the
fentanyl crisis domestically. The investigation specifically targets a network of brokers who
appear to supply machines and components to Mexico-based DTOs producing large quantities of
fentanyl, which is subsequently imported into the United States. Through this and other efforts
HSI has seized over 1,298 pill presses and components in FY 2023,

On March 13, 2023, CBP and HSI launched Operation Blue Lotus to facilitate and increase
fentanyl interdictions at and between ports of entry and develop criminal cases along the
Southwest Border (SWB). To enhance operational efforts, the HSI Innovation Lab and the CBP
National Targeting Center provide advanced analytic support. CBP’s Office of Intelligence, via
the Southwest Border Intelligence Coordination Center, is providing analytical support to
Operation Blue Lotus as well. Initial operation locations are Southern California and Southern
Arizona. Since March 13, 2023, approximately 300 HSI Special Agents have rotated through
temporary duty assignments to the Arizona and San Diego areas of responsibility in support of
counter-fentanyl operations.

Ultimately, initiatives such as Operation Blue Lotus aim to curtail the flow of illicit fentanyl into
the United States from Mexico while simultaneously illuminating the TCOs. Through a whole-
of-government approach, CBP and HSI work with federal, state, and local law enforcement
partners as well as with the Government of Mexico to intercept fentanyl where it crosses the
border, disrupt TCO activity, enhance operational effectiveness, and influence future efforts on
both sides of the SWB.

HSI investigates TCOs responsible for the importation, distribution, and money laundering
activities associated with narcotics trafficking. HSI's unique immigration and customs
authorities position it to target and combat these nefarious actors. HSI continues to establish
stronger cooperation with international and domestic express consignment carriers to interdict
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more illicit substances and production materials, educate companies on safeguarding against the
sale and distribution of dual-use chemicals that could be used to produce illicit fentanyl, and
strengthen global engagement with the chemical industry. Enhancement of resources, personnel,
and capacity is needed at all levels to combat the increase of illicitly produced narcotics.

Question: How often does DHS update the strategy to target drug cartel routes at the Southern
Border?

Response: DHS offices and agencies, including HSI, continuously coordinate efforts with
federal, state, local and Tribal partners to prioritize a whole-of-government approach to address,
update, and evolve joint strategy efforts. In December 2022, HSI introduced its strategy for
combating illicit opioids as an agency-wide effort to coordinate and maximize its response to the
opioid crisis in the United States. HSI engages with other DHS offices and agencies to execute
the strategy and disrupt the supply of illicit opioids at every point in the drug supply chain. HSI
drives operations, initiatives, and actions across the government as an integrated approach to
dismantle TCOs that have become more geographically diverse and are utilizing a wide range of
illicit means to accomplish their goals.
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Question: How many DHS officers are currently at the Southern Border that solely work on
intercepting narcotics? What tools and resources do they currently need that they may not have
to halt the drug cartels from conducting their nefarious work?

Response: As of March 25, 2023, there are 7,839 CBP officers and 16,289 Border Patrol agents
on the SWB. CBP officers and agents do not solely work on intercepting narcotics; they perform
these functions as a part of CBP’s mission of securing our borders and facilitating international
trade and travel.

Working with federal, state, Tribal, and local partners, CBP is investing additional personnel,
technology, and other resources along the SWB to detect and seize fentanyl. For example, CBP
and our partners launched Operation Blue Lotus on March 13, 2023, a two month surge
operation targeting fentanyl smuggling,

Question: What tools and resources do they currently need that they may not have to halt the
drug cartels from conducting their nefarious work?

Response: There are several resources and tools that can help CBP’s Office of Field Operations
(OFO) combat TCOs along the SWB, including:

¢ Additional staffing for inbound and outbound operations, including CBP officers,
intelligence research specialists, and canines trained to detect fentany! in the inbound
environments and firearms and ammunition in the outbound environments.

e Additional outbound facilities and equipment including pop up/active vehicle barriers to
stop southbound port runners, and the installation of outbound license plate readers.

s Updated information technology infrastructure and additional technology support staff.

e Continued investment in forward operating labs and presumptive testing capabilities at
ports of entry, and mail and express consignment locations.

e Enhanced communication technology such as updated radios to communicate more
effectively with federal, state, and local partners.

e Additional non-intrusive inspection (NII) systems of all sizes and types including small
handheld systems used by CBP officers.

In FY 2023, CBP was provided $30 million to build outbound operations capacity with
investment in 18 CBP officers, radio-frequency identification/QR code readers for outbound
truck lanes, NII equipment, infrastructure including vehicle inspection stations, and Automated
Commercial Environment electronic export manifest capability.
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The FY 2024 President’s Budget includes $305 million in support of NII systems to identify,
procure, and deploy enhanced inspection capabilities to interdict emerging threats in the land and
mail environments. Specific focus areas include Civil Works Activities for Drive Through NII
Deployments, Enhanced Narcotic Detection with a primary focus on fentanyl detection,
Inspection Technology at Mail and Express Consignment Facilities, Chemical Analysis to enable
interdiction of opioids, and NII System Integration with select trade and travel tools.
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Question: Do you believe that unmanned aerostats play a significant role in helping hinder drug
smuggling efforts at the Southern border?

Response: The use of aerostats increases situational awareness and provides the U.S. Border
Patrol (USBP) with the ability to prevent, detect, identify, track, and respond to irregular
migration events and those engaging in the smuggling and trafficking of persons and narcotics.

Unmanned aerostats continue to hinder general aviation smuggling at the U.S. southern border,
35 years after their introduction. Beginning in 1988, the first aerostats went up along the
southern border and forced a major change in air smuggling tactics, specifically direct flights
from Mexico into SWB states and flights from Colombia direct to Florida. The long-range
detection technology on the aerostats enabled U.S. interdiction teams to posture for the cross-
border flights and successful interdictions wreaked havoc on cartel cross-border air smuggling.
As a result, airborne drug smugglers flew their narcotics to landing strips on the Mexico northern
border and moved their loads primarily via ground into the United States. In the Florida
corridor, air smuggling shifted to the Bahamas, Jamaica, Haiti, and the Dominican Republic with
follow on shipments often via non-commercial maritime or consolidated loads in commercial
maritime.

Question: How many aerostats does DHS currently have actively providing aerial assistance to
CBP officers on the ground?

Response: At present, DHS is flying 13 aerostats providing intelligence, surveillance and
reconnaissance support for CBP border security operations. These systems include four aerostats
in the Rio Grande Valley Sector providing USBP land domain surveillance; eight Tethered
Aerostat Radar System aerostats along the SWB, Florida Straits and Puerto Rico, providing CBP
Air and Marine Operations (AMO) air and maritime domain awareness; and one aerostat at
South Padre Island, TX, providing USBP and AMO land and maritime domain awareness.
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Question: What is DHS doing to find and dismantle drug cartels and networks operating within
our country?

Response: HSI has more than 6,000 special agents assigned to 237 cities throughout the United
States and 93 overseas locations in 56 countries. HSIis focused on disrupting and dismantling
TCOs that exploit the trade, travel, and financial systems of the United States. HSI is uniquely
positioned for this mission as the sole investigative agency possessing both customs and
immigration authorities, as well as traditional criminal and civil law enforcement authorities.
HSI maximizes the impact of its unique authorities by partnering with federal, state, local, tribal,
and foreign agencies to combat TCOs operating in the United States and abroad. HSI seized
more than 1.8 million pounds of narcotics in FY 2022 using its unique border authorities,
international partnerships, and expertise in conducting large scale complex investigations.

HSI has introduced the HSI Illicit Opioid Strategy, an agency-wide strategy to combat illicit
opioids, which aligns with the framework developed by the Office of National Drug Control
Policy in the National Drug Control Strategy. The Strategy focus is wide-ranging authorities and
investigative expertise on four principal goals:

e Reduce the international supply of illicit opioids;

¢ Reduce the domestic supply of illicit opioids;

e Attack the enablers of illicit opioid trafficking: illicit finance, cybercrime, and
weapons smuggling; and

e Conduct outreach with private industry.

HSI is currently supporting numerous large-scale efforts around the United States, including:

Operation Chain Breaker: Targets, among other investigative pillars, Chinese companies
shipping pill press equipment to the United States and the U.S. persons receiving this equipment.
Seizures made pursuant to this initiative have directly impacted drug cartels’ ability to mass
produce tens of millions of fentanyl pills annually.

Project Monroe: Teams special agents with data professionals and criminal analysts to leverage
DHS’ significant data holdings, and combine it with the investigative, intelligence, and
interdiction power of HSI and its partners, to disrupt and dismantle drug cartels.
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Express Consignment Carrier (ECC) Program: Areas of emphasis for enhanced targeting and

investigative activities include ECC facilities which process approximately 17.6 billion
international and domestic packages a year and are vulnerable to exploitation by drug cartels.

Border Enforcement Security Task Force (BEST): HSI leads 88 BEST units at key border
and interior U.S. locations, to identify, investigate, disrupt, and dismantle TCOs. BEST
combines a full range of federal, state, local, tribal, and international law enforcement resources
into a comprehensive approach to combat drug smuggling and trafficking.

Operation Blue Lotus: On March 13, 2023, DHS implemented a surge operation in areas where
the highest amounts of fentanyl being smuggled into the United States were encountered,
specifically Southern California and Southern Arizona. Dubbed Operation Blue Lotus, this joint
surge operation by CBP and HSI, working with federal, state, and local law enforcement partners
as well as the Government of Mexico, included the detail of additional personnel and resources
to these areas to interdict fentanyl and other synthetic drugs and investigate the drug cartels
responsible for these smuggling operations,

HSI Mexico’s Transnational Criminal Investigative Unit (TCIU): HSI Mexico facilitates
HSI's requests for collateral investigations related to illicit opioid smuggling. This is primarily
accomplished through HSI Mexico’s TCIU, which is comprised of over 40 investigators from the
Mexico Attorney General's Office with the ability to investigate and prosecute individuals
involved in transnational criminal activity in Mexico. The TCIU has successfully disrupted
criminal enterprises in Mexico that also engage in illegal activity in the United States.

Operation Expanded Impact: Human smuggling organizations are often affiliates or wholly
owned subsidiaries of drug cartels and transnational gangs. Operation Expanded Impact is an
HSI led enhanced investigative effort which deploys additional personnel to support DHS
enforcement efforts along the SWB and with partner agencies across Latin America.

DHS Office of Intelligence and Analysis (I&A) has strong relationships at headquarters level and
throughout the Americas with DHS Attachés, CBP Joint Security Program, the National
Targeting Center, and the 1& A-HSI Joint Task Force, among a host of other analyst-to-analyst
connections. Armed with DHS-unique data and backed by Operational Component experts’
perspective, I&A analysts provide accurate and timely intelligence on the prevailing drug threats
to the Homeland.

Question: Are you working with the DEA, and with local and state partners to tackle this issue?

Response: HSI participates in several federal and state led task forces including the High
Intensity Drug Threat Areas (HIDTA), the Organized Crime and Drug Enforcement Task Force
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(OCDETF), and the Joint Terrorism Task Forces. HSI leads a number of these interagency task
forces including many that focus directly on the financial and money laundering crimes that
accompany drug trafficking activity.

HSI also leads BESTs. In 2012, Congress codified the BEST task forces organized under HSI to
target the threat of transnational crime and spillover violence from TCOs operating in the United
States.

The BEST model is a comprehensive response to the growing threat to border security, public
safety, and national security. This includes border security at land, maritime, international
airports, international mail facilities and express consignment centers. The primary mission of
BEST is to combat emerging and existing TCOs by employing the full range of federal, state,
local, Tribal, and international law enforcement resources in the fight to identify, investigate,
disrupt, and dismantle these organizations at every level of operation. BEST eliminates the
barriers between federal and local investigations (access to both federal and state prosecutors),
closes the gap with inteational partners in multinational criminal investigations, and creates an
environment that minimizes the vulnerabilities in our operations that TCOs have traditionally
capitalized on to exploit our nation’s land and sea borders.

In response to the current opioid crisis, including the overwhelming availability of fentanyl
smuggled into and distributed throughout the United States, HSI has begun expanding BEST and
focusing their efforts on these criminal networks. There are currently 88 BESTs located across
the United States, Puerto Rico, and the U.S. Virgin Islands. They partner with over 200 federal,
state, local, and Tribal law enforcement agencies, including CBP, the Federal Bureau of
Investigation (FBI), the Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA), Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco,
Firearms, and Explosives, U.S. Marshals Service, and United States Postal Inspection Service.
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Question: An underlining issue when it comes to drug trafficking is money laundering. What is
DHS doing to go after individuals that launder monetary funds for drug networks and cartels?

Response: As the principal investigative arm of DHS, HSI is uniquely positioned to identify,
disrupt, and dismantle TCOs, including DTOs, by targeting their illicit financial and money
laundering networks that exploit the trade, travel, and finance sectors of the United States.

To strengthen the United States anti-money laundering framework, HSI recently established the
Cross-Border Financial Crime Center, a law enforcement coordination center designed to foster
cooperation between federal law enforcement agencies, partner nation authorities, U.S.
regulatory organizations, banks and financial institutions, and financial technology companies to
promote collaboration on cross-border financial crime. The establishment of the Center directly
supports the prosecution, disruption, and dismantlement of TCOs, strengthens the financial and
fintech industry against illicit activity, and enhances communication between government and
private sector partners. The four pillars of the Center are to:

e Support the prosecution, disruption, and dismantlement of TCOs, professional money
laundering organizations, and other criminal actors engaged in illicit cross-border
financial activity.

e Strengthen the anti-money laundering infrastructure of the United States by educating
private sector stakeholders on trends and techniques used to facilitate illicit cross-border
financial activity.

e Enhance information sharing between the United States Government and the private
sector regarding techniques and trends used in crimes involving illicit cross-border
financial activity.

¢ Increase cooperation between domestic and foreign law enforcement agencies with
respect to combating such crimes.

In addition to the creation of the Center, HSI's Financial Crimes Unit (FCU) is combating
narcotics-related money laundering through several programs that support HSI's investigations,
In 2013, HSI FCU partnered with the Treasury Executive Office for Asset Forfeiture (TEOAF)
to debut a major case initiative aimed at providing priority funding and professional support
services to investigations targeting third-party money launderers, Within HSI, this initiative
became known as the Third-Party Money Laundering (3PML) Program. As part of this
initiative, TEOAF secured contracts for forensic accountants and open-source researchers to be
used by the law enforcement agencies contributing to the Treasury Forfeiture Fund. TEOAF-
funded contractors are shared between HSI, Internal Revenue Service-Criminal Investigation,
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and the United States Secret Service. These contractors are embedded in field offices and
headquarters units, and the scope of their work is limited to 3PML investigations. FCU oversees
the 3PML Program, and with TEOAF’s participation, designates which cases are to receive
related funding and investigative support. Examples of 3PML targets include attorneys,
accountants, real estate agents, and tax professionals involved in third-party money laundering.

The Financial Intake Team (FIT), a new initiative by the FCU, provides direct financial case
support to HSI Special Agents in the field. The FIT program serves as a force multiplier by
providing forensic accounting and intelligence support for a broad spectrum of HSI financial
investigations. The support provided by FIT allows for the identification of additional targets
and an expansion of the overall picture of the TCO network. Like the 3PML program, the
overall goal of FIT assistance is to enhance HSI investigations through forensic accounting and
open-source intel support in an effort to broaden investigations, expand the number of indictable
individuals, and identify and expand the potential for seizures and forfeitures.

FCU oversees HSI's Cornerstone Program, which is the primary outreach mechanism for HSI's
financial investigations equities. HSI builds partnerships by sharing law enforcement typologies
and methods with the businesses and financial institutions that manage the systems that terrorists
and criminal organizations seek to exploit. With FCU oversight, HSI's designated field
Comerstone representatives provide training to the private sector on how to identify and prevent
the exploitation of the United States’ financial system by TCOs and DTOs.

In addition, HSI partners with federal law enforcement entities to develop best practices to
identify, detect, and dismantle criminal organizations utilizing digital assets. Current best
practices include:

e Developing and implementing training and outreach programs within HSI as well as to
public and private sector partners to identify typology and methodologies to target.

e  Working with regulators to develop guidance for financial institutions.

* Enhancing operational efficiencies by developing technological solutions including the
use of blockchain analytics tools to investigate illegal activity.

o Utilizing advanced analytical tools to aggregate data and build out criminal networks and
connections for exploitation by law enforcement.

e Establishing new partnerships and capitalizing on existing ones to ensure a unified and
comprehensive approach to stopping the use of digital assets for illicit purposes.

The Trade Transparency Unit (TTU), in coordination with FCU, is HSI’s primary headquarters
component that supports trade-based money laundering investigations. The unit has developed
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training and investigative programs, and a network of private and public sector contacts to assist
HSI special agents in their investigations.
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Question: What role do digital assets play in financial transactions between drug cartels and
Chinese companies who sell fentanyl precursors?

Response: HSI has observed operational trends indicating that drug cartels are leveraging digital
assets to obtain funds or move funds out of the United States. However, it is difficult to ascertain
the exact role played by digital assets in the large-scale procurement of fentanyl precursors. Itis
likely that cryptocurrencies play a role in the transactions, but the use of front companies by
large organizations also makes it likely that traditional forms of payment and false invoicing may
continue to be utilized.

Question: What is DHS currently doing to track and stop the use of digital assets for illicit
purposes?

Response: HSI has several methods to monitor and analyze the use of digital assets in criminal
investigations. Many offices engage in undercover methods to seek out and contact threat actors
using cryptocurrencies in a variety of areas to include narcotics smuggling, child exploitation,
terrorism, and financial crimes. Engaging with these actors in an undercover capacity allows
HSI agents to reveal cryptocurrency addresses used for illicit transactions and exploit those data
points to follow the assets on their respective blockchains.

Agents and analysts utilize several blockchain analytic tools procured through the HSI Cyber
Crimes Unit (CCU). HSI's CCU has contracts with leading blockchain analysis companies for
tools and support that provide invaluable insight into the users and exchanges involved in
cryptocurrency transactions which allows investigators to “follow the money” and use the legal
process to reveal the true identities of those exploiting cryptocurrencies for anonymity.

FCU partners with federal law enforcement entities within the U.S. Departments of Justice and
Treasury to develop best practices, as described above, to identify, detect, and dismantle criminal
organizations utilizing digital assets for illicit purposes.
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Question: There have been various news reports of transnational criminal organizations (TCOs)
using social media platforms like TikTok, Snapchat, and Meta to recruit Americans to assist with
drug smuggling and human trafficking operations. Is DHS working with social media companies
to address this matter? If so, what progress has been made?

Response: Criminal organizations in the 21" century do not limit themselves to a single crime
and have evolved to utilize technology to disguise their illicit enterprises. Likewise,
investigative efforts must be technologically savvy and broad in scope to fully identify and
dismantle these enterprises. Rather than narrowly focusing on a single element of the TCO, HSI
combats TCOs by using its unique and broad investigative authorities to enforce over 400 federal
laws to investigate a myriad of crimes.

TCOs and their illicit drug clients are increasingly tech-savvy. Many have adopted emerging
technologies to replace hand-to-hand drug sales with anonymous cryptocurrency purchases
facilitated through dark net marketplaces. These transactions may involve foreign vendors but
always result in the shipment of drugs to or within our country. To keep pace with rapidly
evolving criminal techniques, HSI created the Cyber Crimes Center (C3) in 1997 to provide
investigative assistance, training, and equipment to support domestic and international
investigations of cyber-related crimes for DHS. The C3 supports HSI's mission through the
programmatic oversight and coordination of investigations of cyber-related criminal activity and
provides a range of forensic, intelligence, and investigative support services across all HSI
programmatic areas. C3 brings together highly technical assets dedicated to conducting trans-
border criminal investigations of cyber-related crimes within the HSI transnational crime
portfolio and authorities.

C3 performs an essential role in detecting, investigating, and preventing the sale and distribution
of opioids and other illicit drugs on social media and the dark web. With specialized capabilities,
cyber analytics, trained cyber investigators and analysts, C3 supports HSI online undercover
investigations targeting market site operators, vendors, and prolific buyers of opioids and other
contraband on social media the dark web. The C3 also provides critical support on tracing and
identifying illicit proceeds derived from criminal activity on the dark web and investigating the
subsequent money laundering activities. Additionally, C3’s Computer Forensics Unit and the
HSI Computer Forensic Program are critical tools in combating the flow of drugs into the United
States. From the efforts of our Computer Forensic Agents and Analysts in the field to seize,
process, and analyze digital evidence, through the advanced technical solutions, such as
decryption and accessing secure data, digital forensics play an ever-increasing role in
investigating complex multinational narcotics organizations. The Computer Forensic Unit also
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provides forensic training and support to our state, local, Tribal, federal, and international law
enforcement partners.

Human traffickers come from a wide variety of backgrounds and demographic categories.
Human traffickers can be relatives, friends, individuals who are politically connected, individuals
operating alone, or those in loosely affiliated groups, family-based networks, gangs, criminal
enterprises or TCOs. HSI investigates American and non-citizen traftickers and, HSI uses all
legal tools available (to include search warrants, subpoenas, and Mutual Legal Assistance
Treaties) to compel social media companies to provide information and data relevant to ongoing
criminal investigations. While HST has investigated traffickers who use social media to facilitate
their criminal enterprise, the identified trend pertains to traffickers using social media platforms
to recruit and communicate with victims and commercial sex buyers as opposed to recruit
American human traffickers.

Additionally, it should be noted that human trafficking and human smuggling are often used
interchangeably in error. These are distinct crimes. Human trafficking does not require crossing
a border. Human trafficking victims have been exploited by their trafficker for commercial sex
acts or forced labor (sex trafficking and labor trafficking) using force, fraud, or coercion.
Immigration status or citizenship is not relevant to human trafficking. By contrast, human
smugglers engage in crimes against the United States by bringing people into the United States,
or unlawfully transporting and harboring people already in the United States, in deliberate
evasion of immigration law. Human smuggling may involve elements of violence (e.g., hostage
taking, kidnapping, extortion, physical and sexual assault); however, the presence of these
aggravating factors alone does not constitute human trafficking. It is important to note that
human smuggling situations may transition to human trafficking if the elements of force, fraud,
or coercion are introduced in furtherance of a labor, service, or commercial sex act, or if a minor
is compelled to engage in a commercial sex act. Instances of child sex trafficking may intersect
with the production and distribution of child sexual abuse material (CSAM) if the perpetrator
producing the CSAM is doing so for a commercial gain or to promote their child sex trafficking
venture,

Question: Has DHS calculated the number of Americans who were recruited by TCOs to assist
with drug smuggling or human trafficking through social media platforms?

Response: Law enforcement has no way to calculate the number of Americans who have been
recruited by TCOs through social media platforms to assist with drug smuggling, human
smuggling, or human trafficking; however, HSI has observed from its investigative efforts that
social media and instant messaging apps have increasingly been introduced to drug trafficking
transactions initiated on dark net marketplaces. Today, many dark net vendors post their social
media and/or instant messaging contact information alongside their vendor information to
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provide the buyer a more direct method of contact. This trend has likely taken hold due to the
ease and accessibility of social media apps while offering nearly the same level of anonymity as
the dark net. These apps also remove the “user error” aspect of more complicated technology
and provide a level of encryption which further hampers traditional law enforcement techniques.
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Question: What is your agency's position on reducing detention space?

Response: The FY 2024 budget request represents a consistent approach by the Administration
in prioritizing detention beds for those noncitizens who pose a significant risk to public safety or
national security, who pose a flight risk that cannot otherwise be mitigated, and when required
by law, while prioritizing low-risk noncitizens for Alternatives to Detention programs, and
establishing a two-year emergency SWB contingency fund to support border operations and
provide additional operational flexibilities.

Question: Does the agency support maintaining or expanding existing bed space? Please be
specific about the number of beds you are requesting this year.

Response: ICE requests the number of beds it needs to fulfill its critical public safety and
national security mission while maintaining a safe and secure environment for those in its
custody. ICE has requested funding in its FY 2024 budget for 25,000 beds. Additionally,
another 9,000 beds would be available to ICE through the SWB contingency fund. The fund will
ensure ICE can maintain necessary bedspace to meet changing mission requirements.
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Question: How many asylum seekers have been referred to ICE for removal due to their failure
to appear for their asylum hearing before an immigration judge? Of these, how many have been
apprehended and removed? Please provide data for the past five calendar years.

Response: ICE makes enforcement decisions on a case-by-case basis to focus its limited
resources on the greatest threats to homeland security in a professional and responsible manner
informed by their experience as law enforcement officers.

Please see below data regarding ICE removals of noncitizens with /n-Absentia orders:

FY 2019 — FY 2023 ICE Removals with In Absentia Orders®

Case Action FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021

E - In Absentia - Ordered 9,609 7,235 2,953 3,324 2,118
Excluded / Deported / Removed

*FY 2019 - FY 2023 data is updated through March 28, 2023, ICE Removals include Returns, Returns include
Voluntary Returns (VRs), Voluntary Departures, and Withdrawals Under Docket Control. ICE Removals include
noncilizens processed for Expedited Removal (ER) or VR that are turned over to ERO for detention.



373

Question#: | 14
Topic: | Wait Times
Hearing: | Oversight of the Department of Homeland Security
Primary: | Senator Thom Tillis
Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Question: Do you agree that lengthy wait times for an asylum court hearing create the risk that
an illegal immigrant will not show up for their hearing? Why or why not?

Response: DHS respectfully defers to EOIR on matters related to the length of the immigration
court process. However, DHS continues to call on Congress to act in a bipartisan way to address

our broken and outdated immigration and asylum system.
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Question: Do you believe that the current penalties for absconder are sufficient? Please explain.

Response: A noncitizen who fails to appear at an immigration court hearing may be issued an in
absentia removal order. ICE may, in its discretion, arrest noncitizens with final orders of
removal and execute those orders, barring a stay or other impediment to removal. In addition, a
noncitizen who fails to comply with instructions to report to an ICE field office within the given
timeframe for further processing may also become a priority for enforcement action,
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Question: How many asylum seekers currently have work authorization? How many do you
anticipate will be eligible for work authorization during the course of this fiscal year?

Response: U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services (USCIS) describes the employment
authorization category for those individuals with pending asylum applications as the (c)(8)
employment authorization category. As of April 10, 2023, there were approximately 1,237,000
individuals with valid employment authorization documents that were filed under the (c)(8)
employment authorization category. In FY 2023 to April 10, 2023, USCIS has received 496,000
(c)(8) employment authorization applications. Through the end of FY 2023, USCIS estimates it
will receive an additional 450,000 applications seeking employment authorization based on the

(c)(8) category.
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Question: T am concerned about the proposed rule published by DHS regarding filing fees at
USCIS, particularly for North Carolina's H-2A and H-2B employers. Not only are they being
asked to pay 300% more, but they also being asked to pay a $600 asylum fee.

What is your justification for increasing filing fees for H-2A and H-2B employers?

Response: The proposed rule contains a lengthy explanation of the need for DHS to adjust
USCIS fees, including the fee for employers to petition for seasonal workers. In sum, USCIS
conducted a comprehensive biennial fee review and determined that its costs have increased
considerably since its last fee adjustment in 2016 due to inflation, expanded humanitarian
programs, higher demand, increased processing times, and a need for more USCIS employees. If
DHS does not adjust USCIS fees, it will not have the resources to provide adequate service to
benefit requestors or be able to keep pace with the incoming benefit request workload, and
USCIS processing times and backlogs will not improve. DHS intends for the rulemaking to
provide the funding required for USCIS to maintain and improve service levels, Furthermore,
DHS is authorized by law to charge fees to applicants and petitioners to ensure that it can fully
recover USCIS operating costs.

Individual form fees are based upon the relative resources required to adjudicate the specific
benefit request. With respect to H-2A and H-2B petitions, the proposed fees better reflect the
complexity of the work and the staff needed to complete it. See U.S. Citizenship and
Immigration Services Fee Schedule and Changes to Certain Other Immigration Benefit Request
Requirements, 88 FR 402 at 495-498 (Jan. 4, 2023), for more information on separating fees for
Form 1-129.

Question: How did DHS consider affordability to employers when considering these increases?

Response: As stated in the proposed rule and the accompanying small entity impact analysis,
DHS analyzed the impacts on employers who file petitions with USCIS. USCIS also
acknowledged and carefully considered the size of the fees and their implications and effects on
small entities.

Question: Why do you believe it is fair to ask North Carolina small businesses to pay for our
broken borders which have resulted from President Biden’s policies?

Response: For the proposed rule, DHS analyzed how the fees may economically impact small
entities. See 88 Fed. Reg. at 453. Note that USCIS fees are collected to recover its operating
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costs in processing immigration and naturalization benefit requests, which does not include
border enforcement. Fee increases are not limited to petitioners from any one state.
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Question: I remain focused on ensuring our immigration system is working correctly. That's
why I have been vocal about ensuring that USCIS does not waste any employment-based visas.

How many employment-based visas did USCIS approve and issue in FY22? How many
employment-based visas went unused in FY22?

Response: No employment-based immigrant visas went unused in FY 2022, USCIS, along with
its partners at the U.S, Department of State (DOS) and (to a much lesser extent) EOIR (which
uses some immigrant visas) approved and thereby used 275,250 employment-based immigrant
visas in FY 2022. A visa is “used”, meaning subtracted from the annual limit, when DOS issues
an immigrant visa to a noncitizen through consular processing or when a noncitizen acquires
Lawful Permanent Resident status upon approval of their application for adjustment of status,
either with USCIS or EOIR. The agencies used all the available employment-based immigrant
visas apart from 6,396 EB-5 visas in the newly-created reserved subcategories which were not
used and which carried over to FY 2023 under § 203(b)(5)(B)(i)(IT) of the Immigration and
Nationality Act (INA). All data is from the Report of the Visa Office 2022.°

Question: What is the total number of employment-based visas which are available in FY23?
How many have been approved and issued at this time?

Response: DOS has estimated that the employment-based immigrant visa annual limit will be
197,000 visas for FY 2023. In addition, as noted above, 6,396 EB-5 visas in the new reserved
subcategories carried over from FY 2022 to FY 2023, In total, approximately 203,396
employment-based immigrant visas are available in FY 2023.

Through the end of the second quarter, USCIS, DOS, and EOIR have combined to use more than
half of the available employment-based visas. USCIS alone approved almost 50,000
employment-based adjustment of status applications in the first quarter and continues to
prioritize this workload.

Question: Has USCIS calculated an estimate of how many employment-based visas may go
unused in FY23?

“The Department of State Report of 1l
hitps:/ftravel s vi/content/irav
2022 html.

he Visa Office is available at
w/legal/visa-law()/visa-statisti
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Response: USCIS and its partners at DOS and EOIR anticipate using more than half of the
available visas before the end of the second quarter. USCIS is approving adjustment of status
applications in the employment-based preference categories at a steady rate and is committed,
with its partners at DOS who are also processing a high volume of visas, to using all the
available employment-based immigrant visas in FY 2023.

We note that both agencies publish monthly reports, and while this data is preliminary, it does
allow the public to track our progress.” USCIS has not estimated how many employment-based
immigrant visas may go unused in FY 2023, as the three agencies are on track to use all the
available visas, with the exception of some visas in the EB-5 reserved subcategories which will
carry over to FY 2024 under INA § 203(b)(5)(B)(i)(1I).

Question: What measures has the agency taken during FY23 to prevent the loss of any
employment-based visas this fiscal year?

Response: We refer you to our response to your office on July 7, 2022, for a description of the
many measures that USCIS took, with its partners, to ensure the use of all the employment-based
immigrant visas in FY 2022, In FY 2023, USCIS and its partners remain dedicated to using all
the available employment-based immigrant visas and have continued many of the measures
employed during FY 2022. There are two new measures that have been implemented in FY
2023:

* Employment-based adjustment of status applications in EB-1 through EB-3 will generally
be adjudicated by the USCIS Field Operations Directorate (FOD); EB-4 applications will
be adjudicated by both FOD and USCIS Service Center Operations Directorate (SCOPS),
depending on the specific subcategory, and applications in EB-5 will be adjudicated by
SCOPS at the California Service Center.

e USCIS has expanded premium processing availability for all filers of Form I1-140,
Immigrant Petition for Alien Workers,

Since the agencies have already used more than half of the available visas and the annual limit is
significantly lower in FY 2023 than in FY 2022, there is not at this time a need for USCIS to
take any measures beyond continuing its current efforts.

"DOS Monthly Immigrant Visa Issuance Statistics are available at
https:/travel state gov/content/travel/en/legal/visa-law0/visa-statistics/immigrant-visa-statistics/monthly -immigrant-

visa-issuances.html. Monthly data concerning USCIS adjudications of employment-based adjustment of status
applications is available at https:/www.uscis. gov/tools/reports-and-studies/immigration-and-citizenship-data in the
reports titled “FY22 Appropriations Reporting Requirement.”
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Question: Secretary Mayorkas, on August 24, 2022, you announced that the DHS would not
move forward with the Disinformation Governance Board. Who initiated the idea of
implementing the Disinformation Governance Board?

Can you confirm that the Disinformation Governance Board is not in place? If the program is in
place, what is DHS doing to terminate the Disinformation Governance Board?

Response: The Disinformation Governance Board is no longer in place. Consistent with the
recommendation of the Homeland Security Advisory Council, the Secretary terminated the
Disinformation Governance Board and revoked its charter effective August 24, 2022. The
Department does not intend to reconstitute the Governance Board or replicate its functions.
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Question: Have you directed the DHS to monitor and crackdown on "disinformation" through
other avenues? Has President Biden directed you to spearhead efforts to censor, manipulate, or
track American's free speech who he may not agree with?

Response: The Department does not censor speech, nor has President Biden ever requested that
it do so.

The Department is charged with safeguarding the United States against threats to its security,
including those exacerbated by disinformation. As part of its mission, DHS has worked across
multiple administrations to address disinformation that threatens our homeland security and the
security of the American people. This work is conducted by DHS Component Agencies
pursuant to their respective authorities and consistent with privacy, civil rights, and civil liberties
safeguards, as well as other applicable laws.

Addressing disinformation that threatens the homeland and providing the public with accurate
information in response to such disinformation are critical to fulfilling DHS’s congressionally
mandated missions. On May 18, 2022, Secretary Mayorkas tasked the nonpartisan Homeland
Security Advisory Council (HSAC) to stand up a subcommittee to conduct a thorough review
and assessment of those efforts.® The HSAC Subcommittee on Disinformation Best Practices
and Safeguards (the Subcommittee), led by former Secretary of Homeland Security Michael
Chertoft and former Deputy Attorney General Jamie Gorelick, completed its work in late August
2022. On August 24, 2022, the HSAC deliberated and approved the Final Report in a public
meeting. The Subcommittee concluded that disinformation threatens the homeland and that it is
critical that the Department take steps to address this threat,

DHS Component agencies work diligently to mitigate the harms of disinformation in their
respective mission areas. Examples of such efforts include working to combat human
smuggling, protecting critical infrastructure, and responding to malign foreign influence efforts.

#The HSAC comprises leaders from the public. private. and nonprofit sectors and from past Democratic and
Republican administrations.
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Question: October 31, 2022, by The Intercept, quotes from a draft copy of DHS's Quadrennial
Homeland Security Review, which reportedly describes how "in the coming years, the
department plans to target 'inaccurate information. Does DHS plan to monitor Americans free
speech on social media platforms on major policy issues?

Can you please provide a final copy of the DHS Quadrennial Homeland Security report that The
Intercept highlighted?

Response: DHS transmitted the Third Quadrennial Homeland Security Review to Congress and
released it to the public on April 20, 2023.

As addressed in the Quadrennial Homeland Security Review to Congress, “The world today is
more interconnected than at any time in our Department's 20-year history. Ubiquitous cutting-
edge technologies and our globalized economy have enabled tremendous economic progress and
advancements for Americans; they also increasingly bring threats and challenges directly into
our communities--to our schools, hospitals, small businesses, local governments, and critical
infrastructure. Those who wish to harm us exploit the openness that defines our modem world.
They do so through economic and political instability, through illicit trade and investment flows,
through the exploitation of rapidly evolving technologies that connect us, and through
disinformation spread around the world by the click of a mouse.” Addressing disinformation
that threatens the homeland and providing the public with accurate information in response to
such disinformation are critical to fulfilling DHS’s congressionally mandated missions. DHS
offices and agencies work diligently to mitigate the harms of disinformation in their respective
mission areas. Examples of such efforts include working to combat human smuggling,
protecting critical infrastructure, and responding to malign foreign influence efforts.
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Question: Secretary Mayorkas, during your time as secretary, have you or your staff worked
with tech companies like Twitter, Meta, Instagram, or Google to file moderation requests to
control online discussions? If so, what action have you taken to stop moderation requests? Have
you removed staff who engage in online moderation requests?

Secretary Mayorkas, during your time as secretary, have you or your staff worked with tech
companies like Twitter, Meta, Instagram, or Google to remove online posts made by American
users? If so, what steps have you taken to prevent this type of action?

Response: DHS remains committed to conducting all activities, including those pertaining to
disinformation, in a manner that complies with the law and protects individuals’ privacy, civil
rights, and civil liberties. With respect to disinformation, DHS does not compel or pressure
social media companies to take action concerning specific posts or actors on social media.
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Question: Last year, North Carolina's State Anticounterfeiting Task Force worked with local law
enforcement to seize over $200,000 worth of snacks and candies that were infused with THC.
These counterfeit products included Weedtarts, Stoneos, Gas Heads, Skittles, and Cheetos. Not
only do these types of products highlight a potential trademark violation, but also raise concerns
on a health side.

What is HSI doing to address trademark infringement when it comes to THC infused snacks and
candies that are using legitimate labels?

Response: In October 2022, the HSI-led National Intellectual Property Rights Coordination

Center (IPR Center) convened a meeting to discuss potentially infringing packaging on THC
edibles. The IPR Center meeting included CBP and the FDA. The IPR Center has ongoing

conversations with right holders in this area.

As these products are often adulterated versions of legitimate food products, enforcement falls to
the FDA. In general, these products are not being imported into the United States. They are
being produced domestically.

Whether or not the packaging infringes existing trademarks is a complex legal issue. In many
cases, the packaging uses similar colors, pictures, and words that are changed to represent the
product as including THC. Packaging is sometimes imported to the United States and infringing
packaging is subject to seizure and forfeiture.

Question: Has HSI seen a rise of trademark violations when it comes to THC infused snacks and
candies?

Response: HSI has not conducted research into this specific area.

Question: The copycat THC snacks like Kirspiyz Treats, Cap'N Crunch, and Gas Heads are also
being sold online, Has HSI reviewed any online platforms to see if these types of products
infringe a trademark protection?

Response: The IPR Center has existing relationships with e-commerce platforms related to
intellectual property rights enforcement under the auspices of the E-Commerce Working Group
(ECWG). Formed in 2017, the ECWG brings together the four largest e-commerce platforms in
the U.S. market to share data on counterfeiting and trademark violators. The IPR Center has
engaged with ECWG members to proactively monitor their respective platforms for potentially
infringing packaging.



385

Question#: | 23

Topic: | Trademark Violation

Hearing: | Oversight of the Department of Homeland Security

Primary: | Senator Thom Tillis

Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Question: If not, do you commit to reviewing online platforms for potential trademark
violations?

Response: HSI relies on its partners in the ECWG to monitor their respective platforms and
report trademark violations to HSL.

Question: Are there any additional trademark violation trends that DHS is seeing that Congress
should be aware of?

Response: CBP continues to see a rise in the volume of counterfeit handbags, wallets, watches,
jewelry, and wearing apparel. The luxury goods market continues to contain the most
counterfeited commodities. Of the 4,257 seizure cases in Quarter 1 of FY 2023, 74 percent of
these were express consignment shipments. IPR interdictions continue to be most prominent in
the small package environment, including express and postal shipments. The top countries and
areas from which the inauthentic goods originated during the first two quarters of FY 2023 were
China, Hong Kong, Turkey, Thailand, and the Philippines.
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Question: In recent years, there has been growing concern about the involvement of foreign
interests - and particularly of foreign sovereign wealth funds - in funding U.S. patent litigation.
Currently, such parties are allowed to fund patent litigation with few restrictions and there is no
nationwide requirement that such funding be disclosed to the judge or opposing party.

Does the involvement of foreign governments in funding domestic patent litigation raises U.S.
national and economic security concerns?

If so, do you think that it would be appropriate to adopt a rule that at least requires disclosure
when foreign interests - and particularly foreign governments - are involved in funding suits
against U.S. companies?

Response: DHS plays an active role in protecting U.S. national and economic security by
screening foreign investments for national security risk, including transactions involving
advanced technology, via the Committee on Foreign Investment in the United States and the
Committee for the Assessment of Foreign Participation in the United States Telecommunications
Services Sector. However, any assessment of whether a specific instance of patent litigation
raises national or economic security concerns would depend on the particular facts. With regard
to whether current rules regarding disclosure concerning such litigation provide for insufficient
transparency to assess the relevant facts, the Department respectfully defers to the U.S, Patent
and Trademark Office and the U.S. International Trade Commission.
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Question: The DHS website states that "predatory and illegal intellectual property trade
practices affect every aspect of our lives ranging from the economy to health and safety." Given
the bipartisan and seemingly resolute interest in making material and effective improvements to
our nation's ability to materially reduce China's theft of U.S. IP, can you share any plans you
might have for how DHS and the IPR Center might play a larger and more effective role?

Response: The IPR Center stands at the forefront of the U.S. Government’s response to global
intellectual property theft. It uses the expertise of its member agencies to share information,
develop initiatives, coordinate enforcement actions, and conduct investigations related to
intellectual property (IP) theft. Through this strategic interagency partnership, the IPR Center
protects the public’s health and safety, the U.S. economy, and the nation’s war fighters.

The IPR Center partners employ a strategic approach to combat IP theft. This approach includes:

¢ Investigation — Identifying, disrupting, prosecuting, and dismantling criminal
organizations involved in the manufacture and distribution of counterfeit products.

¢ Interdiction — Using focused targeting and inspections to keep counterfeit and pirated
goods out of U.S. supply chains, markets, and streets.

e OQutreach and Training — Providing training for domestic and international law
enforcement to build stronger enforcement capabilities worldwide.

The IPR Center has recently expanded its efforts to protect the U.S. Government and defense
supply chains from counterfeits under Operation Chain Reaction. Operation Chain Reaction
operates as an HSI-led task force with 17 partner agencies. Recent initiatives have included
exploring vulnerabilities related to counterfeit medications and medical devices within
government supply chains. As a part of those efforts, and predicated on geopolitics, supply chain
challenges, and the passage of the CHIPS and Sciences Act, the IPR Center initiated a
Semiconductor Working Group to identify and address threats to the industry through
counterfeiting and other illicit activity.

Question: Might part of any such plan include ensuring that the IPR Center has the tools and
enhanced resources it needs?

Response: Resources and tools are key to implementing any strategy to counter IP theft. HSI
leads the IPR. Center and shoulders all expenses for facilities out of the HSI budget. The IPR
Center would benefit from specific, reoccurring appropriated funds. These funds would not only
help HSI, but all partner agencies.
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Question: What specific work is DHS doing in coordination with the White House Intellectual
Property Enforcement Coordinator (IPEC), to implement anti-counterfeiting and anti-piracy

initiatives in the Joint Strategic Plan on IP?

Response: The IPR Center works closely with the Intellectual Property Enforcement
Coordinator (IPEC) office on both the Joint Strategic Plan and Outreach and Training initiatives.
The IPEC is a key partner in raising awareness on the dangers of counterfeits to consumers and

rights holders with the public and industry partners.
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Question: The FTC recently ordered social media companies to detail how they review
advertising on their platforms, specifically what measures they take to filter out scams, frauds,
and counterfeits that account for $1.2 billion in annual fraud. What is the DHS' role in thwarting

advertising threats that can target U.S. citizens?

Response: DHS has no statutory authority to regulate advertising or to order social media

companies to review their practices concerning advertising.
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Question: Scams and fraud are not the only way online advertising is posing a threat to U.S.
citizens. For example, a recent report found a $121 million in ads on piracy sites contain
malware, including ransomware and viruses that enable the theft of financial data. What is the
DHS doing to alert and guide federal employees to be cautious with the sites they visit, such as
piracy sites, and the ads that they click on?

Response: The Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Security Agency’s (CISA) Stakeholder
Engagement Division’s Awareness program focuses on the general public and critical
infrastructure community to increase awareness of the latest challenges, threats, and best
practices via campaigns run throughout the year and with special emphasis during cybersecurity
awareness month. Additionally, CISA employees are an important resource in not only
amplifying important cybersecurity awareness messaging but actions that can be taken. CISA
subject matter experts also help develop tip sheets and other awareness material on actions
federal employees and the general public can take to reduce risk. A recent blog post example
can be found at the link below:

https://www cisa.gov/news-events/news/4-things-you-can-do-keep-yourself-cyber-safe




391

Question#: | 28

Topic: | VPN Chaining

Hearing: | Oversight of the Department of Homeland Security

Primary: | Senator Thom Tillis

Committee: | JUDICIARY (SENATE)

Question: Shady website operators sometimes harvest the Internet connections of their users so
others can use them to create so-called "VPN chaining." This issue has both law enforcement and
national security implications because when used by bad actors, it enables them to avoid
detection or, if detected, the wrong individual is identified.

Is DHS working with law enforcement on how to ensure that IP connections are not exploited by
bad actors? And if so, how?

Response: CISA regularly partners with law enforcement to mitigate risks that cyber threat
actors pose to U.S. networks. These partnerships include threat information exchange and
sharing situational awareness of the operational landscape. Together, CISA and interagency
partners consider current and historical threat data, including cyber incident reporting and
adversary threat hunting and threat monitoring data, to prioritize support and resources. Joint
cybersecurity advisories represent an important way that CISA and law enforcement collaborate
to alert the public to high profile cyber threats and provide guidance on how to defend against
them. CISA will continue to work with law enforcement to protect America from malicious
cyber actors and their evolving tactics.
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Question: Last year, CISA published Cross-Sector Cyber Performance Goals (CPGs) intended
to highlight foundational cybersecurity practices that will put even small and medium-sized
businesses on a path towards better cybersecurity.

What is the process used by CISA to develop the CPGs and to ensure that they follow an
approach consistent with the NIST Cybersecurity Framework?

Response: In July 2021, President Biden signed National Security Memorandum (NSM)-5:
Improving Cybersecurity for Critical Infrastructure Control Systems. This memorandum
required CISA, in coordination with the National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST)
and the interagency community, to develop baseline cybersecurity goals that are consistent
across all critical infrastructure sectors. Accordingly, CISA’s resulting Cybersecurity
Performance Goals (CPGs) are intended to supplement the NIST Cybersecurity Framework
(CSF), particularly for small and medium sized organizations seeking assistance in prioritizing
investment toward a defined subset of high-impact security outcomes, whether due to gaps

in expertise, resources, or capabilities or to enable focused improvements across suppliers,
vendors, business partners, or customers. While the CPGs are intended to inform near and
medium-term investment, CISA still encourages organizations to ultimately seek to be fully
aligned to the CSF. To that end, each goal in the CPGs is mapped to a corresponding
subcategory from the NIST CSF. In our most recent v1.0.1. release, CISA has also grouped the
Goals according to each of the related CSF Functions (Identify, Protect, Detect, Respond, and
Recover).

CISA developed the CPGs based on extensive feedback from stakeholders with the goal of
creating a final product that reflects input from a wide range of groups including federal
agencies, the private sector, and international partners. We achieved this goal via written
comments, workshops, listening sessions, and focused discussions with experts across a variety
of disciplines. The feedback we have received throughout this process has been invaluable,
which is why we will maintain an open request for input as organizations begin to use the CPGs
in practice and as we build out cybersecurity goals specific to individual critical infrastructure
sectors in the coming months,

Following the release of the CPGs, CISA has taken—and will continue taking—input and
welcomes feedback from partners from across the critical infrastructure community.
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Question: What cyber threats, particularly new threat or tactics, have you seen in war in the
Ukraine? Are there lessons can we learn from Russia's actions for future conflicts?

How would you compare Russia and China's cyber capabilities? What are you seeing from China
related to the war in Ukraine? Is China supporting Russia in any way?

Response: Russian state-sponsored cyber operations related to Russia’s invasion of Ukraine
have included distributed denial-of-service attacks, deployment of destructive malware against
Ukrainian government and critical infrastructure organizations, and a destructive attack against a
satellite communications network that serves Ukraine and other European countries.
Additionally, some cybercrime groups have publicly pledged support for the Russian
government. These Russian-aligned cybercrime groups have threatened to conduct cyber
operations in retaliation for perceived cyber offensives against the Russian government or the
Russian people. Some groups have also threatened to conduct cyber operations against countries
and organizations providing support to Ukraine. Other cybercrime groups have recently
conducted disruptive attacks against Ukrainian websites, likely in support of the Russian military
offensive.

CISA is working with interagency, international, and private-sector partners to draw lessons
from Russia’s cyber operations and to disseminate these findings to critical infrastructure
organizations through its Shields Up campaign. CISA is engaging these partners to develop joint
products addressing vulnerabilities and vulnerability exploitation activities; to communicate
threat intelligence information with partners; to coordinate with entities on observed activities;
and to facilitate unclassified and classified briefs for key sectors on updated threat intelligence
related to ongoing geopolitical tensions,

Since January 2022, CISA has produced several advisories, alerts, and other products related to
threats to U.S. organizations stemming from Russian state-sponsored cyber activity, Many of
these products were produced jointly with our federal and international partners.

We have made all of these products available in a one-stop-shop website at
www.cisa.gov/shields-up. The website includes CISA’s latest guidance and products to help
organizations of every size adopt a stronger cybersecurity posture. This includes steps
organizations can take, a list of free cybersecurity services and tools, and our guidance on how
organizations can prepare themselves to mitigate the impact of potential foreign influence
operations. As new reporting or threats emerge on potential Russian threats, CISA will ensure
the resources on our “Shields Up” website are updated, as well as engage our government and
critical infrastructure partners on recommended mitigation actions.
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Similar to “Shields up”, CISA coordinates with government and private sector partners to share
information on known threats and activity emanating from other nation state threat actors. CISA
develops cybersecurity advisories that provide cyber threat information and mitigation guidance
and recommendations to both restricted audiences in a particular sector and to entities world-
wide. Many of these products leverage information from private sector partners or are developed
and distributed jointly with interagency partners including the FBI and the National Security
Agency.

Russia and China both have the capability to cause catastrophic harm via cyber means to achieve
their strategic objectives. But each nation state differs in their priorities and approach to cyber
operations. Russia is technically capable and has demonstrated its willingness to target critical
infrastructure, such as attacks on the Viasat satellite network and the Ukrainian energy grid.
China is highly sophisticated, extremely well-resourced, and engages in espionage often against
government and industry targets. However, any future conflict in Taiwan could change China’s
approach and increase their willingness to engage in destructive attacks against critical
infrastructure.

CISA has a dedicated website on known Chinese threats, tactics, and activities that the U.S.
Government has publicly attributed. This website provides an overview of CISA’s assessment of
the Chinese government’s malicious cyber activities. The overview leverages publicly available,
open-source intelligence and information regarding this threat and includes a complete list of
related CISA advisories, many of which are jointly authored with other U.S. Government
agencies. Additionally, this website provides instructions on how to report related threat activity.
As new reporting or threats emerge on potential Chinese threats, CISA coordinates with
government and private sector partners to create new advisories so that the cyber community is
informed of threats, intent, tactics, and detection and mitigation guidance.
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Question: Almost exactly a year ago, Congress passed a cyber incident reporting bill for critical
infrastructure. There is now a rulemaking underway by CISA to implement the law. The law
requires covered companies to report incidents to CISA within 72 hours and to report payment of
ransomware within 24 hours of making payment,

Can you provide an update on where CISA is in the CIRCIA rulemaking process? When do you
think we will have a final rule that actually puts this legislation into place?

Response: CISA is hard at work on the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) with the goal
of meeting the statutorily mandated publication deadline,

CISA recognizes the importance of these regulations and is striving to balance the desire to
proceed as expeditiously as possible with the need to ensure CISA is designing a regulatory
program that can achieve its mission. We are working to create a program that will not unduly
burden the regulated community and that is harmonized, to the extent practicable, with other
existing Federal cyber incident reporting requirements.

Implementation of the mandatory reporting required under Cyber Incident Reporting for Critical
Infrastructure Act of 2022 (CIRCIA) will begin upon the effective date established in the Final
Rule once it is published. The statute requires the Final Rule be published 18 months after
publication of the NPRM, which should be no later than September 15, 2025.

Certain aspects of CIRCIA, such as the Joint Ransomware Task Force, the Ransomware
Vulnerability Warning Pilot Program, and the Cyber Incident Reporting Council, have already
been established and are underway.

Question: What is your assessment of how federal agencies are using CISA to ensure adequate
information sharing and incident reporting?

Response: Federal agencies use CISA as a place to share operational cyber information and
request feedback on that information to better protect their infrastructure and understand the
overall risk picture. Federal agencies also use various CISA resources to share information
directly with each other.

Information currently reported to CISA is often incomplete because information necessary to
understand attack details, including whether or not the attack was successful, may only be
determined after deeper forensic examination by the affected entity. Federal agencies can
enhance incident reporting by continuing to provide CISA with updated information, providing
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additional detailed information that would contribute to CISA’s efforts to gather and analyze
threat intelligence, and assessing impacts of cybersecurity incidents to national and economic
security as well as impacts to national critical functions.
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Question: Do you think federal agencies do a good job sharing cyber threat information with
each other? If not, what should be done to improve that sharing?

What is your assessment of the efficacy of the cyber threat information sharing between the
DHS/CISA and the private sector?

Response: CISA facilitates—and is working to improve—cyber threat information sharing both
among federal agencies and between the federal government and non-federal entities. CISA is
the designated hub for the sharing of cyber threat indicators and defensive measures between the
federal government and private sector pursuant to the Cybersecurity Information Sharing Act of
2015 (CISA 2015). This law grants liability protections, privacy protections, and other
protections to organizations that share cyber threat indicators and defensive measures in
accordance with CISA 2015’s requirements, As mandated by CISA 2015, DHS certified the
operation of the Automated Indicator Sharing (AIS) service in March 2016 and released a series
of guidance documents, in conjunction with DOJ, to help private and public sector entities share
cyber threat indicators with the Federal Government.

While some Federal agencies have created sector-based cyber threat information sharing
communities to exchange data among themselves (e.g., Healthcare and Public Health Sector and
Financial Services Sector), few cross-sector Federal sharing communities exist outside of CISA’s
AIS sharing platform. In addition to AIS, CISA shares Cyber Threat Intelligence (CTI) with
Federal Agencies through various mechanisms, to include the Joint Cyber Defense Collaborative
(JCDC) which hosts fora to bring technical subject matter experts together to share critical
insights on advanced persistent threats. While CISA has successfully operated its CISA 2015-
compliant machine-to-machine sharing service and continues to evolve and improve the
capability, participation challenges remain. In many cases, Federal Agencies lack the tools,
policies, resources, and expertise to generate and share CTI from their internal environments
with external partners at machine speed. Additionally, for those who do engage AIS (to include
Federal and non-Federal entities), many find it challenging to meet and maintain mandatory
security requirements and standards necessary to participate. Further, in deploying the AIS
capability, CISA encountered many statutory requirements that presented implementation
challenges at odds with how stakeholders share information today.

To this end, CISA has focused on partnering with the vendor community who manage many
Federal and non-Federal entities’ threat sharing solutions, to drive interoperability using
common, cybersecurity community-driven CTI standards. CISA has rebuilt and evolved its AIS
infrastructure to include major updates, enhancements, and improvements to increase the quality
of information available through its machine-to-machine sharing platform. In addition, the
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Agency is partnering with large sector-focused information sharing hubs (Information Sharing
and Analysis Centers, Information Sharing and Analysis Organizations, etc.) to scale sharing
across the national cyber threat information sharing ecosystem. CISA recognizes that it may
take some time for the vendor community to fully adopt and integrate these new standards into
their proprietary threat sharing solutions but is committed to working collaboratively to achieve
maximum vendor-agnostic interoperability to support the timely sharing of accurate, relevant,
and actionable CTI. Moreover, CISA has learned through its numerous engagements that both
Federal and non-Federal entities desire tailored, customer-driven channels to support localized
sharing groups that foster greater trust. These and related findings continue to drive and inform
the Agency’s vision for the future.

To address many of these issues, CISA understands it must evolve its overall approach to cyber
threat information sharing. In addition to the planned 2023 rollout of significant updates and
enhancements to its current cyber threat sharing platform technology, CISA endeavors to launch
a new comprehensive suite of cyber threat intelligence services it hopes will eventually lead to
the collective maturation of the Federal Government’s cyber threat information sharing
capability. Overall, CISA is committed to continuing to lead in this important mission-critical
focus area and will continue to meet current and future related threat information sharing
objectives established by and with its partners and those envisioned for CISA in the recently
released National Cybersecurity Strategy.
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Question: What actions is DHS taking to expand our cybersecurity workforce and fill the
expanding gap between jobs and the number of qualified applicants experienced enough to

apply?

Response: To expand the cybersecurity workforce and fill existing gaps CISA has taken the
following actions:

e Developed and implemented the Federal Cyber Defense Skilling Academy: The Federal
Cyber Defense Skilling Academy is focused on providing training for current federal
employees from non-cyber fields to develop the necessary cyber skills to enter the
cybersecurity workforce.

e Conducted recruiting and outreach efforts that include:

o Conducting 15 recruiting events in the next 60 days, with additional future events
planned.

o QOutreach and recruiting events at universities, including Historically Black
Colleges and Universities (HBCU ).

o Outreach and recruiting events at professional conferences, including Black Hat
USA and the Grace Hopper Conference.

o Leveraging professional social media and job sites such as LinkedIn,
Clearancelobs, and DICE.

o Conducting information sessions with various partners in the public and private
sectors.

¢ Conducting advanced market research that includes:

o Identifying programs at colleges and universities, including HBCUS, and Latino
and Native American serving institutions.
o Assessing populations in non-metropolitan statistical areas for possible groups
with needed cyber skills.
o Leveraging data and information from sites such as:
* LinkedIn Talent Insights
= Cyberseek

National Center for Education Statistics

Centers of Academic Excellence in Cybersecurity

Military installation with a focus on military spouses

Salary.com (along with U.S. Department of Labor and U.S. Census

Bureau) to assess how competitive government pay is with private sector

pay.
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Developed and implemented the CISA Workforce Framework that uses and expands on
the NIST National Initiative for Cybersecurity Education Framework to assess needed
knowledge, skills, abilities, and competencies across the workforce. In addition to
assessing the knowledge, skills, abilities, and competencies the CISA Workforce
Framework provides a foundation for the development of CISA-specific assessments to
ensure that we are getting the best and right talent needed to meet the Nation’s
cybersecurity missions.

Secretary Mayorkas and Director Easterly both participated in the White House's
National Cyber Workforce and Education Summit in July 2022, alongside senior
government leaders, private sector executives, and thought leaders from the cybersecurity
and education sectors. During this Summit, participants discussed numerous initiatives
across the public and private sectors that would create and prioritize new skills-based
pathways to cybersecurity jobs, tap into historically untapped talent, and invest in
America’s future cyber resiliency.
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Question: Estimates indicate that border apprehensions of Chinese nationals have increased
900% compared to the same period last year. There have been 4,271 arrests of Chinese nationals
along the southern border between October and March, which is a 12-fold increase from the
same period a year earlier. Recent video footage has shown a busload of Chinese nationals being
released to a non-governmental organization in Brownsville, Texas, left with Notices to Appear
rather than being detained.

What kind of biometric data are you collecting before admitting them to the United States?

Response: Every noncitizen who arrives at the border and is processed by CBP is subject to
screening and vetting of their biographic and biometric information across a suite of law
enforcement and intelligence databases. Any noncitizens who pose a risk to our national security
or public safety are referred to ICE or other government agencies for detention. CBP data
includes rolled impressions of all 10 fingers, a photograph, and an iris capture. DNA samples
are collected and submitted to the DOJ Combined DNA Index System in accordance with law
and regulations.

Question: Have you obtained information from the People’s Republic of China’s databases
about whether any of these Chinese nationals have criminal records?

Response: USBP utilizes every avenue possible to ensure that subjects encountered are properly
vetted. Though DHS does not have any official criminal information sharing relationships with
the People’s Republic of China, individuals encountered at and between our ports of entry are
screened against law enforcement and national security information, including appropriate
INTERPOL notices and alerts.

Question: Can you guarantee that none of these individuals are murderers, rapists, or known
terrorists?

Response: DHS screens and vets all noncitizens who are seeking entry into the United States.
They undergo screening and vetting that incorporates law enforcement and national security
information to determine if they pose a threat to national security or public safety. This includes
vetting against the Terrorist Screening Dataset, also known as the “terrorist watchlist,” which
holds identity information that represents a spectrum of derogatory information. In the event of a
match, DHS takes appropriate enforcement action based on the specific facts of each situation,
which may include placing the individual into removal proceedings. Anyone who poses a
national security or public safety threat is detained and not released into the United States.
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Question: Can you guarantee that none of these individuals are here to engage in espionage

against the United States?

Response: DHS screens and vets all noncitizens who are seeking entry into the United States.
They undergo screening and vetting that incorporates law enforcement and national security
information to determine if they pose a threat to national security or public safety. DHS takes
appropriate action based on the specific facts of each case, including potential coordination with
the FBI's National Counterintelligence Taskforce in cases where there are espionage concerns.
Anyone who poses a national security or public safety threat is detained and not released into the

United States.
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Question: Under the Biden Administration, the smuggling of women and children transformed
from a $500 million industry into a $13 billion industry. Secretary Becerra testified last week
before the Senate Finance Committee that the Biden Administration lost track of over 85,000
unaccompanied migrant children who were released into the United States.

How many of these children are now being trafficked?

Response: DHS is committed to preventing human trafficking and follows established policies
to care for unaccompanied children in its custody. Both the Homeland Security Act (HSA) of
2002 and the Trafficking Victims Protection Reauthorization Act (TVPRA) of 2008 transferred
the authority to provide for the care and custody of unaccompanied children (UC) to the U.S.
Department of Health and Human Services (HHS) Office of Refugee Resettlement (ORR). ICE
ERO transfers UCs into the care and custody of ORR, pursuant to the TVPRA and HSA. The
UC sponsor vetting process is conducted by HHS/ORR, and per the HSA, ORR is responsible
for releasing unaccompanied children to a sponsoring adult. DHS does not have further
information to respond to your question.

Please note that the terms “human trafficking” and “human smuggling” are often used
interchangeably in error. These are distinct crimes. Human trafficking does not require crossing
a border. Human trafficking is a crime of exploiting another person for forced labor or
commercial sex acts, typically through force, fraud, or coercion, or by inducing a minor under 18
into commerical sex. Immigration status or citizenship is not relevant to human trafficking
investigations. Approximately half of all human trafficking victims identified and assisted by
HSIin FY 2022 were United States citizens.

Question: How many of these children were put into the sex trade?

Response: Under the TVPRA, HHS, not DHS, is the agency tasked with the care and placement
of UCs. DHS has no role in the placement and release of UCs to sponsors, and does not have
data on that population and therefore does not have data on how many unaccompanied migrant
children have been put into the sex trade.

Question: What is your plan for ending the Biden Administration's sexual assault epidemic at
the southern border?

Response: DHS investigates all viable tips and allegations of sex trafficking and forced labor
regardless of the age, citizenship, or demographics of the potential victims.
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Migrants smuggled are often subjected to dangerous and exploitative conditions. These migrants
are often subjected to unsafe and inhumane conditions, such as being crowded into unventilated
trucks/trailers, boats, or stash houses for long periods without food, water, or access to sanitation
facilities. Smuggled migrants are also at risk of violence, extortion, and other forms of abuse by
smugglers or criminal groups who may exploit their vulnerable situation. Sometimes, they are
abandoned in remote areas or left to fend for themselves in unfamiliar surroundings.
Additionally, there is a limited body of detainee reporting where it was reported that an assault
was perpetrated by a foreign law enforcement or immigration official or their purported
associate.

The Human Smuggling Unit (HSU) mission is to work collaboratively with internal and external
partners to disrupt and dismantle transnational criminal organizations by providing the highest
level of support to HSI operational field components. HSU uses expert intelligence, interdiction,
investigative and prosecutorial resources to aggressively investigate, disrupt, and dismantle the
highest priority transnational human smuggling organizations and affiliated networks, thus
supporting the national strategy to combat terrorism and international organized crime. HSU
manages and oversees several counter-human smuggling programs and projects in coordination
and collaboration with CBP Counter Networks Division, DOJ — Human Rights and Special
Prosecutions Section, the Intelligence Community, the U.S. Department of Defense, DOS,
International Narcotics and Law Enforcement Affairs, INTERPOL, and the DHS Office of
Intelligence and Analysis.

HSI focuses on a multidisciplinary approach to casework, specifically with regard to victim-
related crimes. HSU also follows this approach. HSU works closely with investigators, criminal
analysts, prosecutors, and our domestic and international partners to bring together the expertise
needed to combat human smuggling comprehensively, In cases where human smuggling results
in victimization, such as violence, extortion, and/or exploitation, HSI VAP (Victim Assistance
Program) provides a critical resource to these HSI investigations and criminal prosecutions by
ensuring that victims of federal crime have access to the rights and services to which they are
entitled by law, as well as the assistance they need to navigate the aftermath of a crime so that
they can participate actively and fully in the criminal justice system process. VAP provides
victims with federally mandated assistance and access to a wide range of local resources. VAP
conducts trauma-informed forensic interviews of victims and witnesses in support of HSI
investigations, including victims identified in human smuggling investigations.
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SENATOR TED CRUZ
U.S. Senate Committee on the Judiciary

Questions for the Record for Department of Homeland Security Secretary
Alejandro Mavorkas

I. Directions

Please provide a wholly contained answer to each question. A question’s answer
should not cross-reference answers provided in other questions, Because a previous
nominee declined to provide any response to discrete subparts of previous questions,
they are listed here separately, even when one continues or expands upon the topic
in the immediately previous question or relies on facts or context previously
provided.

If a question asks for a yes or no answer, please provide a yes or no answer first and
then provide subsequent explanation. If the answer to a yes or no question is
sometimes yes and sometimes no, please state such first and then describe the
circumstances giving rise to each answer.

If a question asks for a choice between two options, please begin by stating which
option applies, or both, or neither, followed by any subsequent explanation.

If you disagree with the premise of a question, please answer the question as-written
and then articulate both the premise about which you disagree and the basis for that
disagreement.

If you lack a basis for knowing the answer to a question, please first describe what
efforts you have taken to ascertain an answer to the question and then provide your
tentative answer as a consequence of its reasonable investigation. If even a tentative
answer is impossible at this time, please state why such an answer is impossible and
what efforts you intend to take to provide an answer in the future. Please further
give an estimate as to when the Committee will receive that answer.

To the extent that an answer depends on an ambiguity in the question asked, please
state the ambiguity you perceive in the question, and provide multiple answers which
articulate each possible reasonable interpretation of the question in light of the
ambiguity.
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Questions

1. What is the average number of alien encounters per day at the southern border
for March 2023?

2. Inyour February 23, 2023 Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, the Department of
Homeland Security generated a model that indicated total alien apprehensions
could rise to 11,000 to 13,000 encounters per day after Title 42 expires.

a.

Can Customs and Border Protection still carry out their interdiction and
enforcement duties at the projected amount of 11,000 to 13,000 daily
encounters?

At that projected level, what percent of Border Patrol personnel will be
in custodial roles at soft sided facilities?

What percent of Border Patrol personnel will patrol the border—as
opposed to managing soft sided facilities or other caretaking functions—
at the number of daily encounters you projected?

3. In November 2021, I asked you several questions regarding the characteristics
of the illegal aliens you released. You stated at the time that you did not know.
Having had now approximately 18 months to investigate my questions and
discern the proper response, I again ask:

a.

b.

C.

d.

During your tenure as Secretary, how many illegal aliens with criminal
convictions have you released?

How many murderers have you released?
How many rapists have you released?

How many child molesters have you released?

4. How many people with ties to the Chinese Communist Party or the People’s
Liberation Army have attempted to enter through the Southern Border since
January 20217

a.

How do you determine whether these individuals present a national
security risk to the United States?

2
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. Why did your ICE Director, Tae Johnson, testify that ICE would reduce its
illegal alien bed space from 34,000 to 25,000 during a May 17, 2022
appearance before the House Appropriations Homeland Security
Subcommittee?

a. Why would you seek less bed space?

b. Why aren’t you at least filling the beds you currently have?
. What is a got-away?
a. What is the total number of known got-aways since January 20217
. How are got-aways calculated?

a. Is it possible we have hundreds of thousands or a million more?

. Why would an alien evade detection and detention as opposed to turning turn
themselves over to Customs and Border Protection personnel?

. It is particularly troubling that we know so little about the got-aways that have
entered our country.

a. How many got-aways are murderers?
b. How many got-aways are child molesters?
¢. How many got-aways are sex offenders?

d. How many got-aways have been previously deported from the United
States for a prior criminal offense?

e. How many got-aways are terrorists or on the terror watch list?

f. How many got-aways have connections to the governments or militaries
of foreign powers, like China, Russia, or Iran?

g. How many got-aways are transporting drugs into the United States?
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10. Is fentanyl only coming into the United States through ports of entry?
a. Is it easier for cartels to bring drugs across an unguarded border?

11. In your March 21, 2023, press release for Operation Blue Lotus, you noted the
Department of Homeland Security seized more fentanyl in the past two years
more fentanyl than the previous five years combined.

a. Has more fentanyl flooded the United States during your tenure than any
point in history?

12.1s Operation Blue Lotus designed only to stop fentanyl at ports of entry?
a. What is your plan to stop fentanyl across the entire border?

13. On September 24, 2021, you participated in a press briefing at the White
House, where you discussed the Haitian immigrant crisis. You specifically
promoted the false and racially-charged “whipping” narrative created by the
corporate media. Perhaps most froubling, you received an email from your
leadership team before the White House briefing that indicated that the Haitians
were, in fact, not whipped.

a. When did you first read the September 24, 2021, 12:05 p.m. email from
Marsha Espinosa, in which she attached a news article debunking the
whipping narrative?

b. When did you first speak to your staff about the whipping narrative being
false?

¢. Why would you continue to push racist narratives directly harming
Border Patrol’s reputation, which you knew to be false?

d. Do you wish to apologize to those agents who you unfairly maligned?

14.Are you aware that assaults against Border Patrol agents are up almost fifty
percent since President Biden became president?

a. Are you aware that Border Patrol suicides have increased annually since
President Biden took office?
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b. Are Border Patrol agents less safe since you became Secretary?
15. Atthe hearing, you testified, under oath, that you did not know the significance
or meaning of the bracelets that cartels place upon smuggled children to denote
their debts.

a. Have you ever seen these bracelets before?

b. Have you ever been briefed on the significance of bracelets to human
smuggling along the southern border?

16.How many children have died making the journey to the United States?

a. How many children have been victims of sexual assault while traveling
to the United States?

b. Should the parents who send their children to America with cartel
coyotes be automatically deported or otherwise prohibited from
receiving legal status?

17.Troublingly, the New York Times has reported that the Department of Health
and Human Services cannot contact approximately 20,000 unaccompanied

minor children they placed with sponsors since 2021.

a. Do you have any reason to believe fewer unaccompanied minors were
lost in 20227 If so, please describe your supporting reason.

b. Why is the Biden Administration failing so miserably to keep track of
these children?

¢. Does DHS perform any follow-up action to ensure these children are not
handed into slave-like labor conditions or sexual bondage?

18. Which members of your staff have previously worked for NGOs that presently
have a contract with the federal government to provide refugee services?

a. Have any of your staff left to work for one of these NGOs?

b. Do you believe that is a conflict of interest?
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19.0f the organizations receiving contract funds marked to assist unaccompanied
minors, how many of these groups are actively lobbying the federal
government while providing services to illegal immigrants?

20.According to documents released under the Freedom of Information Act, the
Disinformation Governance Board began working on misinformation about

“irregular migration™ and “Ukraine™ before disbanding. However, the details
of these plans are redacted or not provided in the documents.

a. Did the Board’s work on these topics cover domestic speech?

b. According to documents released under the Freedom of Information Act,
you had a meeting scheduled with World Economic Forum (WEF)
Chairman Klaus Schwab at his request on April 14, 2022. Did this
meeting happen, and did you discuss the Disinformation Governance
Board?

21. Have you ever privately told a Member of Congress that you or the current
administration are not in control of the border, or that the border was in crisis?

a. Who did you tell?
b. What did you say?

22. Have you ever privately told an employee of Customs and Border Protection
or Immigration and Customs Enforcement that you or the current
administration are not in control of the border, or that the border was in crisis?

a. Who did you tell?
b. What did you say?

23. Have you ever privately told a Department of Justice employee that you or
the current administration are not in control of the border, or that the border
was in crisis?

a. Who did you tell?

b. What did you say?
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24. Have you ever privately told a member of the White House staff or White
House Counsel’s Office that you or the current administration are not in control
of the border, or that the border was in crisis?
a. Who did you tell?
b. What did you say?

25. Is there a crisis at the southern border?

a. Why do you believe that crisis is tantamount to “withdrawal,” when that
definition is nowhere close to any accepted meaning of the word?
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The following submissions are available at:

https: | | www.govinfo.gov [ content | pkg | CHRG-118shrg62794 / pdf/ CHRG-118shrg

62794-add1.pdf

Submitted by Ranking Member Graham:
“Explosion of Illegal Immigration Since 2020,” poster displayed during
NEATING ..eeiiiiiieeeeeeeee et et s e et e et e e et e e e aaeeennes
“Illegal Border Crossings Were Lower in 2020 Than in Any Year Since,”
poster displayed during hearing ..........ccccoeceeviiniiiiiienieeeceeeee e
“Fentanyl-Related Deaths and Fentanyl Seized by CBP,” poster displayed
AUIING NEATING ..veeiiiiiiciiieccee e e e e e e e e eabee e etaee s ssaeeeeseeas
“U.S. Department of State’s Map of Mexico highlighting travel advisories
and cartel regions,” poster displayed during hearing ...........ccccceevveivveveeennenn.
“Terror Watch List: Individuals Intercepted by CBP Between Ports of
Entry,” poster displayed during hearing ...........c.cccooeeeviiienieniiienieeiieeieeieeee,
“Threat Posed by ISIS-K,” poster displayed during hearing ..........cccccceeeuvennn.

“Secretary Mayorkas vs. Democratic Mayors,” poster displayed during hear-
ITEE cetetietiete et et e et et e et e b e e bt e b et e esb e be e st e beeaa e beettenbeete e beeteenbaeseenaeeseenbeeteensenseensentans

Submitted by Senator Hirono:

Holcomb, Eric, and Spencer Cox, “To Solve Our National Immigration Cri-
sis, Let States Sponsor Immigrants,” The Washington Post, February 21,
2023, 0P-€d ATEICIE ..oviiiiiiiiieeiieiie e e s

Submitted by Senator Lee:
Shaw, Adam, “Biden Admin Scaling Back Detention of Illegal Immigrants,
Even Amid Migrant Surge,” foxnews.com, March 22, 2023, article ...............

U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement, Department of Homeland Se-
curity, “Budget Overview: Fiscal Year 2024, Congressional Justification” ...

Submitted by Senator Cruz:

Pérez, Santiago, and Alicia A. Caldwell, ““It’s Like a Graveyard: Record
Numbers of Migrants Are Dying at the U.S. Border,” The Wall Street Jour-
nal, March 17, 2023, article ........cccccieeeiiiieiiieeeeiee e e evae e

“Deposition of Border Patrol Chief Raul Ortiz, Page 40,” poster displayed
AUIING NEATING ..oeeiiviiieiiieeeiieeeeee et e e e e ve e e e ee e s s beeeesbaeeesnaeeeensaeessseens

“Deposition of Border Patrol Chief Raul Ortiz, Page 53,” poster displayed
AUring NEATING ......coceiviiviiieieeee ettt sttt

“Migrant Deaths Recorded by U.S. Border Patrol Between Fiscal Years
1998 and 2022,” poster displayed during hearing ..........cccccoeeeeriiiniiniinninnnne

“CBP Encounters of Illegal Entry Attempts at the Southwest Border 2016-
2022,” poster displayed during hearing ...........cccccceeevvieerieeeercieeecieeeeeee e

“Known ‘Got-Aways’ at Southwest Border, by Year,” poster displayed dur-
INE NEATIIE ..ottt ettt ettt nae et nae s
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Submitted by Senator Cruz (continued):

“All Drug Overdose Deaths,” poster displayed during hearing .........c.ccc.c.......
“People crossing Rio Grande Border,” poster displayed during hearing .........
“Color wristbands marking debts to cartels,” poster displayed during hear-

IIEE ittt bbbttt s h e bbbt enesnenene

Submitted by Senator Tillis:

Pérez, Santiago, and Alicia A. Caldwell, ““It’s Like a Graveyard: Record
Numbers of Migrants Are Dying at the U.S. Border,” The Wall Street Jour-
nal, March 17, 2023, article ...........ccoooeeeiiuieeeiiieeeieee et e eereeeeeeeeeenes
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