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‘‘(iii) any other statutory authority or ap-

propriation for projects described in subpara-
graph (A).’’. 

(b) REPORTING.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 

after the date of the enactment of this Act 
and annually thereafter, the Commissioner 
of U.S. Customs and Border Protection shall 
submit to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs of the Senate, 
the Committee on Appropriations of the Sen-
ate, the Committee on Homeland Security of 
the House of Representatives, and the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives a report that includes the 
elements described in paragraph (2). 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The elements described in 
this paragraph are the following: 

(A) A summary of all maintenance projects 
conducted pursuant to section 411(o)(3) of the 
Homeland Security Act of 2002, as added by 
subsection (a) during the prior fiscal year. 

(B) Information relating to the cost of each 
project referred to in subparagraph (A) of 
such section. 

(C) An identification of the account that 
funded each such project, if applicable. 

(D) any budgetary transfers, if applicable, 
that funded each such project. 

(c) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—Section 422(a) 
of the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 
U.S.C. 232(a)) is amended by inserting ‘‘sec-
tion 411(o)(3) of this Act and’’ after ‘‘Admin-
istrator under’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. TONY GONZALES) and the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
CORREA) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. TONY GONZALES of Texas. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks and to include extra-
neous material on H.R. 8150. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. TONY GONZALES of Texas. Mr. 

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of my bipartisan bill, H.R. 8150, the Re-
ducing Excessive Vetting Authorities 
to Maintain our Ports Act. 

Land ports of entry are a critical line 
of defense against fentanyl, drugs, and 
other illicit contraband that have 
plagued our communities. 

Our ports of entry also bring in bil-
lions of dollars’ worth of trade into our 
economy and serve as a lifeline for 
many cities along the border. 

To help Customs officers carry out 
their mission, our international 
bridges must be kept in the best shape 
possible. My bill does just that by re-
ducing the bureaucracy that is re-
quired to repair and maintain our ports 
of entry. 

While the GSA has the primary au-
thority to maintain our Federal facili-
ties, there is a significant backlog for 
these projects and our ports of entry 
are no exception. 

Currently, the GSA grants CBP the 
ability to perform limited repair 

projects if the cost is less than $100,000. 
Delegating this authority saves every-
one time, and we all know that time is 
money. 

My commonsense legislation would 
simply increase that number from 
$100,000 to a $300,000 threshold so that 
more of these minor projects at our 
ports of entry can be done quickly and 
efficiently. 

This helps trade, this helps our tax-
payers, and this helps our Customs per-
sonnel that work so hard to secure our 
borders. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
vote ‘‘yes’’ on H.R. 8150, the REVAMP 
Act, and I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
8150, which allows Customs and Border 
Protection to make low-cost mainte-
nance repairs at our ports of entry 
without involving the General Service 
Administration. 

It makes sense to allow CBP to carry 
out expedited low-cost repairs needed 
to facilitate their operations at our 
ports of entry. We should not let minor 
maintenance issues slow down or dis-
rupt legal trade and travel through our 
ports of entry. I am proud to be an 
original cosponsor of this legislation, 
which eliminates red tape. 

I thank Representative GONZALES for 
leading this important initiative. This 
is a commonsense bill, Mr. Speaker. It 
allows CBP to carry out low-cost re-
pairs needed to facilitate the oper-
ations at our ports of entry. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all my colleagues 
to support this measure, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. TONY GONZALES of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I urge my colleagues to sup-
port H.R. 8150, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. TONY 
GONZALES) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 8150, as 
amended. 

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

WORKING DOG HEALTH AND 
WELFARE ACT OF 2023 

Mr. BURLISON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(S. 2414) to require agencies with work-
ing dog programs to implement the 
recommendations of the Government 
Accountability Office relating to the 
health and welfare of working dogs, 
and for other purposes. 

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

S. 2414 
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 ‘‘Working 

Dog Health and Welfare Act of 2023’’. 
SEC. 2. IMPLEMENTATION OF WORKING DOG 

RECOMMENDATIONS. 
(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) WORKING DOG.—The term ‘‘working dog’’ 
means a dog that has received specialized 
training in order to perform a particular pro-
ductive function. 

(3) WORKING DOG PROGRAM.—The term 
‘‘working dog program’’ means a program, 
the operations of which include the employ-
ment of working dogs. 

(4) WORKING DOG RECOMMENDATIONS.—The 
term ‘‘working dog recommendations’’ 
means the recommendations included in the 
report of the Government Accountability Of-
fice entitled ‘‘Working Dogs: Federal Agen-
cies Need to Better Address Health and Wel-
fare’’, as published in October 2022. 

(b) IMPLEMENTATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
head of each agency that manages a working 
dog program shall implement the working 
dog recommendations. 

(2) CONTRACTORS.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, a 
contractor that manages a working dog pro-
gram on behalf of an agency shall implement 
the working dog recommendations. 

(3) REPORT.—Not later than 60 days after 
the date on which the head of an agency or 
a contractor that manages a working dog 
program on behalf of an agency implements 
the working dog recommendations under 
this subsection, the head of the agency shall 
submit to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs of the Senate 
and the Committee on Oversight and Ac-
countability of the House of Representatives 
a report on the explicit steps the agency or 
contractor has taken to complete the imple-
mentation. 

(c) FOREIGN PARTNERS.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of State shall take appropriate 
steps to ensure that donations of working 
dogs provided to foreign partners by the De-
partment of State are executed and mon-
itored according to the working dog rec-
ommendations. 

(d) NEW WORKING DOG PROGRAMS.—With re-
spect to an agency that establishes a work-
ing dog program, or enters into a contract 
for the establishment of a working dog pro-
gram, after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the head of the agency shall ensure that 
the working dog program implements the 
working dog recommendations. 

(e) NO ADDITIONAL FUNDS.—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 
Missouri (Mr. BURLISON) and the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. RASKIN) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. BURLISON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on this 
measure. 

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

There was no objection. 
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Mr. BURLISON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of S. 

2414, the Working Dog Health and Wel-
fare Act of 2023. 

As of February 2022, there are nearly 
5,500 working dogs that have served in 
the Federal Government. They are 
tasked with many jobs, including the 
detection of explosives, narcotics, and 
missing persons. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to support this commonsense 
measure, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

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

Mr. Speaker, the Working Dog 
Health and Welfare Act, S. 2414, re-
quires agencies that manage working 
dog programs to implement rec-
ommendations that were made by the 
GAO in 2022 to improve the health and 
welfare and safety of working dogs. 

It would also require any new pro-
gram to comply with these rec-
ommendations. Agencies and contrac-
tors across the government use work-
ing dogs to support critical mission 
areas, such as law enforcement and se-
curity. 

As of February 2022, Federal Govern-
ment entities employed over 5,600 dogs. 
They help to detect explosives and nar-
cotics, they conduct patrols and search 
and rescue missions, they help detect 
and apprehend suspects, and they sup-
port wildlife management. However, 
there is currently no consensus health 
and welfare standard that applies to 
the management of Federal working 
dogs. 

In its report, GAO identified 18 crit-
ical issues important to the health and 
welfare of working dogs, which the 
agencies should address. That includes 
recommendations on everything from 
detection of abuse, neglect, and emer-
gency medical care, to rest, length of 
on-duty time, and then canine retire-
ment. 

GAO found that of the 40 Federal 
working dog programs that are directly 
managed by Federal agencies, only 9 
addressed all of these issues as impor-
tant to the health and welfare of the 
dogs. 

The bill requires all departments, 
agencies, and contractors managing 
working dog programs on behalf of an 
agency to implement these rec-
ommendations within 6 months of the 
bill’s enactment. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge Members to sup-
port this commonsense bill for animal 
welfare and animal rights and for those 
dogs who work hard in the Federal 
Government, and I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. BURLISON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
4 minutes to the gentleman from Indi-
ana (Mr. YAKYM). 

Mr. YAKYM. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of S. 2414, the Work-
ing Dog Health and Welfare Act. I was 
happy to work with Senator BRAUN and 
be the sponsor of the bipartisan House 
companion bill, H.R. 6950. 

Over 5,500 working dogs perform var-
ious tasks in the 40 programs across 
the Federal Government. These impres-
sive animals are essential to the daily 
operations of law enforcement and to 
our national defense. 

They keep us safe by chasing down 
criminals and by finding deadly nar-
cotics. Famously, a Delta Force work-
ing dog named Conan heroically helped 
neutralize the leader of ISIS, Abu Bakr 
al-Baghdadi, in a raid in Syria back in 
2019. 

They also help with disaster relief 
and search and rescue efforts. These 
hardworking and heroic canines de-
serve the best care, but a government 
accountability audit found that none of 
the 40 working dog programs were sat-
isfactory across all 18 aspects of care. 

This legislation is simple. It requires 
government agencies with working dog 
programs to implement the GAO’s sen-
sible recommendations for health and 
welfare of these remarkable working 
dogs that are in their care. 

I am very proud to sponsor the House 
companion bill for this legislation, and 
I encourage its passage. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I urge ev-
erybody to support this fine legisla-
tion, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BURLISON. Mr. Speaker, I urge 
my colleagues to support the bill to 
protect working dogs within the Fed-
eral Government, 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. 
BURLISON) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, S. 2414. 

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 

b 1800 

FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT RISK 
REDUCTION ACT 

Mr. BURLISON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(S. 4716) to amend section 7504 of title 
31, United States Code, to improve the 
single audit requirements. 

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

S. 4716 
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 ‘‘Financial 
Management Risk Reduction Act’’. 
SEC. 2. SINGLE AUDIT IMPROVEMENTS. 

Section 7504 of title 31, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘, and’’ 

and inserting a semicolon; 
(B) in paragraph (2), by striking the period 

at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(3) participate in and furnish information 

for the review under subsection (e); and 

‘‘(4) identify recipients that expend $300,000 
or more in Federal awards or such other 
amount specified by the Director under sec-
tion 7502(a)(3) during the recipient’s fiscal 
year but did not undergo an audit in accord-
ance with this chapter.’’; 

(2) in subsection (c)— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by adding ‘‘and’’ at 

the end; 
(B) by striking paragraph (2); and 
(C) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-

graph (2); and 
(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(d) Not later than 2 years after the date of 

enactment of this subsection, and every 2 
years thereafter, the Director shall submit 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs of the Senate and the 
Committee on Oversight and Accountability 
of the House of Representatives a report list-
ing the recipients identified under sub-
section (a)(4). 

‘‘(e)(1) The Director shall designate 1 or 
more Federal agencies to conduct a Govern-
ment-wide analysis of single audit quality, 
which may include a consideration of the re-
sults of reviews of single audit quality by— 

‘‘(A) Federal agencies; 
‘‘(B) inspectors general of Federal agen-

cies; 
‘‘(C) State auditors; and 
‘‘(D) external peer reviews conducted in ac-

cordance with generally accepted govern-
ment auditing standards. 

‘‘(2) Not later than 3 years after the date of 
enactment of this subsection, and every 6 
years thereafter, the Federal agencies des-
ignated under paragraph (1) shall complete a 
Government-wide analysis of single audit 
quality. 

‘‘(3) The Director shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Accountability of 
the House of Representatives and make pub-
licly available a summary of the results of 
each review under paragraph (2). 

‘‘(f) Not later than 2 years after the date of 
enactment of this subsection— 

‘‘(1) the Administrator of General Services, 
in coordination with the Director, the Coun-
cil on Federal Financial Assistance (or any 
successor thereto), and key management sin-
gle audit liaisons of Federal agencies des-
ignated as described in section 200.513 of title 
2, Code of Federal Regulations (or any suc-
cessor thereto), shall develop analytic tools 
to use audit data in the Federal clearing-
house to identify cross-Governmental risks 
to Federal award funds; and 

‘‘(2) the Director, in coordination with the 
Administrator of General Services, the Coun-
cil on Federal Financial Assistance (or any 
successor thereto), and key management sin-
gle audit liaisons of Federal agencies des-
ignated as described in section 200.513 of title 
2, Code of Federal Regulations (or any suc-
cessor thereto), shall develop a strategy to 
use audit data in the Federal clearinghouse 
to identify cross-Governmental risks to Fed-
eral award funds. 

‘‘(g) Not later than 4 years after the date of 
enactment of this subsection, the Comp-
troller General of the United States shall 
complete an evaluation of— 

‘‘(1) the effectiveness of the strategy and 
analytic tools developed under subsection (f); 

‘‘(2) reporting burdens for auditors and au-
dited entities and the capacity of auditors 
and audited entities to fulfill the require-
ments under this chapter; and 

‘‘(3) the responsiveness of Federal agencies 
to repeat single audit findings and corrective 
action plans.’’. 
SEC. 3. NO ADDITIONAL FUNDS. 

No additional funds are authorized to be 
appropriated to carry out this Act or the 
amendments made by this Act. 
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