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officers at ports of entry. It also rejected the Department’s request for an FY 2019 pay raise for
Border Patrol agents, ICE agents, CBP officers, and other civilian DHS employees.*

The OMB guidance appears to stand in contrast to some of your stated priorities for the
Department. On November 8, 2017, you testified before this Comnittee on the importance of
technology and personnel—at and between ports of entry-—in securing our nation’s borders.,
You said, “There is no need for a wall from sea to shining sea,” and, “There’s a lot that we can
do with technology to help secure our borders,” also adding, “We need the best and brightest
both in terms of personnel and technology at the ports.” In a pre-hearing questionnaire, you
described the role and value of VIPR teams as follows:

“I believe it is important that the Department have some specially trained personnel who
are deployable anywhere for enhanced deterrence or response to threals against critical
mass fransportation modes. The Visible Intermodal Prevention and Response (VIPR)
teams of TSA serve that role, "

According to the OMB docunient, DHS” appeals to the FY 2019 OMB guidance were
due by December 1, 2017 and were required to be submitted in writing and approved by you. In
order to better understand the Department’s budgetary needs, I ask that you provide me with a
copy of all written appeals that DHS—and/or any of its components and subcomponents—
submitted to OMB in response to the “Department of Homeland Security Fiscal Year 2019
Budget and Policy Guidance” document.

Additionally, please provide answers to the following questions:

Border Security

1. Do you support OMB’s recommendation for $1.6 billion in FY 2019 to construct a
border wall in the Rio Grande Valley of Texas? Why or why not?

a. Why did DHS initially seek $900 million—rather than $1.6 billion—for
border wall construction?

2. Do you support OMB guidance reducing the Department’s request for Remote Video
Surveillance Systems (RVSS) by $44.6 million? Why or why not?

" 1d.
> Senate Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs, Testimony of

Kirstjen M. Nielsen, Nomination Hearing for Kirstjen M. Nielsen to be Secretary, U.S.
Department of Homeland Security, 115th Cong. (Nov. §, 2017).

® Senate Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs, Pre-hearing
Questionnaire for the Nomination of Kirstien Nielsen to be Secretary, Department of Homeland
Security (Nov. 2, 2017).
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a. Why did DHS initially request $88.3 million for this technology?

b. Please provide a copy of the “out-year funding and acquisition plan for
completing the remaining required RVSS procurements in the RGV Sector”
that OMB requested by January 19, 2018.

. Do you support OMB’s recommendation not to include a $2.2 million increase DHS
requested for Tethered Acrostat Radar System (TARS) acquisition planning and the
purchase of a spare hull? Why or why not?

LS

a. Why did the Department initially seek increased funding for TARS
acquisition planning and the purchase of a spare hull in FY 20197

4, Do you support the OMB guidance delaying the Department’s $14.8 million request
to purchase 15 Coastal Interceptor Vessels in FY 20197 Why or why not?

a. Why did DHS initially request funding for these Coastal Interceptor Vessels?

5. Do you support OMB’s recommendation to reduce the Department’s request for a P-3
aircraft technology refresh by $7.9 million, Multi-Role Enforcement Aircraft by
$28.4 million, UH-60 medium lift helicopters by $15.4 million, aircraft sensor
upgrades by $7.8 million, and Vehicle and Dismount Exploitation Radar by $11
million? Why or why not?

a. Why did DHS initially request funding for this technology and equipment?

6. Do you support the OMB guidance reducing the Department’s request for Border
Patrol Enforcement System maintenance by $18.8 million? Why or why not?

a. Why did DHS initially request $28.8 million for this technology?
7. Do you support the elimination of the Department’s request for $§25 million in
additional funding for High Risk Internal Cybersecurity Remediation? Why or why

not?

a. Why did DHS initially request this additional funding for High Risk Internal
Cybersecurity Remediation?

Counterterrorism Programs

8. Do you support the OMB guidance to eliminate the VIPR team program? Why or
why not?
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a. Do you still believe it is important that DHS have speeially trained personnel
who are deployable anywhere for enhanced deterrence or response to threats
against critical mass transportation nodes?

b. The guidance document indicates that OMDB overruled DHS’s request for
confinued VIPR program funding and instead instructed DHS to completely
eliminate the program. Why did DHS initially request more than $11 million
of funding lor VIPR teams?

9. OMB instructed DHS to plan to facilitate staffing reductions for VIPR teams through
attrition at the Federal Air Marshal Service (FAMS). In total, this is a reduction of
362 full-time employees from the FY 2017 Enacted Budget. OMB also instructed
DHS to cut an additional $27 million in FY 2019 from the FAMS budget. What will
be cut at FAMS in order to achieve $27 million in savings?

t0. Do you support the OMB guidance to cut nearly $11 million in funding for the
DNDO? Why or why not?

a. The guidance document indicates that OMB overruled DHS’s request for
additional DNDO funding in the FY 2019 budget request and instead
instructed DHS to make further cuts. Why did DHS initially request $1.4
million of additional funding in FY 2019?

11. Do you support the OMB guidance to cut an additional $44 million from DHS
counterterrorism programs in the FY 2019 budget? Why or why not?

a. Intotal, proposed cuts to DHS counterterrorism programs total $568 million
since the FY 2017 Enacted Budget. How can DHS have adequate resources to
assist states and localities in their counterterrorism efforts with $568 million
less in funding than in FY 20177

DHS Personnel

12. Do you support the OMB guidance to hire 2,000 additional ICE law enforcement
officers? Why or why not?

a. Why did DHS originally request 1,000 additional ICE law enforcement
officers?

b. Are you concerned that ICE will not have the resources to recruit, vet, and
hire 1,000 miore officers than DHS requested?

13. Do you support the OMB guidance to decrease the amount of funding for the Office

of Field Operations within CBP that DHS had originally requested by $88 million?
Why or why not?

DHS-001-1971-00366505/10/2022



DHS-001-1971-00366605/10/2022

DHS-001-1971-00366605/10/2022



DHS-001-1971-00366705/10/2022

DHS-001-1971-00366705/10/2022



DHS-001-1971-00366805/10/2022

DHS-001-1971-00366805/10/2022



DHS-001-1971-00366905/10/2022

DHS-001-1971-00366905/10/2022



DHS-001-1971-00367005/10/2022

DHS-001-1971-00367005/10/2022



DHS-001-1971-00367105/10/2022

DHS-001-1971-00367105/10/2022



DHS-001-1971-00367205/10/2022

DHS-001-1971-00367205/10/2022



DHS-001-1971-00367305/10/2022

DHS-001-1971-00367305/10/2022



DHS-001-1971-00367405/10/2022

DHS-001-1971-00367405/10/2022



. ) DHS-001-1971-00367505/10/2022
The Honorable Kirstjen Nielsen .

February 28, 2018
Page 2

be served by deporting this beloved teacher, father and husband rather than violent criminal
aliens who pose threals to their communities, and it is for that reason that Congress has no choice
but to assist DIS in identifying priorities for deportation. No reading of the term “Priorities”
would grant any non-priority populations any legal protection, though, and DHS’s insinuation
that it does makes it difficult to trust DHS’s policy feedback in the future.

DHS also said in its statement that the bipartisan amendment “Fails to Secure the
Border.” The Rounds-King amendment would appropriate $25 billion—the entire amount the
Administration requested for border security3~——f0r the construction of phystcal barriers, border
security technologies, tactical infrastructure, marine vessels, aircraft, unmanned aerial systems,
facilities and equipment. On top of that, the amendment provides over $1.5 billion for
“impedance and denial,” $658 million for “domain awareness,” and $143 million for access and
mobility just for Fiscal Year (FY) 2018. The amendment also includes $148 million in FY 2018
for the “retention, recruitment, and relocation of officers of Border Patrol Agents, Customs
Officers, and Air and Marine personnel, and an additional $75 million specifically to hire 615
Customs and Border Protection Officers (CBPOs). As vou know, most of the illegal opioids
ravaging this country are coming through those ports, making these CBPOs even more critical to
our nation’s security than ever,

DHS states that the amendment is “Not a DREAMer Bill, But a Mass Amnesty Bill for
Iltegal Aliens of All Ages.” However, while the bipartisan amendment includes a pathway to
citizenship for certain individuals, it still requires background checks, paying fees, and a record
clear of felonies, significant misdemeanors, or three or more misdemeanors. The pathway to
citizenship in the amendment is twice as long as that afforded to Dreamers in the bipartisan
comprehensive immigration reform amendment which passed the Senate in 2013.°

DHS also states that the amendment “Expands Chain Migration.” This is simply false.
No additional family members are eligible for citizenship under the amendment. DHS states that
providing citizenship to Dreamers means that “these individuals would then be able to bring over
all of extended families [sic] through chain migration, who in turn could bring in their foreign
relatives, potentially increasing the legalized population of aliens to 10 million.” Thisisa
significant misrepresentation of immigration law by the Department charged with administering
it. Citizens are limited to sponsoring immediate family members—not “all of their relatives”—
and even then immigrants must surmount background checks and usually wait years to come to
the United States.

nation/wp/2018/02/04/a-chemistry-professor-got-his-kids-ready-for-school-then-ice-arrested-
him-on-his-front-lawn/?utm_term=.f94648a67{93).

? Executive Office of the President, White House Framework on Immigration Reform &
Border Security (Jan. 25, 2018) (www.whitehouse.gov/briefings-statements/white-house-
framework-immigration-reform-border-security/).

4. 744, 113th Cong. (2013).
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In order to better understand the Department’s priorities related to NBAF and your

office’s justification for moving operational responsibility of NBAF, I ask that you provide a
staff-level briefing and written answers to the following questions:

I

I~

What 1s the current status of the planned MORS contract? Please include information
about who will manage the contract, plans for contract awards and RFPs, and contract
oversight. What would the next steps have been in the MORS contract process had OMB
not directed DHS to suspend further action?

Will suspension of action on the MORS contract delay either the full completion o
operation of NBAF? '

The OMB guidance stated that “DHS does not have a mission need for the NBAF
facility.”® Does this proposal merely reallocate the operational responsibility and funding
for NBAF from DHS to USDA, or represent the assumption by USDA of some or all of
DHS’s bio and agro-defense responsibilities? What assurances can DHS make that the
research conducted at NBAF will remain a national security priority through the
budgeting process?

Does DHS have further plans to reorganize or reallocate S&T among other departments
or agencics?

The OMB guidance indicated that USDA and DHS would constitute an NBAF transition
team by December 8, 2017.7

a. Please identify the USDA and DHS officials on the transition team.
b. Please describe the transition team’s accomplishments to date.

The OMB guidance indicated that the NBAF transition team would develop a series of
reports throughout the transition process.® Please provide the following reports:

a. The NBAF transition report which details the transition plan including an
integrated master schedule, a communication strategy to “socialize” the proposed
NBAF transition, and contingency plans for each agency should the transition
proposal be blocked or delayed;

b. The report on making the National Biodefense Analysis and Countermeasures
Center more cost-ctficient and efforts to expand its customer base; and

7
"I,
$1d
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