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(9) Any entity included in Supplement No.
4 to part 744 of title 15, Code of Federal Regu-
lations, or any successor regulation.

(10) Any subsidiary or successor to an enti-
ty specified in paragraphs (1) through (9).

(c) TREATMENT OF PRODUCTION.—For pur-
poses of this section, a battery shall be
treated as produced by an entity specified in
subsection (b) if such entity—

(1) assembles or manufactures the final
product that uses such battery; or

(2) creates or otherwise provides a major-
ity of the components used in such battery.

(d) WAIVERS.—

(1) RELATING TO ASSESSMENT.—The Sec-
retary of Homeland Security may waive the
prohibition under subsection (a) if the Sec-
retary assesses in the affirmative all of the
following:

(A) The batteries to be procured do not
pose a national security, data, or infrastruc-
ture risk to the United States.

(B) There is no available alternative to
procure batteries that are—

(i) of similar or better cost and quality;
and

(ii) produced by an entity not specified in
subsection (b).

(2) RELATING TO RESEARCH.—The Secretary
of Homeland Security may waive the prohi-
bition under subsection (a) if the Secretary
determines that the batteries to be procured
are for the sole purpose of research, evalua-
tion, training, testing, or analysis.

(3) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION.—Not later
than 15 days after granting a waiver under
this subsection, the Secretary of Homeland
Security shall submit to the Committee on
Homeland Security of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs of
the Senate a notification relating thereto.

(e) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary of Homeland Security shall sub-
mit to the Committee on Homeland Security
of the House of Representatives and the
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs of the Senate a report on
the anticipated impacts on mission and costs
on the Department of Homeland Security as-
sociated with carrying out this section, in-
cluding with respect to following compo-
nents of the Department:

(1) U.S. Customs and Border Protection, in-
cluding the U.S. Border Patrol.

(2) U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforce-
ment, including Homeland Security Inves-
tigations.

(3) The United States Secret Service.

(4) The Transportation Security Adminis-
tration.

(5) The United States Coast Guard.

(6) The Federal Protective Service.

(7) The Federal Emergency Management
Agency.

(8) The Federal Law Enforcement Training
Centers.

(9) The Cybersecurity and Infrastructure
Security Agency.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. GREEN) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CORREA)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Tennessee.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GREEN of Tennessee. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
in which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on H.R. 1166.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Tennessee?

There was no objection.

Mr. GREEN of Tennessee. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

I rise today in strong support of H.R.
1166, the Decoupling from Foreign Ad-
versarial Battery Dependence Act.

Our world continues to be incredibly
reliant on battery technology. Cur-
rently, the People’s Republic of China
produces the vast majority of the
world’s batteries. Dependence on bat-
teries that are largely manufactured in
an adversarial nation presents a seri-
ous risk to national security.

H.R. 1166 will prohibit DHS from pro-
curing battery technology from compa-
nies with known ties to the Chinese
Communist Party.

Mr. Speaker, I commend my col-
league from Florida, Mr. GIMENEZ, for
his strong work to address this issue,
and I reserve the balance of my time.

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

My fellow Democrats and I strongly
support the intent of this bill, which is
to confront our global adversaries and
build up an industrial manufacturing
base here at home in the United States.
We can’t give the Communist Party of
China any opportunity to undermine
our homeland security, and I support
the goal of this legislation to prohibit
DHS from buying batteries from cer-
tain Chinese companies.

Due to a Democratic amendment to
this bill in the last Congress, this pro-
hibition was expanded to include any
company using Uyghur forced labor or
companies identified by the Secretary
of Defense as Chinese military compa-
nies and those companies engaged in
activities contrary to U.S. national se-
curity or foreign policy interests
against the United States, according to
the Department of Commerce.

This bill also includes Democratic
language requiring DHS to produce a
report on the potential impacts and
costs associated with carrying out the
intent of this legislation before it be-
comes effective. That report will help
the DHS and Congress manage any un-
anticipated negative consequences of
this legislation.

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

Mr. GREEN of Tennessee. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield such time as he may con-
sume to the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. GIMENEZ).

Mr. GIMENEZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of H.R. 1166, the De-
coupling from Foreign Adversarial Bat-
tery Dependence Act.

As Communist China seeks to gain
influence in critical industries around
the world, the United States must be
at the forefront of combating and de-
coupling from the CCP. This includes
battery technology.

As we become more and more depend-
ent on battery technology, we need to
ensure that these batteries are sourced

March 10, 2025

from nonadversarial countries. As it
stands, Communist China produces ap-
proximately 80 percent of the world’s
batteries and roughly 70 percent of the
world’s lithium ion batteries. This de-
pendence puts U.S. supply chains at
risk and threatens our national secu-
rity.

Our government should not be spend-
ing tax dollars to procure batteries
from companies that profit from slave
labor or provide another avenue for the
CCP to expand their surveillance appa-
ratus here in the United States. As an
agency tasked with protecting the
homeland, the Department of Home-
land Security should not be procuring
batteries from a geopolitical adver-
sary.

H.R. 1166, the Decoupling from For-
eign Adversarial Battery Dependence
Act, is a critical first step in address-
ing this issue. Modeled after previous
provisions included in the FY 2024
NDAA, my legislation builds off of
these efforts and prohibits the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security from pro-
curing batteries from companies that
have deep ties to the CCP and engage
in human rights abuses.

H.R. 1166 helps our Nation take a step
forward in advancing our efforts to de-
couple from the PRC and safeguard
critical supply chains from exploi-
tation.

I am proud that this bill passed out
of the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity in a bipartisan manner last Con-
gress and was passed on the House
floor. I look forward to seeing it pass
and becoming law in the 119th Con-
gress.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘yes.”

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

Before I close, Mr. Speaker, I will
note that, in the last Congress, the
Senate made further improvements to
this measure not reflected in this bill
today. I support advancing H.R. 1166
today so that the Senate can continue
to work on this measure. I also thank
Mr. GIMENEZ for this legislation.

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

Mr. GREEN of Tennessee. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself the balance of my
time. I again urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 1166, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr.
GREEN) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1166.

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.

———

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Mr. Matthew
Hanley, one of his secretaries.
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PRODUCING ADVANCED TECH-
NOLOGIES FOR HOMELAND SECU-
RITY ACT

Mr. GREEN of Tennessee. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (H.R. 1692) to amend the
Homeland Security Act of 2002 to en-
able secure and trustworthy tech-
nology through other transaction con-
tracting authority, and for other pur-
poses.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1692

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Producing
Advanced Technologies for Homeland Secu-
rity Act” or the “PATHS Act”.

SEC. 2. RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ACQUISI-
TION PILOT PROGRAM EXTENSION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 831 of the
Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 391)
is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph
(1), by striking “Until September 30, 2024,
and subject to subsection (d)”’ and inserting
“Until September 30, 2028, and subject to
subsection (c¢)’’; and

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

“(3) OTHER TRANSACTION AUTHORITY IN-
VOLVING ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE.—Not later
than 72 hours after the use or extension of
the transaction authority authorized under
paragraph (1) involving artificial intelligence
technology, the Secretary shall notify the
Committee on Appropriations and the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and the Committee
on Homeland Security of the House of Rep-
resentatives and offer a briefing explaining
the reason for the use or extension.”’; and

(2) in subsection (c)(1), in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2024 and inserting ‘‘September
30, 2028,

(b) REDUCTION IN AMOUNT OF COVERED
CONTRACT AWARD.—Subparagraph (A) of sec-
tion 7113(d)(1) of the James M. Inhofe Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2023 (6 U.S.C. 112 note; Public Law 117-
263) is amended by striking ¢$4,000,000" and
inserting ‘‘$1,000,000°".

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. GREEN) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CORREA)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Tennessee.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GREEN of Tennessee. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
in which to revise and extend their re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-
rial on H.R. 1692.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. GREEN of Tennessee. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

I rise today in support of H.R. 1692,
the PATHS Act.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

DHS other transaction agreement, or
OTA, authority is an incredibly impor-
tant tool in the Department’s limited
arsenal of mechanisms to acquire new
research and prototypes. This bill reau-
thorizes the Department’s OTA author-
ity and also includes some common-
sense transparency reforms to DHS’
use of OTAs.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleague,
the gentleman from Mississippi (Mr.
GUEST), for his work on this measure,
and I reserve the balance of my time.

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

H.R. 1692 would once again allow the
Department of Homeland Security to
use other transaction authority, or
OTA, for 3 years.

Despite the efforts of Democrats in
the House and Senate, DHS lost its
OTA authority last year because one
Senator allowed it to lapse. OTA was a
vital tool that enabled DHS to work
with nontraditional government con-
tractors to more quickly obtain cut-
ting-edge emerging technologies that
addressed evolving threats.

Since September 2024, the lapse in
OTA, 50 projects have been disrupted,
including 1 that led to identifying
fraudulent documents, improving pas-
senger screening, and enhancing dis-
aster response.

Furthermore, 26 projects with ap-
proximately $20 million invested in
them, taxpayer-invested money, are at
the risk of being terminated by OTA at
this time. These projects include
projects such as border security, cyber-
security, counternarcotic security, and
a few others.

The expiration of DHS’ other trans-
action authority essentially will mean
inefficiency and waste, things that will
impede the Department’s ability to de-
velop solutions to keep our homeland
safe.

It is past time, Mr. Speaker, to ad-
vance this legislation and bring back
DHS’ ability to develop novel home-
land security technologies.

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

Mr. GREEN of Tennessee. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield such time as he may con-
sume to the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi (Mr. GUEST).

Mr. GUEST. Mr. Speaker, 1 rise
today in support of H.R. 1692, the Pro-
ducing Advanced Technologies for
Homeland Security Act, which I am
proud to have introduced along with
Congressman SHRI THANEDAR.

The Department of Homeland Secu-
rity has a constantly evolving mission.
To meet those threats, the Department
was previously granted the authority
to enter into other transactional agree-
ments, commonly known as OTAs.

These legally binding agreements al-
lowed the Department to engage with
nontraditional contractors that would
not normally do business with the Fed-
eral Government. This includes small
business innovators, public univer-
sities, and other cutting-edge techno-
logical incubators that help meet the
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research and development needs of the
Department of Homeland Security.

These entities have produced tech-
nology that serves as a force multiplier
to our Border Patrol agents and in-
clude technology that assists agents in
cargo and vehicle screening that can
detect illegal substances attempting to
be smuggled into the United States.

The applicability and usefulness of
this authority has been demonstrated
recently in my home State of Mis-
sissippi, as the University of Southern
Mississippi played a leading role in de-
veloping sensors for unmanned vehicles
for use by both DHS and the United
States Coast Guard. Unfortunately,
this was allowed to expire on Sep-
tember 30, 2024.

My bill would reauthorize and extend
the program’s OTA authority by 3
years, to 2028, while also providing ad-
ditional safeguards for the American
taxpayer.

The bill would also require advanced
notification to Congress should the au-
thority be used in advancement of arti-
ficial intelligence technology. Given
the rapid advancement in AI, it is crit-
ical that Congress remain informed and
aware of how Federal agencies are uti-
lizing AI to advance their mission.

To ensure greater transparency, the
safeguards in this bill would require
DHS to report on its website any con-
tract in excess of $1 million, reducing
the amount that was previously re-
quired to be reported from $4 million to
$1 million.

As we look to prevent waste, fraud,
and abuse, this legislation has in-
creased transparency requirements to
ensure maximum accountability to the
American people.
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Again, I thank Mr. THANEDAR for his
work on this important legislation, and
I appreciate Chairman GREEN and the
committee staff for their work on this
issue. I urge all Members to support
H.R. 1692.

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

Mr. Speaker, I thank Representatives
MICHAEL GUEST and SHRI THANEDAR for
sponsoring this legislation. I urge all
Members to restore other transaction
authority to the Department of Home-
land Security, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. GREEN of Tennessee. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself the balance of my
time.

Mr. Speaker, again, I urge my col-
leagues to support H.R. 1692, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr.
GREEN) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1692.

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. GREEN of Tennessee. Mr. Speak-
er, I object to the vote on the ground
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