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discourage smaller companies, like
tech startups, from working with the
Federal Government.

H.R. 239 directs DHS to pursue cyber-
security projects that will improve de-
tection, mitigation, and recovery from
attacks and bolster the security and
resilience of our networks, particularly
for critical infrastructure.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this bipartisan legislation to
ensure that DHS does its part to ad-
vance cybersecurity research and de-
velopment.

Cybersecurity threats to our Nation
are growing in diversity and sophis-
tication. We cannot afford to let prom-
ising technologies languish.

The Department of Homeland Secu-
rity should work with the private sec-
tor in support of innovative cybersecu-
rity research, development, testing,
and evaluation. We have seen that pub-
lic-private collaboration can give these
technologies the boost they need to
enter the market. Just last month,
DHS announced the commercialization
of an eight cybersecurity product
launched with the help of the Depart-
ment’s Transition to Practice program.

I urge my colleagues to support H.R.
239.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. RATCLIFFE. Mr. Speaker, I
thank Ranking Member THOMPSON for
his leadership on the committee, and I
want to thank the Cybersecurity, In-
frastructure Protection, and Security
Technologies Subcommittee staff for
their hard work.

Once again, I urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 239.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
support of H.R. 239, the “Support for Rapid
Innovation Act of 2017,” which amends the
Homeland Security Act of 2002 to provide for
improved innovative research and develop-
ment.

| support this bill because it would extend
the Department of Homeland Security sec-
retary’s pilot program for research and devel-
opment projects and prototype projects
through 2020.

This bill would require the secretary to re-
port annually to the House Homeland Security
and Science committees and the Senate
Homeland Security Committee on the dynam-
ics of the projects undertaken.

Specifically, H.R. 239 would amend the
Homeland Security Act of 2002 to include fun-
damental improvements to facilitate informa-
tion, analytics, and methodologies related to
cybersecurity risks and incidents, consistent
with the current law.

In particular, it adds a new section to the
Homeland Security Act, directing the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security to support—
whether within itself, other agencies, or in aca-
demia and private industry—the research and
development of cybersecurity-related tech-
nologies.

As a senior member of the Homeland Secu-
rity Committee and Ranking Member of the
Judiciary Committee and Subcommittee on
Crime, Terrorism, Homeland Security, and In-
vestigations, | support this bill as it directs the
Under Secretary for Science and Technology
to bolster research and development, along
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with the testing and evaluation of cybersecu-
rity technology to improve the sharing of infor-
mation, analysis, and methodologies related to
cybersecurity risks and incidents.

The Rapid Innovation Act is a smart bill that
will enable the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity to establish and improve technologies for
detecting attacks or intrusions.

The “Support for Rapid Innovation Act of
2017” will equip the Department of Homeland
Security with vital tools and resources to pre-
vent and remove attacks and threats imple-
mented by those who target our nation.

Mr. Speaker, we face growing cybersecurity
threats, which demands that we increase re-
search and development, along with the test-
ing and evaluation of cybersecurity technology
to expand the sharing of information, analysis,
and methodologies related to cybersecurity
risks and incidents.

This is a comprehensive bill that will help
protect all Americans in every corner of this
nation.

| urge all Members to join me in voting to
pass H.R. 239.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
RATCLIFFE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 239, as
amended.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

LEVERAGING EMERGING
TECHNOLOGIES ACT OF 2017

Mr. RATCLIFFE. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 240) to encourage engagement
between the Department of Homeland
Security and technology innovators,
and for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 240

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 ‘“Leveraging
Emerging Technologies Act of 2017,

SEC. 2. INNOVATION ENGAGEMENT.

(a) INNOVATION ENGAGEMENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Home-
land Security—

(A) shall engage with innovative and
emerging technology developers and firms,
including technology-based small businesses
and startup ventures, to address homeland
security needs; and

(B) may identify geographic areas in the
United States with high concentrations of
such innovative and emerging technology de-
velopers and firms, and may establish per-
sonnel and office space in such areas, as ap-
propriate.

(2) ENGAGEMENT.—Engagement under para-
graph (1) may include innovative and emerg-
ing technology developers or firms with
proven technologies, supported with outside
investment, with potential applications for
the Department of Homeland Security.

(3) Co-LOCATION.—If the Secretary of Home-
land Security determines that it is appro-
priate to establish personnel and office space
in a specific geographic area in the United
States pursuant to paragraph (1)(B), the Sec-
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retary shall co-locate such personnel and of-
fice space with other existing assets of—

(A) the Department of Homeland Security,
where possible; or

(B) Federal facilities, where appropriate.

(4) OVERSIGHT.—Not later than 30 days
after establishing personnel and office space
in a specific geographic area in the United
States pursuant to paragraph (1)(B), the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security shall inform
Congress about the rationale for such estab-
lishment, the anticipated costs associated
with such establishment, and the specific
goals for such establishment.

(b) STRATEGIC PLAN.—Not later than six
months after the date of the enactment of
this section, the Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity shall develop, implement, and submit
to the Committee on Homeland Security of
the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs of the Senate a Department
of Homeland Security-wide strategy to
proactively engage with innovative and
emerging technology developers and firms,
including technology-based small businesses
and startup ventures, in accordance with
subsection (a). Such strategy shall—

(1) focus on sustainable methods and guid-
ance to build relationships, including with
such innovative and emerging technology de-
velopers and firms in geographic areas in the
United States with high concentrations of
such innovative and emerging technology de-
velopers and firms, and in geographic areas
outside such areas, to establish, develop, and
enhance departmental capabilities to address
homeland security needs;

(2) include efforts to—

(A) ensure proven innovative and emerging
technologies can be included in existing and
future acquisition contracts;

(B) coordinate with organizations that pro-
vide venture capital to businesses, particu-
larly small businesses and startup ventures,
as appropriate, to assist the commercializa-
tion of innovative and emerging technologies
that are expected to be ready for commer-
cialization in the near term and within 36
months; and

(C) address barriers to the utilization of in-
novative and emerging technologies and the
engagement of small businesses and startup
ventures in the acquisition process;

(3) include a description of how the Depart-
ment plans to leverage proven innovative
and emerging technologies to address home-
land security needs; and

(4) include the criteria the Secretary plans
to use to determine an innovation or tech-
nology is proven.

(c) NO ADDITIONAL FUNDS AUTHORIZED.—No
additional funds are authorized to carry out
the requirements of this Act. Such require-
ments shall be carried out using amounts
otherwise authorized.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. RATCLIFFE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have b legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and to include any
extraneous material on the bill under
consideration.

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

There was no objection.
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Mr. RATCLIFFE. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, again, I am pleased that
the House is today considering H.R.
240, the Leveraging Emerging Tech-
nologies Act of 2017.

H.R. 240 encourages engagement be-
tween the Department of Homeland Se-
curity and technology innovators, in-
cluding startups. This bill requires the
Secretary of Homeland Security to
proactively engage with innovative and
emerging technology developers and
firms to address our vital Homeland
Security needs.

Additionally, H.R. 240 provides the
Secretary with the authority to iden-
tify geographic areas in the United
States where high concentrations of
these innovative and emerging tech-
nology developers and firms exist and
to establish personnel and office space
in these areas to more effectively col-
laborate with these technology hubs.
The Federal Government certainly
needs to do a better job working with
the private sector, and H.R. 240 will
help to address that.

Mr. Speaker, this bill also requires
the Secretary to develop and to imple-
ment a targeted strategy to
proactively engage innovative and
emerging technology developers and
firms.
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Under this bill, the Secretary must
use the strategic plan to address exist-
ing barriers to leveraging innovative
and emerging technologies, and the
small businesses and startup ventures
that create those technologies, and to
incorporate them into the Depart-
ment’s acquisition process.

For example, in order to keep pace,
the Department of Homeland Security
has established an office in Silicon Val-
ley to encourage engagement and com-
munication with the innovative tech-
nology developers in that area. Al-
though it is a vital technology hub,
Silicon Valley certainly is not the only
technology hub in the United States.
The Department should not be limited
to a single geographic area from which
to identify these emerging and innova-
tive technologies.

Mr. Speaker, all Americans are learn-
ing that cybersecurity is national secu-
rity. The impacts of cyber intrusions
are being felt everywhere, from board-
room tables to kitchen tables. We have
seen them undermine consumer con-
fidence and damage a company’s hard-
earned reputation in just a couple of
seconds. Cybersecurity is a complex
and serious issue that our Nation will
have to address for decades to come. So
it only makes sense for us to require
the Department to consider strategi-
cally just how it will engage these
technology developers to strengthen
the Department’s ability to access in-
novative and emerging technologies to
better combat evolving cyber threats.

I am happy to support this measure
today because I believe it will move us
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forward, further addressing our home-
land security needs by supporting tech-
nology innovation. I urge Members to
join me in supporting this important
bill.

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

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr.
Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 240,
the Leveraging Emerging Technologies
Act of 2017, and I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I am a cosponsor of this
measure, as I was for its predecessor
last Congress. Last June, the House ap-
proved this measure by a 347-8 vote.
This bipartisan bill directs the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security to engage
small businesses, startup companies,
and other developers of innovative and
emerging technologies to tackle some
of our most vexing, persistent home-
land security challenges.

It is no secret that navigating the
Federal procurement process is dif-
ficult, especially for small startups.
Meanwhile, small companies continue
to develop some of the most innovative
technological solutions in use today.
They are a huge source of untapped po-
tential, capable of bringing forward-
thinking, groundbreaking ideas to the
homeland security enterprise.

To build these relationships, H.R. 240
allows DHS to establish personnel and
office space in areas around the U.S.
where technology innovators are con-
centrated. Having a physical presence
in these tech hubs will make it easier
for DHS to grow and maintain connec-
tions with local startups, innovators,
and incubators. The Department has
already taken action in this regard.

In 2015, the DHS Science and Tech-
nology Directorate established a Sil-
icon Valley office and announced its
first-ever procurement focused on
working with nontraditional contrac-
tors and tech startups. The DHS inno-
vation ‘‘other transaction’” solution
sought technologies to address security
challenges in aviation, border, and cy-
bersecurity.

To date, under this program, DHS
has funded awards to 13 small busi-
nesses in California, Texas, Georgia,
Massachusetts, and Washington State.
Additionally, DHS has reached out to
technology innovators at regional
events in Boston, Pittsburgh, San
Francisco, New Orleans, Chicago, Lou-
isville and Austin, raising awareness
with more than 1,500 startups, accel-

erators, and venture capitalists
through industry days, panels, con-
ferences, and startup meetups. The

feedback has been very positive, but it
has also validated the need to educate
the community about who DHS is and
what the challenges are.

Mr. Speaker, for those reasons, I urge
my colleagues to support this bipar-
tisan legislation.

H.R. 240 recognizes that DHS depends
on technology to carry out its mis-
sions, and must nurture and maintain
robust and direct relationships with
talented technology developers, even
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those that do not fit the mold of the
typical Federal contractor.

DHS could improve the productivity
and sustainability of these outreach ef-
forts by developing a strategy to
proactively engage with innovators in
a way that supports long-term rela-
tionships. H.R. 240 calls for such a
strategy to be delivered to Congress
and implemented within 6 months.

Two features of that strategy re-
quired under this bill that I would like
to highlight are provisions that I spon-
sored. One requires the strategy to give
attention to fostering engagement with
developers that may be located outside
a recognized regional technology hub.
The other directs the strategy to in-
clude coordination with venture cap-
ital organizations, like the In-Q-Tel
nonprofit, to help emerging technology
developers, including small businesses
and startup ventures, commercialize
technologies that address a rapidly
growing list of homeland security
needs.

Mr. Speaker, for all of the reasons
discussed, I urge support of H.R. 240.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. RATCLIFFE. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from Mississippi
(Mr. THOMPSON) for his support of this
bill and for his leadership in keeping
this issue at the forefront of our cyber-
security discussion. This is an incred-
ibly important bill, and I, once again,
urge my colleagues to support H.R. 240.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, as a sen-
ior member of the Homeland Security Com-
mittee, | rise in support of H.R. 240, the
“Leveraging Emerging Technologies Act of
2017,” which requires the Secretary of Home-
land Security to engage with innovative and
emerging technology developers, including
technology-based small businesses and start-
up ventures that can help tackle the rapidly
expanding list of homeland security technology
needs.

H.R. 240 helps to protect America’s com-
puter and communications networks, which
security experts believe represent the nation’s
most critical national security challenge, in-
cluding Internet functions and connected crit-
ical infrastructure such as air traffic control,
the U.S. electrical grid, and nuclear power
plants.

H.R. 240 authorizes DHS to establish per-
sonnel and office space in diverse geographic
areas around the United States that have high
concentrations of technology developers and
firms.

The bill also directs DHS, within 6 months,
to develop and submit to Congress a Depart-
ment-wide strategy to engage with innovative
and emerging technology companies.

Importantly, the bill specifically requires the
Secretary to include in that strategy ways to
effectively integrate technology-based small
businesses and startup ventures.

Importantly, the bill also requires the DHS
Secretary to coordinate with those in the ven-
ture capital industry to assist in the develop-
ment of technologies that are ready for com-
mercialization and use in the Homeland Secu-
rity Enterprise.

Since its founding, the Department of
Homeland Security has overcome many chal-
lenges as an organization but much more
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progress must be made regarding effective
inter-operable communication between the
federal, state, and local agencies.

Although not a panacea, H.R. 240 is a step
in the right direction because it will help im-
prove DHS’ overall functions so that it can
more effectively protect our people.

| urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting this important legislation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
RATCLIFFE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 240, as
amended.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

MODERNIZING GOVERNMENT
TRAVEL ACT

Mr. CHAFFETZ. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 274) to provide for reimbursement
for the use of modern travel services by
Federal employees traveling on official
Government business, and for other
purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 274

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 ‘“‘Modernizing
Government Travel Act”.

SEC. 2. FEDERAL EMPLOYEE REIMBURSEMENT
FOR USE OF MODERN TRAVEL SERV-
ICES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Administrator of General Services shall pre-
scribe regulations under section 5707 of title
5, United States Code, to provide for the re-
imbursement for the use of a transportation
network company or innovative mobility
technology company by any Federal em-
ployee traveling on official business under
subchapter I of chapter 57 of such title, ex-
cept that the Director of the Administrative
Office of the United States Courts shall pre-
scribe such regulations with respect to em-
ployees of the judicial branch of the Govern-
ment.

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) INNOVATIVE MOBILITY TECHNOLOGY COM-
PANY.—The term ‘‘innovative mobility tech-
nology company’’ means an organization, in-
cluding a corporation, limited liability com-
pany, partnership, sole proprietorship, or
any other entity, that applies technology to
expand and enhance available transportation
choices, better manage demand for transpor-
tation services, and provide alternatives to
driving alone.

(2) TRANSPORTATION NETWORK COMPANY.—
The term ‘‘transportation network com-
pany’’—

(A) means a corporation, partnership, sole
proprietorship, or other entity, that uses a
digital network to connect riders to drivers
affiliated with the entity in order for the
driver to transport the rider using a vehicle
owned, leased, or otherwise authorized for
use by the driver to a point chosen by the
rider; and

(B) does not include a shared-expense car-
pool or vanpool arrangement that is not in-
tended to generate profit for the driver.
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SEC. 3. REPORT ON TRANSPORTATION COSTS.

Section 5707(c) of title 5, United States
Code, is amended to read as follows:

“(c)(1) Not later than November 30 of each
year, the head of each agency shall submit to
the Administrator of the General Services,
in a format prescribed by the Administrator
and approved by the Director the Office of
Management and Budget—

‘““(A) data on total agency payments for
such items as travel and transportation of
people, average costs and durations of trips,
and purposes of official travel;

‘(B) data on estimated total agency pay-
ments for employee relocation; and

“(C) an analysis of the total costs of trans-
portation service by type, and the total num-
ber of trips utilizing each transportation
type for purposes of official travel.

‘(2) The Administrator of the General
Services shall make the data submitted pur-
suant to paragraph (1) publically available
upon receipt.

‘“(3) Not later than January 31 of each
year, the Administrator of the General Serv-
ices shall submit to the Director of the Of-
fice of Management and Budget, the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Reform
of the House of Representatives, and the
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs of the Senate—

““(A) an analysis of the data submitted pur-
suant to paragraph (1) for the agencies listed
in section 901(b) of title 31 and a survey of
such data for each other agency; and

‘(B) a description of any new regulations
promulgated or changes to existing regula-
tions authorized under this section.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. CHAFFETZ) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr.
DESAULNIER) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CHAFFETZ. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous remarks on the bill
under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 274, the Modern-
izing Government Travel Act, is a bi-
partisan bill sponsored by Congressman
SETH MOULTON of Massachusetts. Mr.
WILL HURD of Texas and Congressman
MARK MEADOWS of North Carolina have
all come together on this bill. It is a
good bill.

This bill came up in the 114th Con-
gress. The same bill passed through the
committee by regular order, and then
in a close vote—much 1like the
Clemson-Alabama game last night—
when we voted on this bill last session
was 415-0. I think there was a pretty
good sense from the past Congress that
is a good bill, and it should pass.

Federal employees’ current transpor-
tation options on official travel are
limited. While some agencies allow em-
ployees to be reimbursed for the use of
sharing economy services, such as Lyft
or Uber, not all of them do. As a result,
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the whole Federal Government does
not benefit from the cost savings that
can occur while being associated with
these services.

The Modernizing Government Travel
Act allows the Federal Government to
reap the benefits of the sharing econ-
omy. The bill ensures that new trans-
portation services as they emerge, Fed-
eral employees can quickly take ad-
vantage of the efficiencies of the new
technologies that may be offered.

By opening up a new market for
transportation services, H.R. 274 will
also help spur innovation and competi-
tion, creating greater cost savings. We
have some 2 million Federal employ-
ees. So this is an important part and it
shouldn’t be glanced over. There could
be considerable savings along the way.

We must ensure that there is ac-
countability for travel expenditures.
Our committee, the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform and
other watchdog groups outside of gov-
ernment are looking at these expenses.
We have a duty and obligation to en-
sure that we are dealing with Federal
taxpayer dollars responsibly. This bill
mandates that agencies report their
travel costs for each type of travel
service to the General Services Admin-
istration, the GSA. The GSA must pub-
lish that data, helping make the Fed-
eral Government more transparent and
accountable. The GSA will also report
to Congress on agency official travel
costs in order to make sure that they
inform future transportation policy de-
cisions. I urge passage of the bill.

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

Mr. DESAULNIER. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I was trying to think of a BYU foot-
ball analogy to go with the Clemson-
Alabama analogy, but I haven’t been
able to come up with one yet. I will
work on it.

I rise in support of H.R. 274, the Mod-
ernizing Government Travel Act, as
amended. I appreciate the good work of
Representatives Moulton, Hurd, Mead-
ows, Bustos, and Swalwell on this bi-
partisan measure.

H.R. 274 would expand the transpor-
tation options for Federal employees
on official government travel by allow-
ing them to be reimbursed for the use
of ridesharing services such as Uber
and Lyft. This bill would also allow for
the use of future mobility technologies
not yet known or available to be cov-
ered as by reimbursable travel ex-
penses. The General Services Adminis-
tration would be directed to issue im-
plementing regulations. The bill would
require Federal agencies to submit to
GSA detailed information on their
travel costs, including breakdowns of
costs by transportation type by No-
vember 30 of each year.

GSA would be required to submit an-
nual reports to Congress containing an
analysis or survey of agencies’ travel
costs as well as descriptions of new or
revised regulations.
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