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on to H.R. 6048 as co-sponsors. Most recently,
the bill was included in the Managers Pack-
age in the FY12 House NDAA and was sup-
ported by the Department of Defense (DoD).

Enclosed are letters of support that both
Secretary Gates and Secretary Stanley pro-
vided for this legislation last year. Also en-
closed is the 2010 HASC letter to Secretary
Gates. As we move forward with the current
legislative session, we look forward to the
same level of support from the DoD in ad-
dressing this important issue and ensuring
that our men and women in uniform have
their parental rights protected.

Sincerely,
MICHAEL R. TURNER,
Member of Congress.
ROBERT ANDREWS,
Member of Congress.
HASC SIGNATURES

Michael Turner, Rob Andrews, Howard P.
“Buck’” McKeon, Chairman, Adam Smith,
Ranking Member, Mac Thornberry, Vice
Chairman, Roscoe G. Bartlett, Walter B.
Jones, W. Todd Akin, J. Randy Forbes, Jeff
Miller, Joe Wilson, Frank A. LoBiondo, John
Kline, Mike Rogers, Trent Franks, Bill Shu-
ster, K. Michael Conaway, Doug Lamborn,
Rob Wittman, Duncan Hunter, John C. Flem-
ing, Mike Coffman, Thomas J. Rooney, Todd
Russell Platts, Scott Rigell, Chris Gibson,
Vicky Hartzler, Joe Heck, Bobby Schilling,
Jon Runyan, Austin Scott.

Tim Griffin, Steve Palazzo, Allen West,
Martha Roby, Mo Brooks, Todd Young,
Silvestre Reyes, Loretta Sanchez, Mike
McIntyre, Robert A. Brady, Susan A. Davis,
James R. Langevin, Rick Larsen, Jim Coo-
per, Madeleine Z. Bordallo, Joe Courtney,
David Loebsack, Niki Tsongas, Chellie Pin-
gree, Larry Kissell, Martin Heinrich, Wil-
liam L. Owens, John Garamendi, Mark Critz,
Tim Ryan, C.A. Dutch Ruppersberger, Hank
Johnson, Betty Sutton, Colleen Hanabusa,
Kathleen C. Hochul, Jackie Speier.

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
how much time remains?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman has 17%2 minutes remaining.

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield as much time as he may con-
sume to the gentleman from New Jer-
sey (Mr. ANDREWS).

(Mr. ANDREWS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to thank my friend from Florida
for yielding and for putting deeds
ahead of words when it comes serving
our veterans, as I know the full com-
mittee does as well. This is an issue on
which there is no Republican, Demo-
crat, no liberal, conservative divide.
There’s unanimity we should put our
deeds first and our words second. I
commend my friend from Florida for
being an exemplar of that principle.

No member of our armed services
should ever be told that a custody deci-
sion involving their children depends
solely on the fact that they have been
deployed or will be deployed. Never
should that happen.

Now, in the past, there’s been argu-
ments, frankly, from the other body
against this provision on the argument
that we must choose between the best
interest of the child and the sovereign
parental rights of our servicemembers.
This is a false and inaccurate choice.

This bill starts from the premise that
the best interest of the child is the
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paramount value. It in no way disrupts
or subverts any State law in that re-
spect, but it adds to that provision a
provision that must be added by Fed-
eral law, because there must be a uni-
form standard since it’s the Federal
Government that is deciding who will
be deployed and when. So, supple-
mental to the guiding principle of the
best interest of the child is a principle
in this bill that says that deployment
cannot be the sole reason for a decision
to deprive a man or woman of custody
of his or her child.

Now, it strikes me that this is a com-
plex legal issue. I will confess to that.
But morally, this is a distinct, clear,
and open issue. We all support the best
interest of the child. But I think that
we all support, and I think in a few
minutes we’re going to have a vote
that demonstrates that we all support,
the principle that the sovereignty of
parenthood should not be forfeited by
taking the oath of office to serve one’s
country in uniform. This should never
happen.

So, again, here is what this means. It
means that no child would ever be
placed in a situation that’s not in his
or her best interest in the decision of
the decisionmaker, of the judge or the
Court. None of us wants that. But it
also means that any State or any judge
that says the sole reason that we are
depriving a man or woman of custody
of his or her son or daughter is because
they volunteered to serve their country
and followed an order to be deployed or
are about to follow an order to be de-
ployed.

This is morally clear. It is legally
correct, and I hope it will be unani-
mously supported by the ladies and
gentlemen of the House.

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my
time.

Ms. BROWN of Florida. I don’t have
any other speakers, so I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, I'll
close using such time as I may con-
sume to say:

This is a very important bill. Mr.
TURNER just touched on something
that I think I want to bring up again.
This, the language in this bill, has
passed the House on seven separate oc-
casions, six times as part of the House
National Defense Authorization Act in
FY 2008, 2009, 2010, 2011, 2012, and 2013,
and once, my colleagues, as a stand-
alone bill by voice vote in 2008. And all
the while, this bill has had strong bi-
partisan support.

Mr. Speaker, if I can, I urge the
United States Senate that, upon pas-
sage today, our colleagues over there
simply take up this bill and the 10
other bills that the Veterans’ Com-
mittee has passed through our com-
mittee and the House and pass those
also.

With that, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise today in support of H.R. 4201, “Service-
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member Family Protection Act.” This legisla-
tion amends the Servicemember Civil Relief
Act and provides protection for
servicemembers who lose temporary custodial
responsibility for a child from court due to de-
ployment or anticipated deployment. Upon re-
turn from deployment, the court must reinstate
the custody order that was in effect preceding
the deployment provided that the reinstate-
ment is in the child’s best interest.

H.R. 4201 would prevent previous and fu-
ture deployment from being considered in the
determination of a child’s best interest in a
motion seeking a permanent order to modify
custody. In addition, it also creates a uniform
nationwide standard for dealing with
servicemembers and deployment.

Just as our service men and women are
stationed around the world fighting for our
rights and freedom, we must protect their
rights here at home.

According to a report from USA Today, mili-
tary divorces reached an all time high in 2011.
When children are involved, these divorce pro-
ceedings face even greater complications.

It is unfair to say the least, to use a
servicemember’'s previous service to this
country and possible future service against
them in child custody battles.

Not only does this create division in family
households, it also creates negative feelings
towards military service in the minds of the
dedicated men and women who protect our
freedom.

Past problems in these court cases have
centered on a lack of uniformity of the law.
Many states even lack laws concerning de-
ployment as a criterion by courts. In previous
cases this has caused servicemembers to
fight custody suits in up to three states: the
state where the suit began, the state where
the child is residing and the state where the
servicemember is stationed. Dealing with child
custody battles is difficult even in civilian life.
With the additional stress many in our military
face, sometimes it can become unbearable.
The Department of Defense and Service has
even observed a connection between child
custody battles and military suicides.

There must be justice and uniformity when
deciding child custody disputes for our
servicemembers. | urge my colleagues to join
me in supporting H.R. 3140 “Mass Transit In-
telligence Prioritization Act.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
STEARNS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4201.

The question was taken.

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

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

———
SECURE BORDER ACT OF 2011

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,

I move to suspend the rules and pass

the bill (H.R. 1299) to achieve oper-

ational control of and improve security

at the international land borders of the
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United States, and for other purposes,
as amended.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1299

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“Secure Border
Act of 2011°°.

SEC. 2. STRATEGY TO ACHIEVE OPERATIONAL
CONTROL OF THE BORDER.

(a) STRATEGY TO SECURE THE BORDER BE-
TWEEN THE PORTS OF ENTRY.—Not later than
180 days after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Secretary of Homeland Security shall
submit to the appropriate congressional commit-
tees a comprehensive strategy for gaining, with-
in five years, operational control of the inter-
national borders between the ports of entry of
the United States. The strategy shall include an
analysis of the following:

(1) Staffing requirements for all border secu-
rity functions.

(2) Investment in infrastructure, including pe-
destrian fencing, vehicle barriers, and roads.

(3) The use of unmanned aerial vehicles, cam-
era technology, sensors, and other innovative
technology as the Secretary may determine.

(4) Cooperative agreements with international,
State, local, tribal, and other Federal law en-
forcement agencies that have jurisdiction on the
northern border and southern border.

(5) Other means designed to detect, respond
to, and interdict unlawful cross-border activity
and to reduce the level of violence.

(6) A schedule for implementing security meas-
ures, including a prioritization for future invest-
ments.

(7) A comprehensive technology plan for major
surveillance and detection technology programs,
including a justification and rationale for tech-
nology choices and deployment locations.

(8) The recommendations made in the Decem-
ber 2010 Government Accountability Office re-
port entitled ‘‘Enhanced DHS Oversight and As-
sessment of Interagency Coordination is Needed
for the Northern Border’.

(b) SECURING THE BORDER AT PORTS OF
ENTRY.—Not later than 180 days after the date
of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of
Homeland Security shall develop metrics to
measure the effectiveness of security at ports of
entry, which shall consider, at minimum, the
following:

(1) The number of infractions related to per-
sonnel and cargo committed by major violators
who are apprehended by U.S. Customs and Bor-
der Protection at such ports of entry.

(2) The estimated number of such infractions
committed by major violators who are not so ap-
prehended.

(3) The required number of U.S. Customs and
Border Protection Officers, Agricultural Special-
ists, and Canine Enforcement Officers necessary
to achieve operational control at such ports of
entry.

(4) Infrastructure improvements required to
achieve operational control at such ports of
entry, including the installation of nonintrusive
detection equipment, radiation portal monitors,
biometrics, and other sensors and technology
that the Secretary determines necessary.

(5) The deployment of resources based on the
overall commercial and passenger traffic, cargo
volume, and threat environment at such ports of
entry.

(6) The recommendations made in the Decem-
ber 2010 Government Accountability Office re-
port entitled ‘‘Enhanced DHS Oversight and As-
sessment of Interagency Coordination is Needed
for the Northern Border’ .

(c) EVALUATION BY DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL LABORATORY.—The Secretary of
Homeland Security shall request the head of an
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appropriate Department of Energy National
Laboratory with prior expertise in border secu-
rity to evaluate the measurement system re-
quired under subsection (b) to ensure its suit-
ability and statistical wvalidity for analyzing
progress for the interdiction of illegal crossing
and contraband at ports of entry.

(d) CONSIDERATION OF ALTERNATIVE BORDER
SECURITY STANDARDS.—If in developing the
strategic plan required under subsection (a) the
Secretary of Homeland Security makes a deter-
mination to measure Security between border
ports of entry by a standard other than oper-
ational control, the Secretary shall request the
head of an appropriate Department of Energy
National Laboratory with prior expertise in bor-
der security to evaluate such alternative stand-
ard to ensure the suitability and statistical va-
lidity of such standard with respect to meas-
uring the progress for the interdiction of illegal
crossings and contraband that pass between
such ports of entry.

(e) REPORTS.—Not later than 60 days after the
date of the enactment of this Act and annually
thereafter, the Secretary of Homeland Security
shall submit the appropriate congressional com-
mittee a report on the following:

(1) A resource allocation model for current
and future year staffing requirements that in-
cludes optimal staffing levels at all land, air,
and sea ports of entry and an explanation of
U.S. Customs and Border Protection method-
ology for aligning staffing levels and workload
to threats and vulnerabilities across all mission
areas.

(2) Detailed information on the level of man-
power data available at all land, air, and sea
ports of entry, including the number of canine
and agricultural officers assigned to each such
port of entry.

(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this Act:

(1)  APPROPRIATE  CONGRESSIONAL  COM-
MITTEE.—The term “‘appropriate congressional
committee’” means the Committee on Homeland
Security of the House of Representatives and
the Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs of the Senate.

(2) MAJOR VIOLATOR.—The term “‘major viola-
tor’” means a person or entity that is or has en-
gaged in serious criminal activities at any land,
air, or sea port of entry, including possession of
narcotics, smuggling of prohibited products,
human smuggling, weapons possession, use of
fraudulent United States documents, and other
offenses serious enough to result in arrest.

(3) OPERATIONAL CONTROL.—The term ‘‘oper-
ational control’” has the meaning given such
term in section 2(b) of the Secure Fence Act of
2006 (8 U.S.C. 1701 note; Public Law 109-367).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. KING) and the gen-
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. THOMP-
SON) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include any extraneous ma-
terial on the bill under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I would just suggest to the ranking
member, since we are running short on
time, I'm going to abbreviate my re-
marks. I know that your eloquence is

H3237

unbounded, but I will try to restrict
myself.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1299, the Border
Security Act of 2011, requires the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to develop
a strategy to gain operational control
of the border within 5 years.

I want to commend Congresswoman
MILLER, who’s the chair of the Sub-
committee on Border and Maritime Se-
curity, for her leadership on this issue.

Border security is an integral ele-
ment of homeland security. We must
secure our borders. Since 2004, Congress
has allocated billions of dollars to se-
cure the border through investments in
personnel, technology, and infrastruc-
ture; however, our borders remain vul-
nerable.

We know from the documents made
public after the Abbottabad raid on
Osama bin Laden’s compound that al
Qaeda continues to examine crossing
the border to gain access to the U.S. It
is critical that the Department produce
a comprehensive strategy to gain oper-
ational control over the border.

This legislation is commonsense leg-
islation. It has bipartisan support. I
urge my colleagues to support it.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1299, The Border Secu-
rity Act of 2011, requires the Secretary of
Homeland Security to develop a strategy to
gain operational control of the border within 5
years.

| would like to thank Congresswoman MiL-
LER, Chair of the Subcommittee on Border and
Maritime Security, for her leadership on this
issue.

Border security is an integral element of
Homeland Security. We must secure our bor-
ders to prevent drug smugglers, terrorists, and
others who pose a threat to the Homeland
from entering the Country.

Since 2004, Congress has allocated billions
of dollars to secure the border through invest-
ments in personnel, technology, and infra-
structure. Through such investments, the size
of the U.S. Border Patrol has doubled to more
than 21,000 agents; almost 700 miles of vehi-
cle and pedestrian fencing have been built;
and significant investments have been made
in camera detection technology. Without ques-
tion, these investments have significantly in-
creased security at the border.

However, our borders remain vulnerable
and attractive for illegal aliens, criminals, and
drug smugglers. We know from documents
made public after the Abbottabad raid on
Osama bin Laden’s compound that al Qaeda
continues to examine crossing the border to
gain access to the United States.

It is critical that the Department of Home-
land Security produce a comprehensive strat-
egy to gain operational control over the bor-
der. As we move forward, Customs and Bor-
der Protection should explain what technology
is being acquired, where it is being placed,
and how those choices will fit into a com-
prehensive strategy to secure the border.

| am concerned that DHS has determined
that they will no longer share operational con-
trol numbers with Congress as they have al-
ways done in past years in the annual budget
submission. This legislation will ensure that
these figures continue to be shared with Con-
gress and that a National Laboratory will
evaluate any new metrics developed by CBP.
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We cannot continue to make ad hoc invest-
ments in border security; rather, border secu-
rity funds should only be allocated as part of
a larger strategic plan that gets us closer to a
legitimately secure border both at and be-
tween the ports of entry.

This is a common sense bill, and | urge my
colleagues to support it.

0 1750

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr.
Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 1299,
the Secure Border Act of 2011, and I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

This bill would require the Secretary
of Homeland Security to submit to
Congress a comprehensive strategy for
gaining operational control of our bor-
ders within the next 5 years. This bill
defines operational control as the pre-
vention of all unlawful entries into the
United States, including entries by ter-
rorists, other unlawful aliens, instru-
ments of terrorism, narcotics, and
other contraband.

While this is a laudable goal, it is
also extraordinarily ambitious, and the
bill authorizes no additional resources
to achieving this goal. I am pleased,
however, that the bill would require
the Secretary to submit to Congress a
resource allocation model for Customs
and Border Protection staffing require-
ments at all land, air, and seaports of
entry. This is important information
that our committee has repeatedly re-
quested from CBP on a bipartisan basis
but has not yet received.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I yield such time as she may consume
to the distinguished chair of the sub-
committee, the gentlelady from Michi-
gan (Mrs. MILLER).

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, among the enumerated
powers of the Constitution, providing
for the common defense is, in my mind,
the most important responsibility of
the Congress. A key part of the com-
mon defense, of course, is ensuring that
we secure the Nation’s borders.

H.R. 1299, the Secure Border Act,
moves the Nation closer to a more se-
cure border by requiring the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security to develop
a plan to gain operational control of
the border within 5 years. As part of
that plan, the Department must ac-
count for staffing requirements, invest-
ments and infrastructure, and the jus-
tification and rationale for technology
choices and deployment locations.

Since 9/11, this Nation has spent bil-
lions of dollars to increase security
along our borders. We’ve doubled the
size of the Border Patrol; built 700
miles of fence; and have invested in
technology, such as UAVs and a wide
array of surveillance equipment, for
use along the border. Most of these in-
vestments have been worthwhile. Yet,
instead of spending money in an ad hoc
fashion, the Department of Homeland
Security needs to develop a com-
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prehensive and coherent plan to
achieve control of the border while
taking into account personnel, tech-
nology, and infrastructure needs. The
need for a comprehensive strategy is
apparent as previous border security
efforts succeeded in shifting smuggling
and illicit activities from urban areas
of the Southwest border to more rural
and remote areas, such as Arizona.
However, this balloon effect has only
succeeded in shifting the problem.

How we determine or measure what a
secure border looks like has been the
subject of a lot of debate, but the fact
remains that the Congress and the
American people should have a
verifiable way to determine if we are
making progress along the border. For
years, we’ve relied on operational con-
trol as sort of a proxy for border secu-
rity, and it has become a de facto term,
but at the last count, only 44 percent of
the Southwest border was under oper-
ational control, and less than 2 percent
of the northern border was adequately
secured.

In 2010, the Department of Homeland
Security stopped reporting the num-
bers of miles of border under oper-
ational control, and as yet has really
not supplied an alternative measure of
border security to replace the dis-
carded operational control measure.
Just a few weeks ago, the Border Pa-
trol released its new 2012 strategic
plan, which makes no mention of oper-
ational control.

It is clear, Mr. Speaker, that the De-
partment believes operational control
is probably not the right measure to
describe security at the border, and is
working on something called the ‘‘bor-
der condition index,”” which is supposed
to be a holistic measure to inform our
border security efforts. I think we are
all open to a new, more robust stand-
ard if it supplements operational con-
trol and better describes what is hap-
pening with security at our border.

To this point, I don’t think we can
automatically assume that this new
measure stacks up against operational
control. With an issue this important,
we just can’t change the rules if we
don’t like the results. So, if the Sec-
retary of the Department of Homeland
Security decides to use a measure
other than operational control, this
bill would require that any other meas-
ure of border security would be vetted
by a national laboratory with prior ex-
pertise in border security. I think that
boils down to ‘‘trust but verify.”

Security along the border is more
often than not described in terms of
fences, Border Patrol agents, UAVs,
and camera towers. However, that is
only one side of the story. We also need
to increase security at our ports of
entry—the conduit to much of the com-
merce and cargo that sustains our way
of life. This bill requires the Secretary
to develop a measure which gauges our
progress at the points of entry so that,
when combined with operational con-
trol or its successor, we have a very
full picture of our border security.
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Mr. Speaker, the men and women of
the United States Border Patrol and
the U.S. Customs and Border Protec-
tion have a very difficult job. I know
that we all want to thank them for the
very hard work that they do in some
very demanding conditions to help se-
cure our Nation. Certainly, it is our
hope that the requirement for a com-
prehensive strategy will inform the
Congress of the resources needs of the
Department of Homeland Security, will
give the men and women on the border
the tools that they need, and will move
us toward a more secure border both at
and between the ports of entry.

I certainly would encourage all of my
colleagues to support this bipartisan
legislation.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr.
Speaker, I have no more speakers if the
gentleman from New York is prepared
to close.

Mr. KING of New York. Ranking
Member, I have one further speaker.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. POE).

Mr. POE of Texas. Thank you for
yielding the time, and I appreciate
Mrs. MILLER for offering this legisla-
tion.

Having been a resident in Texas, a
border State with Mexico, I see first-
hand the situation on the border. We
hear everything politically from ‘‘the
border is safe’ to ‘‘it’s a war zone,” or
somewhere in the middle. We actually
do have a border security problem.
Here are just a couple of statistics to
show you how the border is so porous:

In our Federal penitentiaries, there
is a group of people called ‘‘criminal
aliens.” These are people who are ille-
gally in the country and commit a fel-
ony in the United States. Twenty-five
percent of the people in our Federal
penitentiaries are criminal illegal
aliens—illegally in the country, con-
victed and sent to our Federal peniten-
tiaries. I regularly go and visit with
our border sheriffs, and I ask them pe-
riodically, How many people in your
jails are foreign nationals? The latest
statistic that 17 border sheriffs in
Texas gave me was: 34.5 percent of the
people in our jails are foreign nation-
als.

So, yes, that crime comes into the
United States is just one aspect of the
lack of border security. But there is
more.

I recently met with some ranchers
down on the Southwest border. The
owner of this ranch on the border
comes out to meet me, and he is wear-
ing a bulletproof vest. Yes, he has to
wear a bulletproof vest on his own land
because the drug cartels come through
his land, and it’s dangerous, which is
just one more example of the porous
border that we have.

And most recently, to show that the
border is porous and that what happens
in Mexico doesn’t stay in Mexico, a
couple of weeks ago, there was a family
in our church back in Texas who had
this problem: Their cousins in Mexico
had been kidnapped by the Zeta drug
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cartels and held for ransom. The family
here in the United States, in Texas,
paid the ransom to get the two cousins
back. The drug cartels, the Zetas, they
murdered them anyway.

So we have the ©problem of
kidnappings taking place; we have the
problem of extortion; and we have the
problem of cross-border crime—but it
is all because of the fact that the bor-
der needs to be more secure than it is.
A plan is a good idea. A plan to actu-
ally address all of these issues of a po-
rous border is something that’s long
overdue, but I'm glad to see that we’re
moving in that direction—to have a
plan so that we know exactly what will
take place and how we will protect our
borders.

After all, the job of the Federal Gov-
ernment is to protect the national se-
curity.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. In
closing, I thank the lead sponsor of
this bill, the gentlewoman from Michi-
gan, Representative MILLER, for her
leadership on border and maritime
issues and for her willingness to work
on a bipartisan basis in areas of shared
concern. I support the bill.

With that, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
devising a comprehensive plan to se-
cure our Nation’s borders is the first
step on the road to a more secure
homeland. This bipartisan bill is a good
start, and I ask my colleagues to sup-
port its passage.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. GINGREY of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, |
rise today as a proud cosponsor of H.R. 1299,
the Secure Border Act of 2011, authored by
my good friend, CANDICE MILLER, and urge my
colleagues to support it.

This bill requires the Department of Home-
land Security to develop a comprehensive
strategy for gaining control of our borders at
all ports of entry. In developing that strategy,
an analysis of current security effectiveness
will help define the needs and requirements of
an implementable border security blueprint.

Mr. Speaker, the reason this is necessary is
because illegal immigration is one of the big-
gest crises facing our nation and securing our
borders is of paramount importance.

The Government Accountability Office re-
cently reported that less than half of our
southwest border is under operational control.
At the same time, only 32 percent of our
northern border operates at an “acceptable”
security level.

Mr. Speaker, keeping our nation safe is the
federal government’s chief responsibility, and
that's why it is so important that we pass this
legislation.

| ask my colleagues to join me in supporting
this bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
KING) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 1299, as amend-
ed.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.
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A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

APPLICABILITY OF THE  UNI-
FORMED SERVICES EMPLOY-
MENT AND REEMPLOYMENT

RIGHTS ACT TO THE TRANSPOR-
TATION SECURITY ADMINISTRA-
TION

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I move to suspend the rules and pass
the bill (H.R. 3670) to require the
Transportation Security Administra-
tion to comply with the Uniformed
Services Employment and Reemploy-
ment Rights Act.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3670
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of America
in Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. APPLICABILITY OF THE UNIFORMED
SERVICES EMPLOYMENT AND REEM-
PLOYMENT RIGHTS ACT TO THE
TRANSPORTATION SECURITY AD-
MINISTRATION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 111(d) of the
Aviation and Transportation Security Act
(49 U.S.C. 44935 note; Public Law 107-71) is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘Notwithstanding’ and in-
serting the following:

‘(1) GENERAL AUTHORITY.—Except as pro-
vided in paragraph (2), and notwith-
standing’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

¢“(2) UNIFORMED SERVICES EMPLOYMENT AND
REEMPLOYMENT RIGHTS ACT.—In carrying out
the functions authorized under paragraph (1),
the Under Secretary shall be subject to the
provisions set forth in chapter 43 of title 38,
United States Code.”.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on
the date that is 270 days after the date of the
enactment of this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. KING) and the gen-
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. THOMP-
SON) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York.

] 1800
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have b legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include any extraneous ma-
terial on the bill under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I will say again to the ranking mem-
ber that this is a very vital bill. In the
interest of time, because we still have
this and three other pieces of legisla-
tion to pass in the next half hour, I will
limit my remarks other than to say
that the gentleman from Minnesota de-
serves tremendous credit for this bill.

H.R. 3670 is absolutely vital. It’s nec-
essary. It would guarantee that TSA
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employees who are called to active
duty would keep their jobs when they
come home and would further ensure
that existing protections could not be
in any way changed by potentially con-
flicting rules or regulations.

I also want to commend the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS),
who was the original cosponsor of this
bill.

And, again, I just want to say with
reference to my friend from Minnesota,
he has dedicated a life of service to his
country in the military, and he’s con-
tinuing that outstanding service here
in the United States Congress.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of H.R. 3670,
sponsored by the gentleman from Minnesota,
Mr. WALZ.

This bipartisan bill addresses a fundamental
gap in the protection of veterans’ employment
rights, which could easily be remedied.

| want to take this opportunity to recognize
the efforts of my good friend from Florida,
Congressman BILIRAKIS, Chairman of the
Emergency Preparedness, Response and
Communications Subcommittee, for his work
on this issue and for being an original co-
sponsor of the bill.

Veterans make up roughly 20 percent of
TSA’s workforce. This bill simply requires TSA
to comply with the Uniformed Services Em-
ployment and Reemployment Rights Act, or
USERRA. This would guarantee that TSA em-
ployees who are called to active duty could
keep their jobs when they come home.

In recent testimony submitted for the record
to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, TSA
stated that its current practice already con-
forms to the requirements of H.R. 3670. This
bill would simply ensure existing protections
could not be changed later on by potentially
conflicting rules or regulations.

This is a common sense bill and | urge all
of my colleagues to support it.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr.
Speaker, I rise in strong support of
H.R. 3670 and yield myself such time as
I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, Memorial Day is a time
not only to honor members of our
armed services who gave their lives in
defense of our liberty, but also to con-
vey our support for veterans and serv-
icemembers. With the commemoration
of Memorial Day earlier this week, it is
fitting that we’re considering H.R. 3670
today.

H.R. 3670, by conferring job protec-
tions for servicemembers, conveys our
commitment to help reservists and
other members of the uniformed serv-
ices return to civilian life. Specifically,
the bill would ensure that the protec-
tions afforded wunder the Uniformed
Services Employment and Reemploy-
ment Rights Act apply to Transpor-
tation Security Administration em-
ployees and applicants, just as they do
everywhere in the public and private
sector.

Mr. Speaker, I would also like to ac-
knowledge TSA’s leadership in hiring
veterans. Currently, veterans make up
over 23 percent of TSA’s workforce. I
would encourage my colleagues and the
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