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of untested sexual assault kits across
the country. My home State of Mary-
land has 3,700 untested rape kits right
now, according to a report done last
year.

Accordingly, I urge my colleagues to
join the chairman and those of us in
the minority in supporting this impor-
tant legislation.

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

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
SENSENBRENNER), the former chairman
of the House Judiciary Committee and
the chief author of this legislation.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. GOODLATTE) for yielding me
this time.

Rapid DNA is a promising new tech-
nology that allows for the almost im-
mediate DNA analysis of an arrestee.
Unlike standard DNA practices, which
require sending DNA samples from
arrestees out to labs with a result tak-
ing weeks to ascertain, Rapid DNA re-
sults take only a few hours and can be
done right at the booking station. Like
fingerprinting, photographing, and
other booking procedures which at the
time were novel but now have become
routine, Rapid DNA will soon be stand-
ard procedure in police stations
throughout the country.

There is only one problem with Rapid
DNA technology: Federal law. Our law,
written in 1994 when DNA technology
was still in its infancy, prohibits the
use of Rapid DNA technology in book-
ing stations. This is not because of any
limitation in Rapid DNA technology,
but simply because at that time Rapid
DNA technology was not even con-
templated. Similar to the trans-
formation of musical devices—records
leading to cassette tapes, cassette
tapes leading to CDs, CDs leading to
MP3, and now iPods and online music
hosting services—technology moves
quicker than we can legislate. Now is
the time to change the law to permit
Rapid DNA technology.

Rapid DNA machines are compact,
approximately the size of copy ma-
chines, and can provide a DNA analysis
from a cheek swab sample of an ar-
restee within 2 hours. This has two pro-
found implications. First, arrestees
may be exonerated of crimes in 2 hours
rather than waiting for up to 72 hours
for release, or months for more stand-
ard DNA testing. Second, those ar-
rested for a crime can quickly be
matched to other unsolved crimes
where there was forensic evidence left
at the crime scene but for which there
was no identified suspect.

The Rapid DNA Act updates the cur-
rent law to allow DNA samples to be
processed using Rapid DNA instru-
ments located in booking stations and
other approved locations. The bill will
require the FBI to issue standards and
procedures for the use of such instru-
ments and their resulting DNA anal-
yses to ensure the integrity of such in-
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struments and the accuracy of the re-
sults. It will permit those results to be
included in the DNA index if criminal
justice agencies taking the samples
comply with the standards and proce-
dures that the FBI approves. In this
way, the bill would permit this new
category of DNA samples to be
uploaded into the index with the same
protections and quality standards as
current DNA samples.

Not only does Rapid DNA have the
potential to reduce crime, help expedi-
tiously exonerate the innocent, but
also to positively impact the current
backlogs for rape kits and other DNA
sample analysis.

This committee has spent a great
deal of time and significant work to
try to reduce the forensic DNA back-
log, especially in rape kits. Rapid DNA
could not at this time be used for rape
kits, but the implementation of Rapid
DNA will allow forensic labs to focus
on forensic samples, not on identifica-
tion samples which can easily be han-
dled by Rapid DNA machines. I hope
this will reduce the rape kit backlog,
which will also prevent future rapes
from happening.

I am pleased that the House is taking
a significant step in furthering the use
of this technology. I urge my col-
leagues to support this legislation.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr.
COHEN).

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Mr. RASKIN for his kind words and his
work on this. I particularly thank Mr.
SENSENBRENNER for his work. He has
been the sponsor of this since it was in-
troduced. I was an original sponsor
since it was introduced as well. It
makes a lot of sense for us to do this
and get DNA evidence and use science
to the advantage of the American peo-
ple, and particularly in law enforce-
ment where we have problems in iden-
tifying suspects and proving guilt on
occasion, and also exonerating the in-
nocent. DNA is a perfect tool as it ex-
onerates the wrongfully accused and
gets the person who has committed the
crime.

I am honored to be a part of this.
This bill, while a small part in the big
picture, shows that Democrats and Re-
publicans can work together to get
some things done. I appreciate the
honor to be able to sponsor, and I ap-
preciate Mr. SENSENBRENNER’S work.

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I
don’t have any additional speakers,
and I reserve the balance of my time to
close.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

The Rapid DNA Act is strongly sup-
ported by several organizations which
know that the expanded use and avail-
ability of Rapid DNA will enhance pub-
lic safety by reducing the DNA back-
log, reducing violent crime, and allow-
ing law enforcement to investigate
crimes and identify suspects with
greater efficiency and accuracy. The
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organizations include the National
Center for Victims of Crime; the Police
Foundation, which works to improve
policing through innovation and
science; and the Federal Law Enforce-
ment Officers Association.
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Mr. Speaker, in the case that I re-
ferred to before, the Bloodsworth case
from Maryland, this was a gentleman
who was convicted of a grisly rape and
murder of a 9-year-old girl. He swore he
hadn’t done it. He was convicted. In
court he swore every day that he was
the wrong guy.

When DNA technology was first un-
veiled, he read about it. He begged his
lawyer who is now the chief judge on
the D.C. Superior Court, Judge Morin,
to get the DNA test done. That lawyer
took $5,000 out of his own pocket to do
the DNA test, and it came back with
greater than 99 percent certainty it
could not have been Bloodsworth.

Then the DNA evidence provided an
exact match to a prisoner who was a
floor below Bloodsworth at the time.
So they found the right guy, and he
was about to get out of prison a few
months later.

The DNA evidence establishes an ex-
traordinary new era that we are in in
terms of criminal justice, and I am
proud to be supporting this legislation
that Mr. SENSENBRENNER has brought
forward, which I think will improve ac-
curacy and efficiency all around. I ap-
plaud his efforts and the efforts of our
chairman to ensure the integrity and
the quality of the analysis that will be
used in the criminal justice system.

I urge all of our colleagues to join me
in voting for H.R. 510 today.

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

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, this
is a good bill. It is a bipartisan bill. I
thank Members on both sides of the
aisle for their contributions to this ef-
fort. I again commend the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER)
for reintroducing this bill. I urge my
colleagues to support the bill.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
GOODLATTE) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 510.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———————

STRENGTHENING STATE AND
LOCAL CYBER CRIME FIGHTING
ACT OF 2017

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 1616) to amend the Homeland
Security Act of 2002 to authorize the
National Computer Forensics Institute,
and for other purposes, as amended.
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The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The text of the bill is as follows:
H.R. 1616

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 ‘‘Strength-
ening State and Local Cyber Crime Fighting
Act of 2017,

SEC. 2. AUTHORIZATION OF THE NATIONAL COM-
PUTER FORENSICS INSTITUTE OF
THE DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle C of title VIII of
the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C.
381 et seq.) is amended by adding at the end
the following new section:

“SEC. 822. NATIONAL COMPUTER FORENSICS IN-
STITUTE.

‘“‘(a) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized for
fiscal years 2017 through 2022 within the
United States Secret Service a National
Computer Forensics Institute (in this section
referred to as the ‘Institute’). The Institute
shall disseminate information related to the
investigation and prevention of cyber and
electronic crime and related threats, and
educate, train, and equip State, local, tribal,
and territorial law enforcement officers,
prosecutors, and judges.

‘“(b) FuncTIONS.—The functions of the In-
stitute shall include the following:

‘(1) Educating State, local, tribal, and ter-
ritorial law enforcement officers, prosecu-
tors, and judges on current—

““(A) cyber and electronic crimes and re-
lated threats;

‘“(B) methods for investigating cyber and
electronic crime and related threats and con-
ducting computer and mobile device forensic
examinations; and

‘(C) prosecutorial and judicial challenges
related to cyber and electronic crime and re-
lated threats, and computer and mobile de-
vice forensic examinations.

‘(2) Training State, local, tribal, and terri-
torial law enforcement officers to—

‘“(A) conduct cyber and electronic crime
and related threat investigations;

‘“(B) conduct computer and mobile device
forensic examinations; and

“(C) respond to network intrusion inci-
dents.

‘(3) Training State, local, tribal, and terri-
torial law enforcement officers, prosecutors,
and judges on methods to obtain, process,
store, and admit digital evidence in court.

‘‘(¢c) PRINCIPLES.—In carrying out the func-
tions specified in subsection (b), the Insti-
tute shall ensure, to the extent practicable,
that timely, actionable, and relevant exper-
tise and information related to cyber and
electronic crime and related threats is
shared with State, local, tribal, and terri-
torial law enforcement officers and prosecu-
tors.

‘“(d) EQUIPMENT.—The Institute may pro-
vide State, local, tribal, and territorial law
enforcement officers with computer equip-
ment, hardware, software, manuals, and
tools necessary to conduct cyber and elec-
tronic crime and related threat investiga-
tions and computer and mobile device foren-
sic examinations.

‘“(e) ELECTRONIC CRIME TASK FORCES.—The
Institute shall facilitate the expansion of the
network of Electronic Crime Task Forces of
the United States Secret Service through the
addition of State, local, tribal, and terri-
torial law enforcement officers educated and
trained at the Institute.

¢“(f) SAVINGS PROVISION.—AI1l authorized ac-
tivities and functions carried out by the In-
stitute at any location as of the day before
the date of the enactment of this section are
authorized to continue to be carried out at
any such location on and after such date.”.
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(b) FUNDING.—For each of fiscal years 2018
through 2022, amounts appropriated for
United States Secret Service, Operations and
Support, may be used to carry out this Act
and the amendments made by this Act.

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
contents in section 1(b) of the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 101 et seq.) is
amended by inserting after the item relating
to section 821 the following new item:

‘“Sec. 822. National Computer Forensics In-
stitute.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. GOODLATTE) and the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. RASKIN)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rials on H.R. 1616, currently under con-
sideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I
yvield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, the National Computer
Forensics Institute serves a vital pur-
pose in preparing State and local law
enforcement to combat computer and
cybercrime.

Last Congress, the House passed this
legislation by voice vote under suspen-
sion of the rules. I am pleased to sup-
port this legislation once again, and I
am confident that this bill will once
again receive bipartisan support.

The United States Department of
Justice has declared that cybercrime is
one of the greatest threats facing our
country and that it has enormous im-
plications for our national security,
economic prosperity, and public safety.
We have seen this just in the past few
days after cyber vulnerabilities led to
widespread computer disruptions
around the world.

With this in mind, the National Com-
puter Forensics Institute serves the
vital purpose of providing legal and ju-
dicial professionals a free, comprehen-
sive education on current cybercrime
trends, investigative methods, and
prosecutorial and judicial challenges.

The National Computer Forensics In-
stitute is a 32,000-square-foot facility
located in Hoover, Alabama. The insti-
tute boasts three multipurpose class-
rooms, two network investigations
classrooms, a mock courtroom, and a
forensics lab.

The special agents of the TUnited
States Secret Service staff the insti-
tute and work diligently training
attendees in modern counter-
cybercrime procedures and evidence
collection.

When the attendees leave, they take
with them the critical knowledge and
equipment required to conduct autono-
mous and thorough cybercrime inves-
tigations at their home agencies.
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Since its creation in 2008, the insti-
tute has earned praise for its work in
preparing America’s local law enforce-
ment in how to deal with these impor-
tant technology issues.

Over the last 7 years, the institute
has instructed law enforcement profes-
sionals from every State in the country
and from over 500 different law enforce-
ment agencies.

In fact, law enforcement in my own
district has benefited from NCFI train-
ing, including Lynchburg Common-
wealth Attorney Mike Doucette and
his staff.

Each professional educated at the in-
stitute is a force multiplier for the Se-
cret Service. The institute itself is a
force multiplier for other law enforce-
ment cyber forensic efforts, comple-
menting vital training offered by enti-
ties like the National White Collar
Crime Center, otherwise known as
NW3C. After successful completion of
the NCFI and the NW3C programs, the
students can bring their new knowl-
edge back to their local agency to in-
form their colleagues how to properly
conduct computer forensic investiga-
tions.

Mr. Speaker, I firmly believe that for
our Nation to successfully combat the
cybercrime threat, we must support
legislation such as H.R. 1616.

I want to thank the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. RATCLIFFE), a member of
the Judiciary Committee, for spon-
soring this important legislation.

Authorizing the existing National
Computer Forensics Institute in Fed-
eral law will cement its position as a
high-tech cybercrime training facility
and will help law enforcement profes-
sionals nationwide in their efforts to
combat cyber-related crimes.

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

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY,
Washington, DC, May 15, 2017.
Hon. BoB GOODLATTE,
Chairman, Committee on Judiciary,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN GOODLATTE: I write con-
cerning H.R. 1616, the ‘‘Strengthening State
and Local Cyber Crime Fighting Act of 2017".
This legislation includes matters that fall
within the Rule X jurisdiction of the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security.

In order to expedite floor consideration of
H.R. 1616, the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity agrees to forgo action on this bill. How-
ever, this is conditional on our mutual un-
derstanding that forgoing consideration of
the bill would not prejudice the Committee
with respect to the appointment of conferees
or to any future jurisdictional claim over the
subject matters contained in the bill or simi-
lar legislation that fall within the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security’s Rule X juris-
diction. I request you urge the Speaker to
name members of the Committee to any con-
ference committee named to consider such
provisions.

Please place a copy of this letter and your
response acknowledging our jurisdictional
interest into the Congressional Record dur-
ing consideration of the measure on the
House floor.

Sincerely,
MICHAEL T. MCCAUL,
Chairman.
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC, May 15, 2017.
Hon. MICHAEL T. MCCAUL,
Chairman, Committee on Homeland Security,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN MCCAUL: Thank you for
consulting with the Committee on the Judi-
ciary and agreeing to be discharged from fur-
ther consideration of H.R. 1616, the
“Strengthening State and Local Cyber Crime
Fighting Act,” so that the bill may proceed
expeditiously to the House floor.

I agree that your foregoing further action
on this measure does not in any way dimin-
ish or alter the jurisdiction of your com-
mittee or prejudice its jurisdictional prerog-
atives on this bill or similar legislation in
the future. I would support your effort to
seek appointment of an appropriate number
of conferees from your committee to any
House-Senate conference on this legislation.

I will seek to place our letters on H.R. 1616
into the Congressional Record during floor
consideration of the bill. I appreciate your
cooperation regarding this legislation and
look forward to continuing to work together
as this measure moves through the legisla-
tive process.

Sincerely,

BOB GOODLATTE,
Chairman.

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

Mr. Speaker, I, too, rise in support of
H.R. 1616, the Strengthening State and
Local Cyber Crime Fighting Act. This
bill establishes the National Computer
Forensics Institute as an official Fed-
eral program to be managed by the De-
partment of Homeland Security and
operated by the U.S. Secret Service. I
strongly support it because it addresses
a serious problem and advances a solu-
tion that is critically important to the
safety of our people.

Cybercrime poses an enormous threat
to national security, economic pros-
perity, and public safety. The range of
threats and the challenges that they
present for law enforcement multiply
just as rapidly as technology evolves,
causing serious insecurity in the per-
sonal lives, the work lives, and the fi-
nances of our people.

Over the past decade, our law en-
forcement community has recorded a
significant increase in the quantity,
quality, complexity, and danger of so-
phisticated cybercrimes targeting pri-
vate industry, including our financial
services sector and private individuals.
These crimes include intrusions; hack-
ing attacks; the surreptitious installa-
tion of malicious software; identity
theft; and massive data breaches that
have compromised and exposed the per-
sonal, financial, business, medical, and
professional information of millions of
U.S. citizens.

How many of our people have suf-
fered the disruption, indignity, and
anxiety of identity theft, for example?

For Americans who have been vic-
timized by cybercrime, especially our
seniors, it is a terrifying and demor-
alizing experience. For small busi-
nesses affected, it is costly and enor-
mously draining.

Just as cyber warfare has trans-
formed the nature of war in this cen-
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tury, cybercrime has transformed the
nature of crime, adversely affecting
the members of our law enforcement
and intelligence services.

To date, the National Computer
Forensics Institute has risen to the oc-
casion, training more than 4,000 State
and local law enforcement officers and
1,600 prosecutors. With this legislation,
the institute will continue to educate
State and local law enforcement offi-
cials, prosecutors, and judges on cur-
rent trends in cyber and electronic
crime investigations and best practices
taken across the country. The institute
will train officers on proper procedures
to conduct these important investiga-
tions that are affecting more and more
Americans every year.

In addition, the National Computer
Forensics Institute will continue to
work to protect our citizens’ personal
information from unwarranted govern-
mental intrusion by establishing na-
tional standards for conducting these
investigations. The institute will pro-
tect these important privacy interests
along with the security of our busi-
nesses, our homes, our finances, and
our personal effects.

For these reasons, I proudly support
H.R. 1616.

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

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, at
this time I am pleased to yield as much
time as he may consume to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. RATCLIFFE),
the chief sponsor of the legislation.

Mr. RATCLIFFE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of H.R. 1616, the
Strengthening State and Local Cyber
Crime Fighting Act of 2017.

Let me start out by thanking Chair-
man GOODLATTE for his support and al-
lowing this bill to come to the floor
and Senator GRASSLEY, chairman of
the Senate Judiciary Committee, and
Ranking Member FEINSTEIN for their
support in introducing a companion
measure over in the Senate.

Mr. Speaker, the bicameral, bipar-
tisan support on this issue underscores
its critical importance and the need for
this issue to transcend political parties
and partisan politics.

Mr. Speaker, this is Police Week in
the United States. It is our chance to
show appreciation for some of the most
important unsung heroes in our Na-
tion. I couldn’t be more grateful for the
opportunity to use my time before this
legislative body today to thank each
and every member of this country’s
brave dedicated men and women of law
enforcement. From patrolling our
streets to pursuing criminals of every
kind, it is these men and women in
blue who Kkeep our communities safe
and uphold the pillars of law and order
in society each and every day. Every
American should be grateful for those
who run towards danger and who
march into harm’s way to keep us safe.

Nearly a decade ago I had the privi-
lege of being appointed the United
States Attorney under former Presi-
dent George W. Bush. Serving as the
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President’s top Federal law enforce-
ment official gave me the chance to
work shoulder to shoulder with hun-
dreds of great police officers and police
departments across the 33,000 square
miles of the Eastern District of Texas.
It also instilled in me an incredible
sense of gratitude for those in law en-
forcement who wake up each and every
day simply wanting to make the world
around them a safer place to live for all
of us.

I could say it 1,000 times and it
wouldn’t do justice to the service that
they provide: Thank you. Thank you
for all you do. We are all grateful.

And while the simple truth is that we
can never really repay those in law en-
forcement for the incredible sacrifices
they make each and every day, as a
lawmaker, I want to do everything
within my power to give them the tools
to help them keep us safe.

Today this body has a unique oppor-
tunity to stand up for those who self-
lessly and dependably stand up for all
of us. H.R. 1616, the Strengthening
State and Local Cyber Crime Fighting
Act of 2017, does exactly that by au-
thorizing into law the National Com-
puter Forensics Institute, or NCFI.

As the chairman said, the NCFI is a
critical national training center 1lo-
cated in Hoover, Alabama, that is oper-
ated by the United States Secret Serv-
ice for the purpose of training our
State and local law enforcement offi-
cers, prosecutors, and judges on how to
investigate cyber and electronic
crimes, on how to conduct computer
and mobile device forensics examina-
tions, to respond to network intru-
sions, and to preserve the chain of cus-
tody for digital evidence.

Mr. Speaker, in today’s digital world,
it is rarely that drop of blood or strand
of hair that solves a crime or a case.
Instead, far more frequently, it is proof
of a text message that was sent or an
online purchase that was made or
geolocation data on a mobile device.

Since its creation, the NCFI has
trained and equipped more than 6,000
law enforcement officials from all 50
States on how to handle digital evi-
dence and solve and ©prosecute
cybercrimes. By authorizing the NCFI
into Federal law, Congress can ensure
that the NCFI remains our Nation’s
premier cybercrime training center for
State and local law enforcement offi-
cials for many years to come.

This isn’t some theoretical program
at the NCFI. The proverbial rubber is
already hitting the road. In fact, three
different law enforcement agencies in
my own district have had their folks
trained at the NCFI, folks like Don
Waddle, a 25-year veteran of the Green-
ville Police Department in my home
district. In a hearing I chaired last
year about the impact of the training
that Don received at NCFI, he talked
about the value that not just he got as
a law enforcement officer, but the com-
munity that he serves.

He told me: I am not the main bene-
factor of this training. The citizens of
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Greenville and Hunt County and the
entire northeast Texas area reap the
benefits of this training with better re-
covery rates for stolen property, as
well as more perpetrators being taken
off of our streets.
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Don is like thousands of detectives
and prosecutors and judges across the
country who because of their NCFI
training are better able to serve their
communities and do their law enforce-
ment jobs in an ever-increasing digital
world.

Mr. Speaker, the need for this bill
could not be more clear. Cybercrime
has surpassed drug trafficking as the
most profitable criminal enterprise in
the world. Today, let’s vote to help
fight cybercrime by passing this com-
monsense legislation to support our
law enforcement and give our officers a
leg up on the criminals who are in-
creasingly using digital means in
cyberspace to evade justice.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes”
on H.R. 1616. I once again thank Chair-
man GOODLATTE and my Senate col-
leagues for their support.

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I
yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
RASKIN).

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the chairman for yielding me time.
Just to close, I want to echo Congress-
man RATCLIFFE in observing it is Na-
tional Police Week, so we have the op-
portunity to highlight the successful
efforts that have already taken place
to combat cybercrime.

As the operator of the National Com-
puter Forensics Institute, the Secret
Service has demonstrated its excel-
lence and diligence in pursuing
cybercrime both domestically and
internationally. Its investigations have
produced more than 4,000 arrests, in-
volving more than a billion dollars in
fraud, and saving the public billions of
dollars more in potential fraud that
would have taken place absent their
intervention.

H.R. 1616 will strengthen these efforts
in continuing to combat cyber and
electronic crime.

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Alabama (Mr.
PALMER).

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Congressman RATCLIFFE and the com-
mittee for their work on this bill.

The internet is an ever-increasing
medium for criminals to carry out
crimes, such as sex trafficking, credit
card theft, and identity theft. We are
currently witnessing an unprecedented
global cyber attack. Attacks such as
this threaten our economy and our na-
tional security. This highlights the
need for law enforcement to be trained
at local, State, and national levels to
recognize and combat this activity.

Prior to 2008, training for State and
local law enforcement and cybercrimes
was difficult to find. Recognizing this
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problem in 2007, the State of Alabama
offered the Secret Service and the De-
partment of Homeland Security prop-
erty and funds to construct a state-of-
the-art facility if the Federal Govern-
ment would fund the training and
allow the Secret Service to operate it.
I am proud to say this facility is lo-
cated in my district in the city of Hoo-
ver.

The National Computer Forensics In-
stitute, NCFI, opened its doors in May
of 2008. State and local law enforce-
ment officers come from all across the
Nation to be trained at this one-of-a-
kind facility, where they are trained by
Secret Service agents on the same
equipment and same software that our
Secret Service agents use.

NCFI has trained law enforcement of-
ficers, prosecutors, and judges from all
50 States, and its graduates represent
over 500 agencies. They are not only
trained in solving crimes but also in
prosecution.

I am pleased that the work that
NCFI does is being recognized, and I
am proud to be an original cosponsor of
H.R. 1616. T urge my colleagues to sup-
port it.

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I
urge my colleagues to support this
good legislation.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
GOODLATTE) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1616, as
amended.

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. GOODLATTE. 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 motion will be post-
poned.

———

HONORING HOMETOWN HEROES
ACT

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 1892) to amend title 4, United
States Code, to provide for the flying of
the flag at half-staff in the event of the
death of a first responder in the line of
duty.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1892

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 ‘“‘Honoring
Hometown Heroes Act’.

SEC. 2. PERMITTING THE FLAG TO BE FLOWN AT
HALF-STAFF IN THE EVENT OF THE
DEATH OF A FIRST RESPONDER
SERVING IN THE LINE OF DUTY.

(a) AMENDMENT.—The sixth sentence of
section 7(m) of title 4, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘or” after ‘‘possession of
the United States” and inserting a comma;
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(2) by inserting ‘‘or the death of a first re-
sponder working in any State, territory, or
possession who dies while serving in the line
of duty,” after ‘while serving on active
duty,”’;

(3) by striking ‘‘and” after ‘‘former offi-
cials of the District of Columbia’ and insert-
ing a comma; and

(4) by inserting before the period the fol-
lowing: *‘, and first responders working in
the District of Columbia’.

(b) FIRST RESPONDER DEFINED.—Such sub-
section is further amended—

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking ¢, United
States Code; and” and inserting a semicolon;

(2) in paragraph (3), by striking the period
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘‘(4) the term ‘first responder’ means a
‘public safety officer’ as defined in section
1204 of the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe
Streets Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 3796b).”".

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this Act shall apply with respect to
deaths of first responders occurring on or
after the date of the enactment of this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. GOODLATTE) and the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. RASKIN)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rials on H.R. 1892, currently under con-
sideration.

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

There was no objection.

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

On June 14, 1777, the Second Conti-
nental Congress passed a resolution es-
tablishing an official flag for the new
American Nation. The resolution, now
known as the Flag Act of 1777, stated
that the flag would be ‘‘thirteen
stripes, alternate red and white; that
the union be thirteen stars, white in a
blue field, representing a new Con-
stellation.”

For the last 240 years, the American
people have celebrated Flag Day every
June 14, and, over that time, the flag
has evolved. As we all know, changes
have been made to its design, shape,
and arrangement. The Flag Act of 1794
changed the design from 13 to 15 stars
to accommodate the admission of
Vermont and Kentucky into the Union.
The Flag Act of 1818 mandated that the
13 stripes represented the Thirteen
Original Colonies, the number of stars
matched the number of States, and
provided that subsequent changes in
the number of stars would be made on
the 4th of July.

What has remained rock solid over
that quarter millennium, however, is
what our flag represents. It represents
one nation, freedom, and justice for all,
and the sacrifices made in pursuit of
those core American values.
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