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Issuance Review Act. I thank the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. IVEY) for 
this commonsense oversight legisla-
tion. I urge support of the measure, 
and I reserve the balance of my time. 

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

The Department of Homeland Secu-
rity Policy Issuance Review Act will 
codify the Department of Homeland 
Security’s policy issuance and review 
process to ensure DHS provides up-to- 
date policy guidance for its more than 
260,000 employees. 

Policies provide important clarity on 
what is expected of DHS employees as 
they carry out the critical work of the 
Department. These policies outline 
how to uphold civil liberties and civil 
rights while conducting criminal inves-
tigations, how to ensure grant funds 
are used in accordance with congres-
sional intent, and how to incorporate 
new technology into the agency oper-
ations. 

Some DHS policies have not been re-
viewed or updated for many years in 
accordance with the Department’s re-
quirements. H.R. 6231 will address this 
by providing Congress greater insight 
into the issuance, review, and revision 
of the Departmentwide policies. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. IVEY). 

Mr. IVEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to speak on behalf of my bill, the De-
partment of Homeland Security Policy 
Issuance Review Act, H.R. 6231. 

DHS has over 800 Departmentwide 
policies. While many of these policies 
relate to internal management func-
tions of the Department, others pro-
vide critical guidance for employees on 
issues such as use of force by law en-
forcement officers, the personal and 
professional use of social media, and 
the ethical code of conduct. 

The Department has a requirement 
that all policies be reviewed every 2 
years. However, a recent review by the 
Committee on Homeland Security 
found that DHS rarely met this dead-
line, and some foundational policies 
had not received meaningful review 
since their issuance. 

My bill addresses this shortcoming 
by making the Department’s policy 
issuance and review process a formal 
responsibility of the DHS Under Sec-
retary for management. 

My bill also provides Congress with 
greater transparency into how and 
when DHS updates policies by requir-
ing the Department to provide Con-
gress an annual briefing on policies 
issued, reviewed, and canceled. My bill 
also requires DHS to inform Congress 
on its staffing needs to help ensure the 
Department has the resources needed 
to review and revise its policies in a 
timely manner. 

H.R. 6231 is necessary to ensure that 
Congress has greater visibility into 
how the Department is managing its 
policy issuance program and to prevent 
any lengthy delays in the review and 
revision of critical departmental docu-
ments. 

In closing, I thank my colleagues 
from both sides of the aisle for cospon-
soring this bill, Representatives 
CLARKE, BISHOP of North Carolina, and 
EZELL. I would also like to thank my 
colleagues on the Homeland Security 
Committee for passing this legislation 
out of committee unanimously. Fi-
nally, I thank DHS staff, who provided 
valuable insight and feedback on the 
Department’s policy review process. 

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

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

This bipartisan bill is a commonsense 
way for Congress to ensure that DHS 
policies are updated on time, and if 
they are not updated, that Congress 
will hear about it and take appropriate 
action. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support H.R. 6231, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

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

Again, I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this bill. This is a bipartisan bill. 
Mr. IVEY put a lot of work into this. It 
makes good common sense, and it al-
lows us to oversee the Department 
with more authority and effectiveness. 
I fully support it, and I urge my col-
leagues to do so. I yield back the bal-
ance 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. 6231. 

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. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
A message from the Senate by Ms. 

Byrd, one of its clerks, announced that 
the Senate has passed bills of the fol-
lowing titles in which the concurrence 
of the House is requested: 

S. 288. An act to prevent, treat, and cure 
tuberculosis globally. 

S. 4698. An act to authorize the Joint Task 
Forces of the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity, and for other purposes. 

f 

EMERGING INNOVATIVE BORDER 
TECHNOLOGIES ACT 

Mr. GREEN of Tennessee. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H.R. 7832) to require the 
Secretary of Homeland Security to de-
velop a plan to identify, integrate, and 
deploy new, innovative, disruptive, or 
other emerging or advanced tech-
nologies to enhance, or address capa-
bility gaps in, border security oper-
ations, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 7832 
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 ‘‘Emerging 
Innovative Border Technologies Act’’. 
SEC. 2. INNOVATIVE AND EMERGING BORDER 

TECHNOLOGY PLAN. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Homeland Security, acting 
through the Commissioner of U.S. Customs 
and Border Protection (CBP) and the Under 
Secretary for Science and Technology of the 
Department 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 plan to 
identify, integrate, and deploy new, innova-
tive, disruptive, or other emerging or ad-
vanced technologies that may incorporate 
artificial intelligence, machine-learning, au-
tomation, fiber-optic sensing technology, 
nanotechnology, optical and cognitive radar, 
modeling and simulation technology, 
hyperspectral and LIDAR sensors, imaging, 
identification, and categorization systems, 
or other emerging or advanced technologies, 
to enhance, or address capability gaps in, 
border security operations. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The plan required under 
subsection (a) shall include the following: 

(1) Information regarding how CBP utilizes 
CBP Innovation Team authority under sub-
section (c) and other mechanisms to carry 
out the purposes specified in subsection (a). 

(2) An assessment of the contributions di-
rectly attributable to such utilization. 

(3) Information regarding the composition 
of each CBP Innovation Team, and how each 
such Team coordinates and integrates efforts 
with the CBP acquisition program office and 
other partners within CBP and the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security. 

(4) Identification of technologies used by 
other Federal departments or agencies not in 
use by CBP that could assist in enhancing, or 
addressing capability gaps in, border secu-
rity operations. 

(5) An analysis of authorities available to 
CBP to procure technologies referred to sub-
section (a), and an assessment as to whether 
additional or alternative authorities are 
needed to carry out the purposes specified in 
such subsection. 

(6) An explanation of how CBP plans to 
scale existing programs related to emerging 
or advanced technologies into programs of 
record. 

(7) A description of each planned security- 
related technology program, including objec-
tives, goals, and timelines for each such pro-
gram. 

(8) An assessment of the privacy and secu-
rity impact on border communities of secu-
rity-related technology. 

(9) An assessment of CBP legacy border 
technology programs that could be phased 
out and replaced by technologies referred to 
in subsection (a), and cost estimates relating 
to such phase out and replacement. 

(10) Information relating to how CBP is co-
ordinating with the Department of Home-
land Security’s Science and Technology Di-
rectorate to— 

(A) research and develop new, innovative, 
disruptive, or other emerging or advanced 
technologies to carry out the purposes speci-
fied in subsection (a); 

(B) identify security-related technologies 
that are in development or deployed by the 
private and public sectors that may satisfy 
the mission needs of CBP, with or without 
adaptation; 

(C) incentivize the private sector to de-
velop technologies that may help CBP meet 
mission needs to enhance, or address capa-
bility gaps in, border security operations; 
and 
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(D) identify and assess ways to increase op-

portunities for communication and collabo-
ration with the private sector, small and dis-
advantaged businesses, intra-governmental 
entities, university centers of excellence, 
and Federal laboratories to leverage emerg-
ing technology and research within the pub-
lic and private sectors. 

(11) Information on metrics and key per-
formance parameters for evaluating the ef-
fectiveness of efforts to identify, integrate, 
and deploy new, innovative, disruptive, or 
other emerging or advanced technologies to 
carry out the purposes specified in sub-
section (a). 

(12) An identification of recent techno-
logical advancements in the following: 

(A) Manned aircraft sensor, communica-
tion, and common operating picture tech-
nology. 

(B) Unmanned aerial systems and related 
technology, including counter-unmanned 
aerial system technology. 

(C) Surveillance technology, including the 
following: 

(i) Mobile surveillance vehicles. 
(ii) Associated electronics, including cam-

eras, sensor technology, and radar. 
(iii) Tower-based surveillance technology. 
(iv) Advanced unattended surveillance sen-

sors. 
(v) Deployable, lighter-than-air, ground 

surveillance equipment. 
(D) Nonintrusive inspection technology, in-

cluding non-X-ray devices utilizing muon to-
mography and other advanced detection 
technology. 

(E) Tunnel detection technology. 
(F) Communications equipment, including 

the following: 
(i) Radios. 
(ii) Long-term evolution broadband. 
(iii) Miniature satellites. 
(13) Any other information the Secretary 

determines relevant. 
(c) CBP INNOVATION TEAM AUTHORITY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Commissioner of CBP 

is authorized to maintain one or more CBP 
Innovation Teams to research and adapt 
commercial technologies that are new, inno-
vative, disruptive, or otherwise emerging or 
advanced that may be used by CBP to en-
hance, or address capability gaps in border 
security operations and urgent mission 
needs, and assess potential outcomes, to in-
clude any negative consequences, of the in-
troduction of emerging or advanced tech-
nologies with respect to which documented 
capability gaps in border security operations 
are yet to be determined. 

(2) OPERATING PROCEDURES, PLANNING, 
STRATEGIC GOALS.—The Commissioner of 
CBP shall require each team maintained pur-
suant to paragraph (1) to establish the fol-
lowing: 

(A) Operating procedures that include spec-
ificity regarding roles and responsibilities 
within each such team and with respect to 
Department of Homeland Security and non- 
Federal partners, and protocols for entering 
into agreements to rapidly transition such 
technologies to existing or new programs of 
record to carry out the purposes specified in 
subsection (a). 

(B) Planning and strategic goals for each 
such team that includes projected costs, 
time frames, metrics, and key performance 
parameters relating to the achievement of 
identified strategic goals, including a metric 
to measure the rate at which technologies 
described in subsection (a) are transitioned 
to existing or new programs of record in ac-
cordance with subparagraph (A) 

(3) REPORTING.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act 
and annually thereafter, the Commissioner 
of CBP 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 information relating to the ac-
tivities CBP Innovation Teams, including in-
formation regarding the following: 

(A) Copies of operating procedures and pro-
tocols under paragraph (2)(A) and planning 
and strategic goals required under paragraph 
(2)(B). 

(B) Descriptions of the technologies piloted 
by each such team over the immediately pre-
ceding fiscal year, including information re-
garding which such technologies are deter-
mined successful and an identification of 
documented capability gaps that are ad-
dressed. 

(C) Information on the status of efforts to 
rapidly transition technologies determined 
successful to existing or new programs of 
record. 

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. 7832. 

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. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 7832, the Emerging Innovative 
Border Technologies Act. This bill 
would enable Congress to better equip 
frontline personnel with the tools and 
resources necessary to secure and pro-
tect the United States border. 

It is a necessary piece of legislation 
amidst the current crisis at our south-
west border. I thank the gentleman 
from California (Mr. CORREA) for his 
attention to this matter. 

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

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

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 7832, the Emerging 
Innovative Border Technologies Act, is 
an opportunity to improve the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security’s ability to 
quickly acquire innovative tech-
nologies, like artificial intelligence 
and machine learning, that enhance 
border technologies overall. 

With newer, more innovative tech-
nologies, we can improve CBP’s tar-
geting and our detection capabilities, 
which will help officers find and stop 
more illegal drugs before they flood our 
communities and harm our children. 

By requiring the Secretary of Home-
land Security to create a plan to ad-
dress capability gaps and integrate in-
novative technologies, like AI, ma-
chine learning, and nanotechnology, 
into our border security operations, 
this bill would force the Department of 
Homeland Security to think strategi-
cally about opportunities to work with 

private-sector operators and others to 
develop and implement the latest tech-
nologies. 

My bill also authorizes CBP’s Innova-
tion Team, which works with frontline 
agents and officers to develop and pilot 
promising technologies that help them 
do their jobs, primarily keeping Ameri-
cans safe. 

The Innovation Team finds and tests 
new commercial technologies, works 
with companies to adapt them for use 
along our border, and then helps the 
successful programs navigate govern-
ment procurement bureaucracies so 
they can help scale up quickly to meet 
the government’s needs. 

Innovative technologies don’t just 
help with catching drugs. New tech-
nologies can also help detect victims of 
human trafficking or migrants in need 
of help in the middle of a desert. 

New technologies can also help Bor-
der Patrol agents communicate reli-
ably in remote areas. When an agent is 
down or finds somebody injured, the 
ability to communicate quickly can 
literally save lives and be the dif-
ference between life and death. 

Technology also helps CBP facilitate 
legal trade and travel. Long lines at 
our ports of entry can result in produce 
spoiling as opposed to making it to our 
grocery stores. 

No one enjoys long lines at the air-
port. I am proud to represent 
Disneyland, and I know that most 
international travelers want to get to 
go see Minnie and Mickey as soon as 
possible. 

While we clearly need more man-
power at our ports of entry, new tech-
nologies can help get people and goods 
on their way to our markets and to our 
communities much quicker and much 
safer. 

My legislation is just one way of 
many ways that Congress can support 
our border agents. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Congressman 
LUTTRELL and his team for working 
with us to make sure this piece of leg-
islation is successful. I also thank my 
colleagues from the Committee on 
Homeland Security for their bipartisan 
support. I hope we continue to come to-
gether to craft bipartisan solutions to 
making our border more secure and 
support our men and women working 
in a safer environment on a daily basis. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my House col-
leagues to support H.R. 7832, and I yield 
back the balance 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. 7832, 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. 7832. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 
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A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

CUSTOMS TRADE PARTNERSHIP 
AGAINST TERRORISM PILOT 
PROGRAM ACT OF 2023 
Mr. GREEN of Tennessee. Mr. Speak-

er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (S. 794) to require a pilot 
program on the participation of non- 
asset-based third-party logistics pro-
viders in the Customs-Trade Partner-
ship Against Terrorism. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

S. 794 
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 ‘‘Customs 
Trade Partnership Against Terrorism Pilot 
Program Act of 2023’’ or the ‘‘CTPAT Pilot 
Program Act of 2023’’. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-

TEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional 
committees’’ means— 

(A) the Committee on Homeland Security 
and Governmental Affairs and the Com-
mittee on Finance of the Senate; and 

(B) the Committee on Homeland Security 
and the Committee on Ways and Means of 
the House of Representatives. 

(2) CTPAT.—The term ‘‘CTPAT’’ means 
the Customs Trade Partnership Against Ter-
rorism established under subtitle B of title II 
of the Security and Accountability for Every 
Port Act (6 U.S.C. 961 et seq.). 
SEC. 3. PILOT PROGRAM ON PARTICIPATION OF 

THIRD-PARTY LOGISTICS PRO-
VIDERS IN CTPAT. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Home-

land Security shall carry out a pilot program 
to assess whether allowing entities described 
in subsection (b) to participate in CTPAT 
would enhance port security, combat ter-
rorism, prevent supply chain security 
breaches, or otherwise meet the goals of 
CTPAT. 

(2) FEDERAL REGISTER NOTICE.—Not later 
than one year after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary shall publish 
in the Federal Register a notice specifying 
the requirements for the pilot program re-
quired by paragraph (1). 

(b) ENTITIES DESCRIBED.—An entity de-
scribed in this subsection is— 

(1) a non-asset-based third-party logistics 
provider that— 

(A) arranges international transportation 
of freight and is licensed by the Department 
of Transportation; and 

(B) meets such other requirements as the 
Secretary specifies in the Federal Register 
notice required by subsection (a)(2); or 

(2) an asset-based third-party logistics pro-
vider that— 

(A) facilitates cross border activity and is 
licensed or bonded by the Federal Maritime 
Commission, the Transportation Security 
Administration, U.S. Customs and Border 
Protection, or the Department of Transpor-
tation; 

(B) manages and executes logistics services 
using its own warehousing assets and re-
sources on behalf of its customers; and 

(C) meets such other requirements as the 
Secretary specifies in the Federal Register 
notice required by subsection (a)(2). 

(c) REQUIREMENTS.—In carrying out the 
pilot program required by subsection (a)(1), 
the Secretary shall— 

(1) ensure that— 
(A) not more than 10 entities described in 

paragraph (1) of subsection (b) participate in 
the pilot program; and 

(B) not more than 10 entities described in 
paragraph (2) of that subsection participate 
in the program; 

(2) provide for the participation of those 
entities on a voluntary basis; 

(3) continue the program for a period of not 
less than one year after the date on which 
the Secretary publishes the Federal Register 
notice required by subsection (a)(2); and 

(4) terminate the pilot program not more 
than 5 years after that date. 

(d) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 180 
days after the termination of the pilot pro-
gram under subsection (c)(4), the Secretary 
shall submit to the appropriate congres-
sional committees a report on the findings 
of, and any recommendations arising from, 
the pilot program concerning the participa-
tion in CTPAT of entities described in sub-
section (b), including an assessment of par-
ticipation by those entities. 
SEC. 4. REPORT ON EFFECTIVENESS OF CTPAT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Comptroller General of the United States 
shall submit to the appropriate congres-
sional committees a report assessing the ef-
fectiveness of CTPAT. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report required by sub-
section (a) shall include the following: 

(1) An analysis of— 
(A) security incidents in the cargo supply 

chain during the 5-year period preceding sub-
mission of the report that involved criminal 
activity, including drug trafficking, human 
smuggling, commercial fraud, or terrorist 
activity; and 

(B) whether those incidents involved par-
ticipants in CTPAT or entities not partici-
pating in CTPAT. 

(2) An analysis of causes for the suspension 
or removal of entities from participating in 
CTPAT as a result of security incidents dur-
ing that 5-year period. 

(3) An analysis of the number of active 
CTPAT participants involved in one or more 
security incidents while maintaining their 
status as participants. 

(4) Recommendations to the Commissioner 
of U.S. Customs and Border Protection for 
improvements to CTPAT to improve preven-
tion of security incidents in the cargo supply 
chain involving participants in CTPAT. 
SEC. 5. NO ADDITIONAL FUNDS AUTHORIZED. 

No additional funds are authorized to be 
appropriated for the purpose of carrying out 
this Act. 

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 S. 794. 

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. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of S. 
794, the CTPAT Pilot Program Act of 

2023, which would establish a pilot pro-
gram to assess the security benefits of 
providers in the Customs-Trade Part-
nership Against Terrorism program. I 
urge support, and I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

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

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased that we 
are here today to consider S. 794, the 
Customs Trade Partnership Against 
Terrorism Pilot Program Act of 2023. 
This important legislation will further 
strengthen the security of cargo ship-
ments arriving in the United States. 

As we work to build a resilient sup-
ply chain and prevent dangerous 
threats from reaching our commu-
nities, it is critical that customs offi-
cers work closely with importers, ship-
pers, carriers, and others to ensure 
both fast and secure travel. The 
CTPAT program encourages this. 

In response to faster processing at 
our ports of entry, members of the 
trade community participating in this 
program adopt tighter security meas-
ures throughout their global supply 
chain. Today, more than 11,400 compa-
nies currently participate in the 
CTPAT program, accounting for about 
52 percent of cargo imports into the 
United States. 

Despite the success of the program, 
certain third-party logistics providers 
are excluded from even applying for 
membership. Further expanding access 
to CTPAT will help U.S. businesses and 
improve supply chain security to pre-
vent terrorists and terrorist threats 
from reaching our communities. 

Specifically, this bill establishes a 5- 
year pilot program to allow certain 
third-party logistics providers to join 
this very important program. We hope 
to see how the participation of third- 
party logistics providers helps CBP en-
hance port security and mitigate sup-
ply chain breaches. 

I thank Senator CORNYN for leading 
this legislation in the Senate and my 
colleague, Representative ELISSA 
SLOTKIN, for leading this legislation in 
the House. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this bill, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. GREEN of Tennessee. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield such time as he may con-
sume to the gentleman from Louisiana 
(Mr. HIGGINS), the chairman of the Sub-
committee on Border Security and En-
forcement. 

Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank Chairman GREEN for 
recognizing me for such time as I may 
consume, whereas any other Member of 
Congress would need only about 1 
minute to provide this commentary. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of S. 
794, the CTPAT Pilot Program Act of 
2023. 

Since 2001, the United States Cus-
toms and Border Protection’s CTPAT 
program has been reducing vulnerabil-
ity throughout the supply chain by 
incentivizing greater security meas-
ures with certified trade partners. 
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