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Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support a great WRDA bill, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
GRAVES) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, S. 4367, 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. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, 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.

———

PENSACOLA AND PERDIDO BAYS
ESTUARY OF NATIONAL SIGNIFI-
CANCE ACT OF 2024

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (S. 50) to amend the
Federal Water Pollution Control Act to
require the Administrator of the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency to give
priority consideration to selecting
Pensacola and Perdido Bays as an estu-
ary of national significance, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

S. 50

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 ‘‘Pensacola
and Perdido Bays Estuary of National Sig-
nificance Act of 2024”°.

SEC. 2. PENSACOLA AND PERDIDO BAYS.

Section 320(a)(2)(B) of the Federal Water
Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1330(a)(2)(B))
is amended by striking ‘‘and Lower Columbia
River, Oregon and Washington” and insert-
ing “Lower Columbia River, Oregon and
Washington; and Pensacola and Perdido
Bays, Florida’.

SEC. 3. INELIGIBILITY WITH RESPECT TO FISCAL
YEARS 2024 AND 2025.

With respect to the amendment made by
section 2, the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency may not use for
the implementation of that amendment, in-
cluding, with respect to Pensacola and
Perdido Bays, Florida, convening a manage-
ment conference, developing or carrying out
a comprehensive conservation and manage-
ment plan, or providing grants under section
320 of the Federal Water Pollution Control
Act (33 U.S.C. 1330)—

(1) any amounts appropriated to carry out
the national estuary program under that sec-
tion for fiscal year 2024; or

(2) unless the total amount appropriated to
carry out that program for fiscal year 2025 is
at least $850,000 more than the total amount
appropriated to carry out that program for
fiscal year 2023, any amounts appropriated to
carry out that program for fiscal year 2025.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Louisiana (Mr. GRAVES) and the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. LARSEN)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Louisiana.
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Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days in which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on S. 50.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

S. 50 would add the Pensacola and
Perdido Bays, located in northeastern
Florida, to the list of estuaries given
priority consideration under the EPA’s
National Estuary Program.

The National Estuary Program was
created by Congress in 1987. It aims to
protect and restore estuaries of na-
tional significance across the United
States.

S. 50 was introduced by our Senate
colleagues, Senators RUBIO and SCOTT,
earlier this Congress.

The Senate passed S. 50 with a voice
vote in March, and I encourage support
for this legislation today. Mr. Speaker,
I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

I rise in support of S. 50, legislation
sponsored by Senator RUBIO of Florida.
This bill adds Pensacola and Perdido
Bays in Florida as priority consider-
ations for the Administrator of the
EPA to designate as part of the Na-
tional Estuary Program.

In the Pacific Northwest, we know
that healthy estuaries like the Puget
Sound support healthy fish, birds, and
other wildlife, as well as important
economic activities such as trade, fish-
ing, tourism, and outdoor recreation.

That is why I worked over multiple
Congresses to authorize the National
Estuary Program and was pleased to
see that the bipartisan infrastructure
law not only authorize that program
but provided $132 million in invest-
ments for improving habitat and re-
storing estuaries.

The legislation we consider today is
the result of work of local organiza-
tions near these two critical Florida
estuaries to add them to the National
Estuary Program. It is further proof of
the importance of this program. I urge
my colleagues to support this legisla-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, protecting
healthy estuaries is good for the eco-
nomic activities like outdoor recre-
ation, as well as good for fish, birds,
and other wildlife. I urge my col-
leagues to support this legislation, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr.
Chairman, I yield myself the balance of
my time.

In closing, S. 50 will help protect im-
portant habitat and water resources in
Florida. This noncontroversial legisla-
tion has the support of the Florida con-
gressional delegation, the State of
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Florida, the community, and local
stakeholders.

Mr. Speaker, I urge support of this
bill, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr.
GRAVES) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, S. 50.

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.

———

IMPROVING FEDERAL BUILDING
SECURITY ACT OF 2024

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (S. 3613) to require Fa-
cility Security Committees to respond
to security recommendations issued by
the Federal Protective Service relating
to facility security, and for other pur-
poses.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

S. 3613

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 ‘“‘Improving
Federal Building Security Act of 2024”.

SEC. 2. RESPONDING TO SECURITY REC-
OMMENDATIONS.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) AGENCY.—The term ‘‘agency’’ has the
meaning given the term in section 551 of
title 5, United States Code.

(2) FACILITY SECURITY COMMITTEE.—The
term ‘‘Facility Security Committee’” means
a committee that—

(A) consists of representatives of—

(i) all Federal tenants in a specific non-
military facility;

(ii) the security organization for the facil-
ity; and

(iii) the owning or leasing Federal tenant;
and

(B) is responsible for addressing facility-
specific security issues and approving the
implementation of security measures and
practices in the facility.

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’
means the Secretary of Homeland Security.

(b) RESPONSE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days
after the date on which the Federal Protec-
tive Service issues a security recommenda-
tion to a Facility Security Committee to im-
prove facility security, the head of the Facil-
ity Security Committee, or a designee there-
of, shall—

(A) respond to the Secretary—

(i) indicating if the Facility Security Com-
mittee intends to adopt or reject the rec-
ommendation; and

(ii) describing the financial implications of
adopting or rejecting the recommendation,
including if the benefits outweigh the costs;
and

(B) if the Facility Security Committee in-
tends to reject the recommendation, provide
the Secretary a justification for accepting
the risk posed by rejecting the recommenda-
tion.

(2) METHOD.—The Secretary shall—

(A) develop a method to monitor the rec-
ommendations and responses described in
paragraph (1); and
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(B) take reasonable action to ensure Facil-
ity Security Committee responsiveness
under paragraph (1).

(c) ANNUAL REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 270 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, and
annually thereafter, the Secretary shall sub-
mit to the Committee on Homeland Security
and Governmental Affairs of the Senate and
the Committee on Homeland Security and
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives a
report that, for the fiscal year preceding the
report, includes—

(A) a summary of the security rec-
ommendations issued by the Federal Protec-
tive Service to Facility Security Commit-
tees to improve facility security;

(B) the percentage of recommendations de-
scribed in subparagraph (A) that were ac-
cepted and the percentage of such rec-
ommendations that were rejected;

(C) the percentage of Facility Security
Committees that failed to respond to a rec-
ommendation described in subparagraph (A)
in a timely manner;

(D) a summary of justifications provided
by Facility Security Committees if a Facil-
ity Security Committee rejected a rec-
ommendation described in subparagraph (A);

(E) a summary of the financial implica-
tions of Facility Security Committee re-
sponses to recommendations described in
subparagraph (A), including if the benefits
outweigh the costs;

(F) an analysis of steps taken by Facility
Security Committees to mitigate the risk
posed by rejecting a recommendation de-
scribed in subparagraph (A); and

(G) an analysis of any trends found among
the findings in the report.

(2) ForM.—Each report required under
paragraph (1) shall be submitted in unclassi-
fied form, but may include a classified
annex.

(3) BRIEFING.—The Secretary shall brief the
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs of the Senate and the
Committee on Homeland Security and the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives on
an annual basis on the findings of the most
recently submitted report under paragraph
D.

(d) REPORT ON SURVEILLANCE TECH-
NOLOGY.—Not later than 180 days after the
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary
shall submit to the Committee on Homeland
Security and Governmental Affairs of the
Senate and the Committee on Homeland Se-
curity and the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep-
resentatives an unredacted report on—

(1) all surveillance technology rec-
ommended by the Federal Protective Serv-
ice; and

(2) any intended use of the technology de-
scribed in paragraph (1).

(e) NO ADDITIONAL FUNDS.—No additional
funds are authorized to be appropriated for
the purpose of carrying out this Act.

(f) SUNSET AND REPORT.—

(1) SUNSET.—This Act shall cease to be ef-
fective on the date that is 5 years after the
date of enactment of this Act.

(2) GAO REPORT.—Not later than 5 years
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Comptroller General of the United States
shall submit to Congress a report on the ef-
fectiveness of this Act.

(g) APPLICATION.—This
apply to—

(1) General Services Administration facili-
ties under protection of the Federal Protec-
tive Service; and

(2) non-General Services Administration
facilities that pay fees to the Federal Pro-
tective Service for protection.

Act shall only
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Louisiana (Mr. GRAVES) and the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. LARSEN)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Louisiana.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days in which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on S. 3613.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, S. 3613, the Improving
Federal Building Security Act of 2024,
will strengthen security of Federal
buildings by ensuring agencies are held
accountable for the security decisions
they make.

Specifically, the legislation would re-
quire Federal agencies to respond to se-
curity recommendations of the Federal
Protective Service and provide a jus-
tification for recommendations that
are not implemented.

Given the ongoing security chal-
lenges identified by the Government
Accountability Office at a Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure Committee
hearing in July, this bill will improve
security for those who work in or visit
Federal buildings across the Nation.

I thank the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi (Mr. EzZELL) for his work on the
House companion to this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I urge support of this
legislation and reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

I rise in support of this bill, which
will improve security for Federal em-
ployees and the members of the public
who visit Federal buildings. Federal fa-
cilities face a wide range of threats, in-
cluding active shooters, cyberattacks,
hostile surveillance, and explosive de-
vices.

While the Federal Protective Service,
or FPS, currently makes safety rec-
ommendations for Federal offices and
buildings, the tenant agencies in those
buildings often disregard FPS rec-
ommendations.

The Government Accountability Of-
fice of the GAO reported that between
fiscal years 2017 and 2021, tenant agen-
cies ignored about 57 percent of these
recommendations. S. 3613 will ensure
Federal agencies are following the
most up-to-date security recommenda-
tions to protect these facilities and the
people in them.

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

Mr. Speaker, in closing, this bill will
ensure that Federal agencies are fol-
lowing the most up-to-date security
recommendations to protect their fa-
cilities and people in them.
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I urge my colleagues to support this
legislation, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

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

In closing, Federal agencies need to
be held accountable for the security de-
cisions they make at Federal office
buildings. This bill will help achieve
that. By creating safer, more secure
workplaces, we can ensure Federal
workers can easily return to work in
person.

The Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture Committee favorably reported the
House companion. I urge support of S.
3613, so this legislation can be signed
into law and we can improve the safety
of our Federal workers.

Mr. Speaker, I want to make note,
the gentleman from Mississippi (Mr.
EZELL), a longtime law enforcement of-
ficer, was key in pushing the House bill
and fully supports this. Again, I urge
adoption, and yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BACON). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. GRAVES) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill, S.
3613.

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. GRAVES of Louisiana. 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.

——
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DISASTER CONTRACT
IMPROVEMENT ACT

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (S. 310) to establish an
advisory group to encourage and foster
collaborative efforts among individuals
and entities engaged in disaster recov-
ery relating to debris removal, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

S. 310

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 ‘‘Disaster
Contract Improvement Act’.

SEC. 2. OVERSIGHT ON DEBRIS REMOVAL.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis-
trator’” means the Administrator of the Fed-
eral Emergency Management Agency.

(2) DEBRIS REMOVAL PROGRAM.—The term
“‘debris removal program’> means the pro-
gram established under section 407 of the
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer-
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5173).

(b) ADVISORY WORKING GROUP.—
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