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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in the vote.
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So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days in which to revise and extend
their remarks and insert extraneous
material on H.R. 2200.

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

There was no objection.

———

TRANSPORTATION SECURITY AD-
MINISTRATION AUTHORIZATION
ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 474 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 2200.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2200) to
authorize the Transportation Security
Administration’s programs relating to
the provision of transportation secu-
rity, and for other purposes, with Mr.
HASTINGS of Florida in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.
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The gentleman from Mississippi (Mr.
THOMPSON) and the gentleman from
New York (Mr. KING) each will control
30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Mississippi.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr.
Chairman, I yield myself as much time
as I may consume.

I rise today in support of H.R. 2200,
the Transportation Security Adminis-
tration Authorization Act. This legis-
lation is a product of months of nego-
tiations, and includes significant con-
tribution from Republicans, industry
stakeholders, labor, the Government
Accountability Office and the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security’s Inspector
General.

I want to recognize the bipartisan ef-
forts of my colleagues on the com-
mittee, most especially, Ms. JACKSON-
LEE, the chair, and Mr. DENT, the rank-
ing member. They worked hard to
produce a thorough, comprehensive,
well-considered bill.

H.R. 2200 is the first measure to come
to the House floor that fully authorizes
the Transportation Security Adminis-
tration since its establishment in 2001.
Since that time, TSA has made signifi-
cant strides and rolled out several im-
portant programs to address security
challenges. As a result, today our
transportation systems are more se-
cure than they were on September 11,
2001. However, they are not as secure as
they need to be.

With the change in administrations,
TSA is at a critical crossroads in its 8-
yvear history. H.R. 2200 steers TSA on a
course to becoming an effective agency
that works to enhance security in all
our transportation sectors, partners
with key stakeholders, and does a bet-
ter job of utilizing technology to ad-
dress gaps in security.

Mr. Chairman, this bill fulfills our
constitutional responsibility to provide
a thorough road map to TSA on where
it should go the next 2 years. H.R. 2200
authorizes $15.6 billion for TSA for fis-
cal year 2010 and fiscal year 2011. With
these resources, the bill directs TSA,
for the first time, to work to achieve
greater parity between security efforts
to protect aviation and surface trans-
portation systems.

In the past few years, attacks on rail
stations worldwide have underscored
the vulnerabilities to these systems. In
response, H.R. 2200 triples funding for
surface transportation over what was
provided in fiscal year 2009, and author-
izes 300 more surface transportation in-
spectors.

Among its key provisions is the cre-
ation of a Transit Security Advisory
Committee to provide greater stake-
holder input and a Surface Transpor-
tation Security Inspection Office to
train and manage inspectors.

The bill also strengthens security
training for transportation security of-
ficers, flight attendants, all cargo pi-
lots, surface transportation workers,
and Federal flight deck officers.

I’'m particularly pleased that we were
able to include provisions to enhance
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flight attendants’ training and reim-
bursement for pilots participating in
Federal flight deck officers recurrent
training.

To bolster airport security and
screening, H.R. 2200 authorizes a dem-
onstration project and plan for the im-
plementation of a secure verification
system for law enforcement officers
flying while armed.

Further, it directs TSA to develop a
strategic risk-based plan to enhance se-
curity of airport perimeter access con-
trols and a demonstration program for
biometric-based access control sys-
tems.

For too long we’ve been told that the
wide-scale deployment of biometrics is
too difficult and impractical. But just
last week, Mr. Chairman, I saw bio-
metrics, including readers, in use in
Argentina at a port and a federal build-
ing. This bill embraces the promise of
this and other 2lst-century tech-
nologies to address our security chal-
lenges.

Additionally, there are a number of
other noteworthy provisions that grew
out of extensive committee oversight
that covers such programs as Reg-
istered Traveler, Secure Flight, and
the TWIC program.
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For example, the bill directs DHS to
work with port operators to help work-
ers who are waiting for TWIC cards to
be escorted so they can continue to
work. The TWIC provision also puts in
place strict timelines and flexibility on
how cards are transmitted.

A Kkey theme that runs throughout
the bill is greater stakeholder partici-
pation.

The Aviation Security Advisory
Committee is codified in this bill. So,
too, is the Air Cargo and General Avia-
tion Working Groups.

General aviation, in particular, gets
a great deal of attention in this bill.
Members from both sides of the aisle
have expressed serious concern about
TSA’s approach when it comes to gen-
eral aviation. Until recently, TSA dis-
played a lack of understanding of the
uniqueness of the general aviation en-
vironment. H.R. 2200 takes some major
steps forward, with the authorization
of a strong General Aviation Working
Group and the establishment of a new
grant program for security improve-
ments to general aviation airports.

Finally, H.R. 2200 makes key im-
provements to air cargo and checked
baggage security. Specifically, H.R.
2200 eliminates the use of bag match as
an alternative means of checked bag-
gage screening.

It also directs T'SA to develop a proc-
ess to consider reimbursement claims
by airports who invested in in-line ex-
plosive detection equipment on a prom-
ise that TSA would defray the costs.

With respect to air cargo, it requires
TSA to report on the status of the Cer-
tified Cargo Screening Program.

TSA, Mr. Chairman, has testified
that the 100 percent screening require-
ment for passenger planes will not be
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achieved by 2010 because TSA has had
to expend extensive resources on trying
to negotiate international agreements
with foreign authorities on inbound
international cargo. TSA, as a domes-
tic security agency, lacks jurisdiction
or expertise to negotiate such agree-
ments. Achievement of this require-
ment is, therefore, dependent upon as-
sistance from CBP, the State Depart-
ment and others, and, most specifi-
cally, foreign governments.

To ensure that TSA meets the statu-
tory 100 percent screening requirement,
section 201 of the bill gives TSA up to
2 more years to negotiate agreements
on inbound international cargo. Enact-
ment of H.R. 2200, therefore, will help
TSA put needed focus on working to
meet mandates for screening all cargo
transported between U.S. airports on
passenger planes, whether originating
in the U.S. or abroad.

This provision in no way eliminates
the 100 percent screening requirement.
Instead, it sets TSA up for success and
is responsive to the real-world chal-
lenges of implementing the mandate in
jurisdictions where TSA has no juris-
diction.

Mr. Chairman, I look forward to our
work today, and I encourage my col-
leagues to pass H.R. 2200 in a swift, bi-
partisan fashion in order to better en-
sure the security of all Americans.

Mr. Chairman, I submit for the
RECORD exchanges of letters on this
legislation.

Mr. Chair, | rise to address concerns put
forth in the Minority Views section of the Com-
mittee Report for H.R. 2200. Specifically, |
want to address the Minority’s assertion that
the Majority rejected consideration of pro-
posed amendments during committee consid-
eration of the bill.

As is its custom, the Committee used a ros-
ter for amendments during both full and sub-
committee consideration of the TSA Authoriza-
tion bill. Each amendment submitted to be
placed on the roster was considered by the
Committee unless the sponsor decided to
withdraw it from consideration.

Each of the twenty amendments filed prior
to the Full Committee markup were placed on
the roster for Committee consideration. Of the
twenty amendments filed, thirteen were spon-
sored by Minority Members. All but two of the
thirteen amendments filed for the roster by Mi-
nority Members were offered. Of the eleven
amendments offered by Minority Members for
committee consideration, eight were agreed to
and included in the reported version of the bill.

H.R. 2200, the TSA Authorization Act, is the
product of months of bi-partisan cooperation
and negotiations. Provisions proposed by the
Minority were included in the bill at each and
every stage of its consideration. Contrary to
the assertion in the Minority Views, at no point
during Committee consideration did the Major-
ity prevent the Minority from putting forth
amendments for consideration.

In closing, | would remind the Chair that the
Committee on Homeland Security has a
strong record of working in a bi-partisan fash-
ion to ensure sound homeland security legisla-
tion is put before the House. As Chairman, |
am committed to ensuring that practice con-
tinues.
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY,
Washington, DC, May 15, 2009.
Hon. BART GORDON,
Chairman, Committee on Science and Tech-
nology, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your
letter regarding H.R. 2200, the ‘‘Transpor-
tation Security Administration Authoriza-
tion Act,” introduced by Congresswoman
Sheila Jackson-Lee on April 30, 2009.

I appreciate your willingness to work coop-
eratively on this legislation. I acknowledge
that the Committee on Science and Tech-
nology has a jurisdictional interest in cer-
tain provisions of H.R. 2200. I appreciate your
agreement to not seek a sequential referral
of this legislation and I acknowledge that
your decision to forgo a sequential referral
does not waive, alter, or otherwise affect the
jurisdiction of the Committee on Science
and Technology.

I will ensure that this exchange of letters
is included in the legislative report on H.R.
2200 and in the Congressional Record during
floor consideration of the bill. I look forward
to working with you on this legislation and
other matters of great importance to this
nation.

Sincerely,
BENNIE G. THOMPSON,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON SCIENCE AND TECH-
NOLOGY,
Washington, DC, May 15, 2009.
Hon. BENNIE G. THOMPSON,
Chairman, Committee on Homeland Security,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN, I am writing to you
concerning the jurisdictional interest of the
Committee on Science and Technology in
H.R. 2200, the Transportation Security Ad-
ministration Authorization Act. H.R. 2200
was introduced and referred to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security on April 30,
2009.

H.R. 2200 contains provisions that fall
within the jurisdiction of the Committee on
Science and Technology. I acknowledge the
importance of H.R. 2200 and the need for the
legislation to move expeditiously. Therefore,
while we have a valid claim to jurisdiction
over this bill, T agree not to request a se-
quential referral. This, of course, is condi-
tional on our mutual understanding that
nothing in this legislation or my decision to
forgo a sequential referral waives, reduces,
or otherwise affects the jurisdiction of the
Committee on Science and Technology, and
that a copy of this letter and of your re-
sponse will be included in the legislative re-
port on H.R. 2200 and in the Congressional
Record when the bill is considered on the
House Floor.

I also ask for your commitment to support
our request to be conferees during any
House-Senate conference on H.R. 2200 or
similar legislation.

Thank you for your attention to this mat-
ter.

Sincerely,
BART GORDON,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY,
Washington, DC, May 19, 2009.
Hon. JAMES L. OBERSTAR,
Chairman, Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN OBERSTAR: Thank you for
your letter regarding H.R. 2200, the ‘‘Trans-
portation Security Administration Author-
ization Act,” introduced by Congresswoman
SHEILA JACKSON-LEE on April 30, 2009.

I appreciate your willingness to work coop-
eratively on this legislation. I acknowledge
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that the Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure has a jurisdictional interest
in certain provisions of H.R. 2200. I appre-
ciate your agreement to not seek a sequen-
tial referral of this legislation and I ac-
knowledge that your decision to forgo a se-
quential referral does not waive, alter, or
otherwise affect the jurisdiction of the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

Further, I recognize that your Committee
reserves the right to seek appointment of
conferees on the bill for the portions of the
bill over which your Committee has a juris-
dictional interest and I agree to support such
a request.

I will ensure that this exchange of letters
is included in the legislative report on H.R.
2200 and in the Congressional Record during
floor consideration of the bill. I look forward
to working with you on this legislation and
other matters of great importance to this
nation.

Sincerely,
BENNIE G. THOMPSON,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND
INFRASTRUCTURE,
Washington, DC, May 19, 2009.
Hon. BENNIE G. THOMPSON,
Chairman, Committee on Homeland Security,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN THOMPSON: I write to you
regarding H.R. 2200, the ‘‘Transportation Se-
curity Administration Authorization Act of
2009”°.

H.R. 2200 contains provisions that fall
within the jurisdiction of the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure. I recog-
nize and appreciate your desire to bring this
legislation before the House in an expedi-
tious manner and, accordingly, I will not
seek a sequential referral of the bill. How-
ever, I agree to waive consideration of this
bill with the mutual understanding that my
decision to forgo a sequential referral of the
bill does not waive, reduce, or otherwise af-
fect the jurisdiction of the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure over H.R.
2200.

Further, the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure reserves the right to seek
the appointment of conferees during any
House-Senate conference convened on this
legislation on provisions of the bill that are
within the Committee’s jurisdiction. I ask
for your commitment to support any request
by the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure for the appointment of con-
ferees on H.R. 2200 or similar legislation.

Please place a copy of this letter and your
response acknowledging the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure’s jurisdic-
tional interest in the Committee Report on
H.R. 2200 and in the Congressional Record
during consideration of the measure in the
House.

I look forward to working with you as we
prepare to pass this important legislation.

Sincerely,
JAMES L. OBERSTAR,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY,
Washington, DC, May 19, 2009.
Hon. NYDIA M. VELAZQUEZ,
Chairwoman, Committee on Small Business,
Washington, DC. .

DEAR CHAIRWOMAN VELAZQUEZ: Thank you
for your letter regarding H.R. 2200, the
“Transportation Security Administration
Authorization Act,” introduced by Congress-
woman Sheila Jackson-Lee on April 30, 2009.

I acknowledge that Section 103 of the re-
ported version of the bill contains a provi-
sion within the jurisdictional interest of the
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Committee on Small Business. I appreciate
your agreement to not seek a sequential re-
ferral of this legislation and I acknowledge
that your decision to forgo a sequential re-
ferral does not waive, alter, or otherwise af-
fect the jurisdiction of the Committee on
Small Business. I will be offering a man-
ager’s amendment to the legislation that
will strike Section 103 of the bill.

I will ensure that this exchange of letters
is included in the legislative report on H.R.
2200 and in the Congressional Record during
floor consideration of the bill. I look forward
to working with you on this legislation and
other matters of great importance to this
nation.

Sincerely,
BENNIE G. THOMPSON,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS,
Washington, DC, April 19, 2009.
Hon. BENNIE THOMPSON,
Chairman, Committee on Homeland Security,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I am writing to you
concerning the jurisdictional interest of the
Committee on Small Business in H.R. 2200,
Transportation Security Administration Act
of 2009.

The Committee on Small Business recog-
nizes the importance of the legislation and
the need to move the legislation expedi-
tiously. Therefore, while the Committee on
Small Business has a valid claim to jurisdic-
tion of Section 103 of the bill, I will agree not
to request a sequential referral even though
the Speaker and the Parliamentarian of the
House recognize this Committee’s valid as-
sertion of jurisdiction over parts of the bill.
I appreciate your willingness to striking sec-
tion 103 of H.R. 2200 from the bill in the man-
ager’s amendment.

Nothing in this legislation or my decision
to forgo a sequential referral waives, re-
duces, or otherwise affects the jurisdiction of
the Committee on Small Business. I request
that a copy of this letter and of your re-
sponse acknowledging our valid jurisdic-
tional interest be included as part of the
Congressional Record during consideration
of this bill by the House.

I share the Chairman’s commitment to in-
crease contracting opportunities for small
businesses in the federal marketplace and
look forward to working with him on this
and other matters to achieve this.

Sincerely,
NYDIA M. VELAZQUEZ,
Chairwoman, Small Business Committee.

Mr. Chairman, I'd also like at this
time to acknowledge my ranking Mem-
ber, Mr. KING from New York, who
played a very important role in shep-
herding this legislation through the
committee, and I'd like to acknowledge
that at this time.

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

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Chairman, at the very outset, let
me commend Chairman THOMPSON and
his staff and the majority side for the
cooperation that they extended on this
bill for making a truly bipartisan ef-
fort. I also want to commend the chair
of the subcommittee, SHEILA JACKSON-
LEE, for her bipartisan spirit and also,
in a special way, Congressman DENT,
the ranking member of the sub-
committee.

This, as the chairman said, was a col-
laborative effort. There was tremen-
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dous cooperation. Obviously, there’s
some differences between what we
wanted and what ended up in this bill,
but basically, it’s a fine bill.

And, Mr. Chairman, I also want to
commend the outstanding men and
women of the TSA for the job that they
do day in and day out in protecting us.
I see Mr. PASCRELL is here. Just in the
New York-New Jersey region alone,
last year they inspected 110 million
passengers coming through those air-
ports, and again, last week alone, they
confiscated 23 illegal firearms that
were going through airports. So they
do a very, very dedicated and out-
standing job. And also, as far as rail
transportation, VIPER Teams have be-
come a vital part of our homeland se-
curity apparatus.

Having said that, let me just mention
some of the concerns I do have about
the bill.

One is, Mr. Chairman, that there is,
as of now, as of yet, no TSA adminis-
trator. Also, my understanding is that
there is not even anyone in the wings.
There’s no one being considered, no
one’s being mentioned to be the TSA
administrator, and yet we put together
this bill, which I think is a good bill,
but without any input from the head of
TSA. And since this is a 2-year author-
ization, we’re going to be basically lay-
ing out a plan, a plan of action for the
next 2 years, I would have preferred
that we could have waited until we got
an administrator in place to work with
us on it.

Additionally, Mr. Chairman, I raised
the issue—and I think these two issues
are now interrelated—the issue of an
authorization bill and the issue of ju-
risdiction. This will be, as I see it, the
second year in a row that the com-
mittee will not have done an authoriza-
tion bill. And yet next week in the ap-
propriations subcommittee, the Home-
land Security appropriations bill will
be marked up, and the appropriators
will act without our committee’s input
on 80 percent of the Department of
Homeland Security’s budget. They will
act without our input on 75 percent of
the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity’s personnel. And they will consider
funding of programs, like the 287(g)
program, border security, student visa
enforcement, FEMA’s hurricane re-
sponse capabilities, the Coast Guard’s
port security programs, Secret Service
protection of the President, to name a
few, all without guidance from this
committee.

Now, I believe the main reason for
this—and I understand the position
that the chairman is in—the main, I
think, as I see the reason is that be-
cause of the multiplicity of jurisdic-
tional claims to homeland security, it
is very difficult for our committee to
move forward. Now, the 9/11 Commis-
sion, one of their strongest rec-
ommendations was that homeland se-
curity be consolidated in one com-
mittee.

Several years ago, there were 88 com-
mittees and subcommittees that
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claimed some piece of jurisdiction over
homeland security. That number is
now up to 108, and this should not be a
partisan issue. Both Secretary Chertoff
in the previous administration and
Secretary Napolitano in the Obama ad-
ministration have called for consolida-
tion, and yet it’s not being done.

So, for instance, if we had gone for-
ward and tried to do an authorization
bill, we couldn’t authorize the Coast
Guard or FEMA because the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infra-
structure would object. We couldn’t au-
thorize Immigration and Customs En-
forcement, the Secret Service, or U.S.
Citizen Immigration Services because
the Committee on Judiciary would ob-
ject. And we can’t authorize Customs
and Border Protection because the
Ways and Means Committee would ob-
ject.

So I think it’s really important that
we make an effort over the next year
during this Congress to implement,
again, one of the most fundamental
concerns of the 9/11 Commission, and
that was to consolidate jurisdiction in
one committee, the Homeland Security
Committee.

And I believe that in 2005 and 2006,
when this side of the aisle did control
the committee, we did get authoriza-
tion bills done, and there were jurisdic-
tional disputes. We won them, and I
think that was the direction we were
going in, and the direction we should
continue to go in.

I gave the chairman tremendous
credit 2 years ago when we adopted
H.R. 1, which implemented many of the
9/11 Commission recommendations, but
this fundamental one still has not been
done. And I realize that no one likes to
cede jurisdiction, no one likes to give
up turf, but the fact is we’re talking
about an issue that threatens the sur-
vival of our country, homeland secu-
rity. And so long as we have this dys-
functional system where jurisdiction is
spread out over so many committees of
the Congress, I don’t believe we can
fully do the job that we should do.

The chairman does a good job, the
staff does a good job, I believe we do a
very good job on our side of the aisle,
but we are limited because of these ju-
risdictional limitations. And so as we
go forward on this debate today, I
would hope we would keep that in
mind, and as we go forward over the
course of the year, we keep that in
mind, also, as we try to do the job that
we were established to do when we be-
came a permanent committee back in
2005.

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that Mr. DENT, the ranking mem-
ber of the subcommittee, be authorized
to control the remainder of my time,
and I reserve the balance of our time.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
New York (Mr. KING)?

There was no objection.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr.
Chairman, may I inquire as to how
much time each side has remaining?



June 4, 2009

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Mississippi (Mr. THOMPSON) has 21%
minutes remaining, and the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. DENT) has 24V
minutes remaining.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr.
Chairman, I'm happy to recognize the
vice chair of the full committee for 2
minutes, Ms. SANCHEZ, for a colloquy.

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Chairman, I rise in support
of H.R. 2200, the Transportation Secu-
rity Administration Authorization Act,
and I would like to engage the honor-
able Member from Mississippi, the
chairman, Mr. THOMPSON, in a colloquy
regarding the Transportation Worker
Identity Credential, or TWIC as it is
known here in the Congress.

During the full committee markup, I
offered an amendment addressing sev-
eral important issues within the TWIC
program, and I was pleased that my
amendment was passed unanimously.

A key provision in my amendment
requires that the Secretary of Home-
land Security work with owners and
operators of facilities and vessels to de-
velop procedures which allow those
who are waiting for their TWIC card to
have access to secure and restricted
areas, as long as they are escorted.
This also applies to those who are wait-
ing for a reissuance of an existing card.

Without clear collaboration between
DHS and port officials, individuals
waiting for their TWIC card have been
unable to work. Some workers have
waited up to 15 months to receive their
TWIC card.

And the goal of my amendment is to
ensure that these workers are still able
to support themselves and their fami-
lies.

Many people have been negatively af-
fected by TSA’s delays in issuing the
TWIC. For example, there’s the case of
a longshoreman in the Port of Seattle
who applied for a TWIC on October 25,
2008, more than 4 months before he was
required to do so at his port. And un-
fortunately, the gentleman was unable
to work for several weeks since it took
4 months for TSA to come back to him
and to ask for a copy of his birth cer-
tificate. You see, he had been born on
a military base abroad, and I under-
stand that the gentleman had to drain
his savings account to support his fam-
ily while he waited for his TWIC, and
thus, this is unacceptable.

I hope this legislation becomes law
soon, and in the meantime, we must
act immediately to ensure that our
port workers are able to work and sup-
port their families.

I want to thank Chairman THOMPSON
for his support on this issue.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. I
yield an additional 30 seconds to re-
spond.

I appreciate the gentlewoman from
California’s leadership on this critical
issue. I share her concerns about the
impact that applications backlogs has
had on port workers around the Nation
and appreciate the comprehensive ap-
proach she has taken to addressing the
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weaknesses in the program that she
has identified through her oversight
work on the committee and look for-
ward to solving the problem.

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 4
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from the State of Georgia (Mr.
BROUN).

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Recently,
while I was on a hunting trip up north,
I flew out of an airport in Montana.
The number of screeners actually out-
numbered the number of passengers.
So, when this bill came before the
Homeland Security Committee, I of-
fered several amendments, one of
which would have required a GAO
study of the current staffing levels at
TSA to determine their appropriate-
ness and whether or not staffing levels
could be reduced by consolidation of
duties and functions or by enhanced
use of technology.

In March 2009, GAO reported that,
“TSA has not followed Federal internal
control standards to assist it in imple-
menting DHS’s risk management
framework and informing resource al-
location.” I wanted to ensure that
hard-earned taxpayer funds were being
used in the most cost-effective and effi-
cient manner and ensure that TSA
wouldn’t become known as Thousands
Standing Around.
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I’'m disappointed that my amendment
was not accepted. A number of com-
monsense provisions were not included
by the majority, or were watered down
to avoid the jurisdiction of other com-
mittees. Rather than produce a good
bill and negotiate final language with
other committees, our committee only
allowed provisions to be considered in
committee that were wholly within the
Committee on Homeland Security’s
rule 10 jurisdiction. This bill could be
much better.

For example, the majority showed
that they saw no value in affirming
TSA employees’ rights to protect
themselves during a public health
emergency. One of my amendments of-
fered in committee would have simply
allowed any TSA employee to choose
to wear a protective face mask in the
event of a pandemic flu outbreak or
other public health emergency.

TSA employees encounter 2 million
domestic and international passengers
every day and should not be prohibited
by their supervisors from wearing the
appropriate personal protective equip-
ment in the event of a public health
emergency, particularly when the dis-
ease is both contagious and deadly.

The National Treasury Employees
Union, which represents many of the
employees, voiced strong support for
this provision designed to protect the
TSA’s frontline officers. The only rea-
son this provision was essentially gut-
ted by the majority with a ‘‘per-
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fecting” amendment and any ref-
erences to public health emergency was
removed is because the provision could
have allowed the Committee on Energy
and Commerce to review the language
requiring the Secretary of Homeland
Security to collaborate with the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services.

Other changes were made to weaken
other Republican amendments as well.
At the markup, I, along with my fellow
Republican members of the committee,
unanimously supported an amendment
authored by Representative MARK
SOUDER that would have placed any de-
tainee that is housed down at Guanta-
namo Bay on or after January 1, 2009,
to place them on TSA’s No Fly List. I
think that makes sense.

Again, this amendment was gutted,
giving the President the sole authority
to determine if a former Guantanamo
detainee should be assigned to the No
Fly List. The committee must assert
its jurisdiction and conduct vigorous
oversight of the transfer or release of
detainees currently housed at Guanta-
namo Bay.

The Homeland Security Committee
is the primary authorizing committee
for the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity, which was created after the 9/11
attacks to protect our homeland. We
cannot shirk our responsibility. It is
justified and necessary for this com-
mittee to take a lead role in protecting
and securing American citizens.

I'm pleased, however, that my cyber-
security amendment was included with
others in the bipartisan en bloc amend-
ment adopted by the committee. My
amendment adds the vulnerability of
cyberattack to the list of risks to be
assessed and ranked by TSA.

Reports indicate that civilian air
traffic computer networks have been
penetrated multiple times in recent
years.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. DENT. I yield an additional 30
seconds to Dr. BROUN.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. They include
an attack that partially shut down air
traffic data systems in Alaska. Our
transportation systems are networked.
Train switches can operate remotely.
Even some metro buses can change a
traffic light as they approach. It is a
very important amendment, and I
thank my colleagues for accepting it.

In closing, I would like to thank my
colleagues and the staff on this com-
mittee from both sides of the aisle for
working together on this bill and on
numerous other amendments in a bi-
partisan manner. I'm sorry we cannot
come to agreement on all of our
amendments.

Going forward, I hope that we can
work together to address the jurisdic-
tion concerns that have caused so
many problems for our committee.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Paterson,
New Jersey (Mr. PASCRELL).

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Chairman, I rise
to speak in strong support of H.R. 2200,
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the Transportation Security Adminis-
tration Authorization Act, as this is a
necessary piece of legislation that is
long overdue. In fact, we have never
fully authorized the TSA since the en-
actment of the Aviation and Transpor-
tation Security Act of 2001.

I want to particularly thank Mr.
THOMPSON, who chaired this and led
this legislation through committee;
along with PETER KING, the ranking
member; Ms. JACKSON-LEE as the sub-
committee chairwoman; and Mr. DENT
from Pennsylvania. I want to congratu-
late all of them for working hard to
have a bipartisan piece of legislation.

We recognize that the safety of the
American people must be our number
one job. Nothing that we do here can
supercede that.

The bill authorizes $7.6 billion in fis-
cal year 2010 and $8.1 billion in fiscal
2011 for the activities of the TSA, in-
cluding key increases, many of which
have already been mentioned.

As an original member of the Home-
land Security Committee, one thing I
observed was that ever since TSA was
created in 2001, its focus has been al-
most solely on aviation security, to the
detriment of surface transportation
taken by millions of Americans each
day.

A strong aspect of this legislation is
beginning to put surface transpor-
tation security on an equal footing
with aviation security, with key sur-
face transportation security enhance-
ments.

I'm glad to see that this authoriza-
tion also addresses the long unattended
issue of airport perimeter security,
whose wvulnerability to infiltration I
have tried to highlight for many years.
I think that this is important. We're
looking at it. We’re studying this issue
so we do not overreact but make sure
that the perimeters are just as much
protected as the inside.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. I
yield the gentleman an additional 30
seconds.

Mr. PASCRELL. I think all of us
should read Secretary Napolitano’s
speech yesterday at Aspen, where there
were bipartisan group folks studying
the security of this country. She laid
out five principal areas of concern if
we’re going to protect America and its
neighborhoods. It is a great guidepost
to inclusive security. I ask that we do
this.

I also ask to consider, Mr. Chairman,
in the future the issue and the quality
of resilience, which Joshua Cooper
Ramo presented in his book which was
just published in March. If we truly
want to protect America, what about
the resiliency and how much can we
take that into consideration, God for-
bid we have another attack.

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from the State of Alaska (Mr.
YOUNG).

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise to enter into a colloquy
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with the distinguished chairman of
Homeland Security, Mr. THOMPSON.

Mr. THOMPSON, as we prepare to au-
thorize appropriations for the Trans-
portation Security Administration, I'd
like to thank you for your leadership
in the committee and your efforts to
bring this legislation to the floor.

I would also like to bring to your at-
tention an issue that needs to be cor-
rected. In 2003, when I was chairman of
the Transportation and Infrastructure
Committee, language was included in
the Vision 100 Act, Public Law 108-176,
which required deployment of TSA
screeners in the Alaskan communities
of Kenai, Homer, and Valdez. Since
that time, the Ted Stevens Inter-
national Airport has improved bag
screening capabilities and can ade-
quately screen bags for the three pre-
viously mentioned airports.

Kenai, Homer, and Valdez are serv-
iced by air carriers under a partial pro-
gram. There are no regulatory require-
ments to screen bags for partial pro-
gram carriers, so section 613 of the Vi-
sion 100 Act imposes a requirement not
in effect for other similarly situated
airports. The screeners are no longer
needed, and TSA has asked that I re-
peal the language from Vision 100.

This will not cost any money. Rath-
er, this will save TSA money. TSA has
informed me that by including this leg-
islation in the TSA Authorization, it
would save $1 million a year.

I'd like to ask the gentleman to com-
ment on this.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Let
me say that I appreciate the gentleman
from Alaska bringing this to my atten-
tion. This is a novel issue for us, but I
believe there could be some efficiencies
in making the change. I'm pleased to
work with you on this issue as the bill
moves to conference.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. I thank the
gentleman for working with us. And
this is requested by the TSA, and hope-
fully when this bill gets to conference,
this will be included.

I thank the gentleman for working
with me.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 1*2 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Nevada (Ms. TITUS).

Ms. TITUS. I rise today in support of
the TSA reauthorization bill and to
thank Chairman THOMPSON for his
leadership in this important issue. I
also would like to highlight two ele-
ments of the bill that I particularly
support.

It’s been over 7 years since the at-
tacks of September 11 and there are
still no guidelines for security training
for flight attendants. H.R. 2200 requires
that these individuals undergo manda-
tory and standardized security train-
ing.

Flight attendants are the only work-
ing group in the cabin aboard every
commercial flight. They are literally
on the front lines. They are an integral
part of air security.

This legislation provides for mean-
ingful training that will equip these
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flight attendants with d