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local officials get the actionable intel-
ligence information necessary to stop
or mitigate a CBRN attack.

As the previous chairwoman of the
Emergency Preparedness, Response,
and Communications Subcommittee, I
held a number of hearings on the
threat posed by terrorist attacks using
CBRN agents. Many national security
experts, first responders, and members
of the law enforcement community
have testified to the need of increased
information sharing with appropriate
State and local officials and emergency
responders.

This budget-neutral bill seeks to ad-
dress these findings. It requires the Of-
fice of Intelligence and Analysis at
DHS to support homeland security-fo-
cused intelligence analysis of CBRN
threats, including emerging infectious
diseases. It directs the Office of Intel-
ligence and Analysis to share informa-
tion with State, local, tribal, and pri-
vate entities and get their feedback to
improve two-way sharing of informa-
tion. Finally, H.R. 677 directs the Sec-
retary of DHS to report annually for 5
years on the Department’s intelligence
and information sharing activities and
DHS’ activities in accordance with rel-
evant intelligence strategies.

The House passed a nearly identical
bill I introduced last Congress by a
vote of 420-2. I urge Members to join
me in supporting this bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

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

I rise in support of H.R. 677, the
CBRN Intelligence and Information
Sharing Act of 2017.

Mr. Speaker, last Congress, the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security held sev-
eral hearings to evaluate Federal,
State, and local capabilities to pre-
vent, identify, and respond to a chem-
ical, biological, radiological, or nuclear
attack, a CBRN threat.

Although the State and local stake-
holders we heard from were generally
aware of the evolving CBRN threat,
there was a consistent message from
everyone who testified—from public
health professionals to emergency
managers, to first responders—im-
proved information sharing would
make our communities safer.

H.R. 677 would facilitate improved
CBRN information sharing by directing
DHS to analyze CBRN-related terrorist
threats and share relevant threat infor-
mation with Federal, State, and local
stakeholders. These activities will both
improve situational awareness at all
levels of government and help DHS
grant recipients better target their
limited grant dollars to address this
particular threat.

The CBRN Intelligence and Informa-
tion Sharing Act passed the House
overwhelmingly last Congress, and I
urge my colleagues to support the
measure once again.

Information sharing is at the core of
our ability to prevent, thwart, and re-
spond to threats posed by bad actors.
H.R. 677 would facilitate information
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sharing in the CBRN space where the
threats are constantly evolving. This
commonsense legislation costs next to
nothing but will reap significant bene-
fits.

I urge my colleagues to support H.R.
677.

I yield back the balance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I once again urge my
colleagues to support H.R. 677, this leg-
islation that will enhance the sharing
of CBRN-related threat information.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Arizona (Ms.
McSALLY) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 677.

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.

———

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SE-
CURITY SUPPORT TO FUSION
CENTERS ACT OF 2017

Ms. MCSALLY. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 678) to require an assessment of
fusion center personnel needs, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 678

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 ‘‘Department
of Homeland Security Support to Fusion
Centers Act of 2017,

SEC. 2. FUSION CENTER PERSONNEL NEEDS AS-
SESSMENT.

Not later than 120 days after the date of
the enactment of this Act, the Comptroller
General of the United States shall conduct
an assessment of Department of Homeland
Security personnel assigned to fusion centers
pursuant to subsection (c) of section 210A of
the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C.
124h), including an assessment of whether de-
ploying additional Department personnel to
such fusion centers would enhance the De-
partment’s mission under section 101(b) of
such Act and the National Network of Fu-
sion Centers. The assessment required under
this subsection shall include the following:

(1) Information on the current deployment
of the Department’s personnel to each fusion
center.

(2) Information on the roles and respon-
sibilities of the Department’s Office of Intel-
ligence and Analysis intelligence officers, in-
telligence analysts, senior reports officers,
reports officers, and regional directors de-
ployed to fusion centers.

(3) Information on Federal resources, in ad-
dition to personnel, provided to each fusion
center.

(4) An analysis of the optimal number of
personnel the Office of Intelligence and
Analysis should deploy to fusion centers, in-
cluding a cost-benefit analysis comparing de-
ployed personnel with technological solu-
tions to support information sharing.

(5) An assessment of fusion centers located
in jurisdictions along land and maritime bor-

January 31, 2017

ders of the United States, and the degree to
which deploying personnel, as appropriate,
from U.S. Customs and Border Protection,
U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement,
and the Coast Guard to such fusion centers
would enhance the integrity and security at
such borders by helping Federal, State, local,
tribal, and territorial law enforcement au-
thorities to identify, investigate, and inter-
dict persons, weapons, and related contra-
band that pose a threat to homeland secu-
rity.

(6) An assessment of fusion centers located
in jurisdictions with large and medium hub
airports, and the degree to which deploying,
as appropriate, personnel from the Transpor-
tation Security Administration to such fu-
sion centers would enhance the integrity and
security of aviation security.

SEC. 3. PROGRAM FOR STATE AND LOCAL ANA-
LYST CLEARANCES.

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that any program established by
the Under Secretary for Intelligence and
Analysis of the Department of Homeland Se-
curity to provide eligibility for access to in-
formation classified as Top Secret for State,
local, tribal, and territorial analysts located
in fusion centers shall be consistent with the
need to know requirements pursuant to Ex-
ecutive Order No. 13526 (50 U.S.C. 3161 note).

(b) REPORT.—Not later than two years
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Under Secretary of Intelligence and
Analysis of the Department of Homeland Se-
curity, in consultation with the Director of
National Intelligence, shall submit to the
Committee on Homeland Security and the
Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence
of the House of Representatives and the
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs and the Select Committee
on Intelligence of the Senate a report on the
following:

(1) The process by which the Under Sec-
retary of Intelligence and Analysis deter-
mines a need to know pursuant to Executive
Order No. 13526 to sponsor Top Secret clear-
ances for appropriate State, local, tribal, and
territorial analysts located in fusion centers.

(2) The effects of such Top Secret clear-
ances on enhancing information sharing with
State, local, tribal, and territorial partners.

(3) The cost for providing such Top Secret
clearances for State, local, tribal, and terri-
torial analysts located in fusion centers, in-
cluding training and background investiga-
tions.

(4) The operational security protocols,
training, management, and risks associated
with providing such Top Secret clearances
for State, local, tribal, and territorial ana-
lysts located in fusion centers.

SEC. 4. INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY ASSESS-
MENT.

The Under Secretary of Intelligence and
Analysis of the Department of Homeland Se-
curity, in collaboration with the Chief Infor-
mation Officer of the Department and rep-
resentatives from the National Network of
Fusion Centers, shall conduct an assessment
of information systems (as such term is de-
fined in section 3502 of title 44, United States
Code) used to share homeland security infor-
mation between the Department and fusion
centers in the National Network of Fusion
Centers and make upgrades to such systems,
as appropriate. Such assessment shall in-
clude the following:

(1) An evaluation of the accessibility and
ease of use of such systems by fusion centers
in the National Network of Fusion Centers.

(2) A review to determine how to establish
improved interoperability of departmental
information systems with existing informa-
tion systems used by fusion centers in the
National Network of Fusion Centers.
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(3) An evaluation of participation levels of
departmental components and offices of in-
formation systems used to share homeland
security information with fusion centers in
the National Network of Fusion Centers.

SEC. 5. MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING.

Not later than one year after the date of
the enactment of this Act, the Under Sec-
retary of Intelligence and Analysis of the De-
partment of Homeland Security shall enter
into a memorandum of understanding with
each fusion center in the National Network
of Fusion Centers regarding the type of in-
formation such fusion centers will provide to
the Department and whether such informa-
tion may be subject to public disclosure.

SEC. 6. AMENDMENTS.

Section 210A of the Homeland Security Act
of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 124h) is amended—

(1) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘and trib-
al”’ each place it appears and inserting ‘‘trib-
al, and territorial’’;

(2) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘and trib-
al”’ each place it appears and inserting ‘‘trib-
al, and territorial’’;

(3) in subsection (g)(1), by striking ‘‘or
tribal”’ and inserting ‘‘tribal, or territorial’’;

(4) in subsection (i)—

(A) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘and trib-
al”’ and inserting ‘‘tribal, territorial’’; and

(B) in paragraph (6), by inserting ‘‘terri-
torial,” after ‘‘tribal,”’; and

(5) in subsection (j)(1), by striking ‘‘or trib-
al’” and inserting ‘‘tribal, or territorial’’.
SEC. 7. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) FUSION CENTER.—The term ‘‘fusion cen-
ter”” has the meaning given such term in sub-
section (j) of section 210A of the Homeland
Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 124h).

(2) NATIONAL NETWORK OF FUSION CEN-
TERS.—The term ‘‘National Network of Fu-
sion Centers’” means a decentralized arrange-
ment of fusion centers intended to enhance
individual State and urban area fusion cen-
ters’ ability to leverage the capabilities and
expertise of all such fusion centers for the
purpose of enhancing analysis and homeland
security information sharing nationally.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Arizona (Ms. MCSALLY) and the gen-
tleman from  Massachusetts (Mr.
KEATING) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Arizona.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. MCSALLY. 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 any extraneous material on the
bill under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Arizona?

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 678, the Department of Home-
land Security Support to Fusion Cen-
ters Act of 2017.

Ensuring that the Federal Govern-
ment is sharing intelligence and home-
land security information with State
and local officials is a vital component
of U.S. national security and our coun-
terterrorism efforts.

I have seen firsthand the important
work of fusion centers, which dissemi-
nate Federal threat and intelligence
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information to local law enforcement
and emergency responders. These cen-
ters also collect State and local infor-
mation and fuse it with Federal intel-
ligence. There is no doubt that this ef-
fort enhances terrorist investigations
and creates a more complete domestic
threat picture.

To help break down information
sharing stovepipes, my State’s fusion
center, the Arizona Counter Terrorism
Intelligence Center, or the ACTIC, and
the 77 other fusion centers across the
country need greater access to infor-
mation, particularly from the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security and its
components.

While personnel from the DHS Office
of Intelligence and Analysis have been
deployed to most fusion centers, one
remaining challenge is access to DHS
component personnel and information,
particularly ICE, CBP, and TSA. To ad-
dress this issue, this bill requires GAO,
the Government Accountability Office,
to conduct an assessment of the DHS
personnel detailed to fusion centers
and whether deploying additional per-
sonnel will enhance threat and home-
land security information sharing. This
third-party assessment of DHS per-
sonnel deployments will be valuable
when making staffing decisions moving
forward.

Additionally, this bill supports ongo-
ing DHS efforts to sponsor top secret
clearances to appropriate State and
local analysts in fusion centers. The
committee has received countless tes-
timony from State and local law en-
forcement about the value additional
clearances will provide.

The bill also directs the DHS to re-
view current information technology
systems used to share information with
fusion centers and make enhancements
to ensure systems, such as the Home-
land Security Information Network,
are user friendly and meeting the needs
of States and locals.

Lastly, the bill requires the Under
Secretary of the Office of Intelligence
and Analysis to sign a memorandum of
understanding with each fusion center.
The purpose of the MOU is to lay out
what type of information will be shared
between DHS and the fusion centers
and how that information will be pro-
tected. A critical element of the De-
partment’s relationship with the thou-
sands of State and local first respond-
ers working in fusion centers is trust.
The MOU process will help improve
this important connection.

Our country is at its highest threat
posture this 9/11 given the large num-
ber of foreign fighters and ISIS-in-
spired plots. This bill will help ensure
our State and local law enforcement of-
ficers as well as fire and EMS personnel
are getting access to the information
needed to protect our communities.

I urge all Members to support this
bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
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I rise in support of H.R. 678, and I
would like to thank the gentlewoman
from Arizona (Ms. MCSALLY).

I rise in strong support as a cospon-
sor of H.R. 678, the Department of
Homeland Security Support to Fusion
Centers Act of 2017.

Since coming to Congress, I have
worked to enhance and secure intel-
ligence information sharing among
both domestic and international part-
ners. A key mechanism to fostering
such information sharing has been the
development of a network of fusion
centers across the Nation. These cen-
ters allow Federal intelligence and
homeland security information to be
shared with State and local law en-
forcement and other key stakeholders.

For fusion centers to realize their
full promise, it remains critical that
personnel assigned to fusion centers be
able to access Department of Homeland
Security information, data, and per-
sonnel.

In the course of conducting oversight
of fusion centers, the committee has
learned that not enough State and
local analysts and officials assigned to
these centers have the TS/SCI clear-
ances necessary to foster the timely
sharing of homeland security informa-
tion and intelligence.
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H.R. 678 would authorize the DHS to
sponsor such State and local analysts
for security clearances. Last Congress,
this bill passed unanimously by our
committee.

I urge the passage of H.R. 678, the De-
partment of Homeland Security Sup-
port to Fusion Centers Act of 2017. This
is legislation that will help ensure that
key fusion center personnel have ac-
cess to the security clearances they
need to keep our communities secure.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, one of the core missions
of the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity is to share threat information
with State and local first responders.
Fusion centers are a key mechanism
for that process. As fusion centers con-
tinue to mature into national assets,
Congress must ensure that the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security is sup-
porting fusion centers with the re-
sources that are needed to keep our
communities safe.

I urge my colleagues to vote for H.R.
678.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Arizona (Ms.
McSALLY) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 678.

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.
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DHS STOP ASSET AND VEHICLE
EXCESS ACT

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 366) to amend the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002 to direct the Under
Secretary for Management of the De-
partment of Homeland Security to
make certain improvements in man-
aging the Department’s vehicle fleet,
and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 366

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 ‘“DHS Stop
Asset and Vehicle Excess Act” or the “DHS
SAVE Act”.

SEC. 2. DHS VEHICLE FLEETS.

Section 701 of the Homeland Security Act
of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 341) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(5), by inserting ‘‘vehi-
cle fleets (under subsection (c)),” after
‘“‘equipment,”’;

(2) by redesignating subsections (c¢) and (d)
as subsections (d) and (e), respectively; and

(3) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol-
lowing new subsection:

‘(c) VEHICLE FLEETS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out respon-
sibilities regarding vehicle fleets pursuant to
subsection (a)(b), the Under Secretary for
Management shall be responsible for over-
seeing and managing vehicle fleets through-
out the Department. The Under Secretary
shall also be responsible for the following:

‘‘(A) Ensuring that components are in com-
pliance with Federal law, Federal regula-
tions, executive branch guidance, and De-
partment policy (including associated guid-
ance) relating to fleet management and use
of vehicles from home to work.

“(B) Developing and distributing a stand-
ardized vehicle allocation methodology and
fleet management plan for components to
use to determine optimal fleet size in accord-
ance with paragraph (4).

‘(C) Ensuring that components formally
document fleet management decisions.

‘(D) Approving component fleet manage-
ment plans, vehicle leases, and vehicle acqui-
sitions.

¢“(2) COMPONENT RESPONSIBILITIES.—

“‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Component heads—

‘(1) shall—

““(I) comply with Federal law, Federal reg-
ulations, executive branch guidance, and De-
partment policy (including associated guid-
ance) relating to fleet management and use
of vehicles from home to work;

“‘(IT) ensure that data related to fleet man-
agement is accurate and reliable;

‘“(IIT) use such data to develop a vehicle al-
location tool derived by using the standard-
ized vehicle allocation methodology provided
by the Under Secretary for Management to
determine the optimal fleet size for the next
fiscal year and a fleet management plan; and

“(IV) use vehicle allocation methodologies
and fleet management plans to develop an-
nual requests for funding to support vehicle
fleets pursuant to paragraph (6); and

‘(i) may not, except as provided in sub-
paragraph (B), lease or acquire new vehicles
or replace existing vehicles without prior ap-
proval from the Under Secretary for Manage-
ment pursuant to paragraph (5)(B).

‘(B) EXCEPTION REGARDING CERTAIN LEAS-
ING AND ACQUISITIONS.—If exigent cir-
cumstances warrant such, a component head
may lease or acquire a new vehicle or replace
an existing vehicle without prior approval
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from the Under Secretary for Management.
If under such exigent circumstances a com-
ponent head so leases, acquires, or replaces a
vehicle, such component head shall provide
to the Under Secretary an explanation of
such circumstances.

¢“(3) ONGOING OVERSIGHT.—

““(A) QUARTERLY MONITORING.—In accord-
ance with paragraph (4), the Under Secretary
for Management shall collect, on a quarterly
basis, information regarding component ve-
hicle fleets, including information on fleet
size, composition, cost, and vehicle utiliza-
tion.

“(B) AUTOMATED INFORMATION.—The Under
Secretary for Management shall seek to
achieve a capability to collect, on a quar-
terly basis, automated information regard-
ing component vehicle fleets, including the
number of trips, miles driven, hours and days
used, and the associated costs of such mile-
age for leased vehicles.

‘“(C) MONITORING.—The Under Secretary for
Management shall track and monitor compo-
nent information provided pursuant to sub-
paragraph (A) and, as appropriate, subpara-
graph (B), to ensure that component vehicle
fleets are the optimal fleet size and cost ef-
fective. The Under Secretary shall use such
information to inform the annual component
fleet analyses referred to in paragraph (4).

“(4) ANNUAL REVIEW OF COMPONENT FLEET
ANALYSES.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—To determine the opti-
mal fleet size and associated resources need-
ed for each fiscal year beginning with fiscal
yvear 2018, component heads shall annually
submit to the Under Secretary for Manage-
ment a vehicle allocation tool and fleet man-
agement plan using information described in
paragraph (3)(A). Such tools and plans may
be submitted in classified form if a compo-
nent head determines that such is necessary
to protect operations or mission require-
ments.

“(B) VEHICLE ALLOCATION TOOL.—Compo-
nent heads develop a vehicle allocation tool
in accordance with subclause (III) of para-
graph (2)(A)(i) that includes an analysis of
the following:

‘(i) Vehicle utilization data, including the
number of trips, miles driven, hours and days
used, and the associated costs of such mile-
age for leased vehicles, in accordance with
such paragraph.

‘“(ii) The role of vehicle fleets in sup-
porting mission requirements for each com-
ponent.

‘“(iii) Any other information determined
relevant by such component heads.

“(C) FLEET MANAGEMENT PLANS.—Compo-
nent heads shall use information described in
subparagraph (B) to develop a fleet manage-
ment plan for each such component. Such
fleet management plans shall include the fol-
lowing:

‘“(i) A plan for how each such component
may achieve optimal fleet size determined
by the vehicle allocation tool required under
such subparagraph, including the elimi-
nation of excess vehicles in accordance with
paragraph (5), if applicable.

‘“(ii) A cost benefit analysis supporting
such plan.

‘“(iii) A schedule each such component will
follow to obtain optimal fleet size.

‘“(iv) Any other information determined
relevant by component heads.

“(D) REVIEW.—The Under Secretary for
Management shall review and make a deter-
mination on the results of each component’s
vehicle allocation tool and fleet manage-
ment plan under this paragraph to ensure
each such component’s vehicle fleets are the
optimal fleet size and that components are
in compliance with applicable Federal law,
Federal regulations, executive branch guid-
ance, and Department policy (including asso-
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ciated guidance) pursuant to paragraph (2)
relating to fleet management and use of ve-
hicles from home to work. The Under Sec-
retary shall use such tools and plans when
reviewing annual component requests for ve-
hicle fleet funding in accordance with para-
graph (6).

*“(6) GUIDANCE TO DEVELOP FLEET MANAGE-
MENT PLANS.—The Under Secretary for Man-
agement shall provide guidance, pursuant to
paragraph (1)(B) on how component heads
may achieve optimal fleet size in accordance
with paragraph (4), including processes for
the following:

‘“(A) Leasing or acquiring additional vehi-
cles or replacing existing vehicles, if deter-
mined necessary.

‘(B) Disposing of excess vehicles that the
Under Secretary determines should not be
reallocated under subparagraph (C).

‘(C) Reallocating excess vehicles to other
components that may need temporary or
long-term use of additional vehicles.

‘“(6) ANNUAL REVIEW OF VEHICLE FLEET
FUNDING REQUESTS.—As part of the annual
budget process, the Under Secretary for
Management shall review and make deter-
minations regarding annual component re-
quests for funding for vehicle fleets. If com-
ponent heads have not taken steps in fur-
therance of achieving optimal fleet size in
the prior fiscal year pursuant to paragraphs
(4) and (b), the Under Secretary shall provide
rescission recommendations to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and the Committee
on Homeland Security of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Appro-
priations and the Committee on Homeland
Security and Governmental Affairs of the
Senate regarding such component vehicle
fleets.

‘(7Y ACCOUNTABILITY FOR VEHICLE FLEET
MANAGEMENT.—

““(A) PROHIBITION ON CERTAIN NEW VEHICLE
LEASES AND ACQUISITIONS.—The Under Sec-
retary for Management and component heads
may not approve in any fiscal year beginning
with fiscal year 2019 a vehicle lease, acquisi-
tion, or replacement request if such compo-
nent heads did not comply in the prior fiscal
year with paragraph (4).

‘(B) PROHIBITION ON CERTAIN PERFORMANCE
COMPENSATION.—No Department official with
vehicle fleet management responsibilities
may receive annual performance compensa-
tion in pay in any fiscal year beginning with
fiscal year 2019 if such official did not com-
ply in the prior fiscal year with paragraph
4).

“(C) PROHIBITION ON CERTAIN CAR SERV-
ICES.—Notwithstanding any other provision
of law, no senior executive service official of
the Department whose office has a vehicle
fleet may receive access to a car service in
any fiscal year beginning with fiscal year
2019 if such official did not comply in the
prior fiscal year with paragraph (4).

*“(8) MOTOR POOL.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Under Secretary for
Management may determine the feasibility
of operating a vehicle motor pool to permit
components to share vehicles as necessary to
support mission requirements to reduce the
number of excess vehicles in the Depart-
ment.

‘(B) REQUIREMENTS.—The determination of
feasibility of operating a vehicle motor pool
under subparagraph (A) shall—

(1) include—

“(I) regions in the United States in which
multiple components with vehicle fleets are
located in proximity to one another, or a sig-
nificant number of employees with author-
ization to use vehicles are located; and

“(IT) law enforcement vehicles;

‘‘(ii) cover the National Capital Region;
and
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