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Ms. MCSALLY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

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

of S. 504, the Asia-Pacific Economic 
Cooperation Business Travel Cards Act 
of 2017. 

The Asia-Pacific Economic Coopera-
tion, or APEC, has been an economic 
catalyst for the Asia-Pacific region 
since 1989. APEC facilitates increased 
trade and business cooperation among 
the 21 member countries in the region 
that promote innovation, inclusive-
ness, and sustainable growth. 

Specifically, this bill reauthorizes 
the APEC Business Travel Card Pro-
gram. The program began as a pilot in 
2011, and this bill would implement 
best practices found throughout the 7- 
year pilot program. 

The APEC Business Travel Card is a 
travel document issued to business 
travelers who are citizens of APEC-par-
ticipating economies. Valid for 5 years, 
the card eliminates the need for its 
holders to possess a visa when visiting 
other APEC-participating economies as 
long as preclearance has been obtained 
through a trusted traveler application 
process. 

Our partnerships in the Asia-Pacific 
region are more important now than 
ever before. The APEC Business Card 
champions free and open trade, pro-
motes economic integration, enhanced 
border security, and facilitates a sus-
tainable global business environment. 
The program also helps to enhance bor-
der integrity and security in partici-
pating economies by prechecking each 
applicant against watch lists of other 
participating economies. 

The program offers cost savings to 
travelers and moves frequent travelers 
who have been prescreened through the 
international travel process more effi-
ciently. 

The APEC Card is currently set to 
expire on September 30, 2018. Now is 
the time to reauthorize this important 
partnership between the United States 
and our friends in the APEC region. 

I would like to thank my colleagues 
Miss RICE and Mr. DONOVAN for intro-
ducing the House version of this bill, as 
well as Ms. HIRONO and Mr. DAINES in 
the Senate for their part in moving 
this legislation forward. 

I urge Members to join me in sup-
porting this bill, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. BARRAGÁN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I rise in support of S. 504, the Asia- 
Pacific Economic Cooperation, APEC, 
Business Travel Cards Act of 2017. 

Mr. Speaker, the APEC Business 
Travel Cards Act permanently reau-
thorizes the Asia-Pacific Economic Co-
operation Business Travel Card Pro-
gram. This trusted-traveler program 
provides access to fast-track immigra-
tion lanes in airports for travelers who 
conduct verified business in the APEC 
region. APEC is a forum for 21 Pacific 
Rim countries, including the U.S. and 
Australia, to support sustainable eco-

nomic growth and prosperity in the 
Asia-Pacific region. 

U.S. Customs and Border Protection 
started issuing cards to eligible Ameri-
cans in 2014 after Congress passed the 
APEC Business Travel Cards Act in 
2011. Today, the program facilitates 
travel for Americans working on behalf 
of 30,000 U.S. businesses. Under that 
law, the authority to issue these travel 
cards to Americans is set to expire on 
September 30, 2018. 

S. 504, the APEC Business Travel 
Cards Act of 2017, is supported by a di-
verse range of stakeholders, including 
the U.S. Chamber of Commerce, the 
Asia-Pacific Council of American 
Chambers of Commerce, the U.S. Coun-
cil for International Business, the U.S. 
Travel Association, and the American 
Hotel and Lodging Association. 

On the House Homeland Security 
Committee, companion legislation to 
S. 504 was championed by Congress-
woman KATHLEEN RICE of New York. 
With the leadership of Miss RICE and 
others, her bill was passed unani-
mously by our committee. 

Allowing ABT cards to expire would 
be a mistake that puts American busi-
nesses at a disadvantage. I urge my 
House colleagues to support this bipar-
tisan legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, S. 504 is an important 
piece of legislation that has strong sup-
port on both sides of the aisle. The 
ABT Card Program allows business 
travelers and government officials with 
business in APEC countries to access 
fast-track processing lanes at APEC 
airports. 

The program saves an estimated 43 
minutes per trip, according to U.S. 
Customs and Border Patrol, and oper-
ates entirely on user fees, costing tax-
payers nothing. Importantly, it pre-
serves authority for the Department of 
Homeland Security to revoke or sus-
pend an individual’s card for security 
reasons at any time. 

This is a commonsense, bipartisan 
bill, and I encourage my colleagues to 
support S. 504 to ensure that the bill 
gets to the President’s desk. 

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

Miss RICE of New York. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
in support of S. 504, Asia-Pacific Economic 
Cooperation Business Travel Cards Act of 
2017, which is identical to bipartisan legisla-
tion I introduced in the House earlier this year 
along with Representatives DAN DONOVAN, 
RICK LARSEN and DAVE REICHERT. 

This bill would permanently reauthorize the 
APEC Business Travel Card program, which 
provides access to fast-track immigration 
lanes at airports for travelers who conduct 
verified business in the APEC region. 

The U.S. has been participating in this pro-
gram and issuing cards to verified American 
business travelers since 2014, after Congress 
passed the APEC Business Travel Cards Act 
in 2011. 

Under that law, the authority to issue these 
travel cards to Americans is set to expire on 
September 30, 2018—meaning that no new 
cards can be issued after that date, and all 
cards will expire by 2021, after which Ameri-
cans will no longer be able to travel through-
out the region as easily as business travelers 
from other APEC countries. 

S. 504 will permanently extend that author-
ity, while maintaining the Department of 
Homeland Security’s (DHS) authority to revoke 
or suspend an individual’s card for security 
reasons at any time. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a successful program 
that operates at absolutely no cost to tax-
payers and makes American businesses more 
competitive in the global economy—including 
many businesses in my home state of New 
York, which is home to more than 2,300 card-
holders. 

Allowing these cards to expire would be a 
mistake that puts American business travelers 
at a disadvantage, and this legislation reflects 
a common-sense, bipartisan commitment to 
reauthorize the program permanently. 

I’m grateful to my colleagues from both par-
ties in the House and Senate for their efforts 
to help move this legislation forward, and I 
urge all our colleagues to give it their full sup-
port today so we can send this bill to the 
President’s desk. 

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in sup-
port of S. 504, legislation to permanently au-
thorize the Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation 
Business Travel Card Program. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a common-sense meas-
ure to make permanent a program that has 
been successful since its inception in 2011. 

More than 30,000 Americans currently hold 
fast-track cards that expedite business travel 
to Pacific Rim countries. The world economy 
is fast-paced and constantly evolving, and it’s 
important to reduce bureaucratic obstacles for 
America to remain competitive. 

The APEC Business Travel Card helps 
Americans travel faster and more efficiently 
throughout the Asia-Pacific region, allowing 
them to spend more time on business, and 
less time in airport lines. We must ensure that 
our business leaders have the resources they 
need to compete in an increasingly globalized 
economy, which is why I’m proud to support 
the permanent extension of this program. 

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, S. 504. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Ms. MCSALLY. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

INTERNATIONAL NARCOTICS 
TRAFFICKING EMERGENCY RE-
SPONSE BY DETECTING INCOM-
ING CONTRABAND WITH TECH-
NOLOGY ACT 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
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bill (H.R. 2142) to improve the ability of 
U.S. Customs and Border Protection to 
interdict fentanyl, other synthetic 
opioids, and other narcotics and 
psychoactive substances that are ille-
gally imported into the United States, 
and for other purposes, as amended. 

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

H.R. 2142 
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 ‘‘Inter-
national Narcotics Trafficking Emergency 
Response by Detecting Incoming Contraband 
with Technology Act’’ or the ‘‘INTERDICT 
Act’’. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) CHEMICAL SCREENING DEVICE.—The term 

‘‘chemical screening device’’ means an 
immunoassay, narcotics field test kit, infra-
red spectrophotometer, mass spectrometer, 
nuclear magnetic resonance spectrometer, 
Raman spectrophotometer, or other sci-
entific instrumentation able to collect data 
that can be interpreted to determine the 
presence of fentanyl, other synthetic opioids, 
and other narcotics and psychoactive sub-
stances. 

(2) COMMISSIONER.—The term ‘‘Commis-
sioner’’ means the Commissioner of U.S. Cus-
toms and Border Protection. 

(3) EXPRESS CONSIGNMENT OPERATOR OR 
CARRIER.—The term ‘‘express consignment 
operator or carrier’’ has the meaning given 
that term in section 128.1 of title 19, Code of 
Federal Regulations (or any similar suc-
cessor regulation). 
SEC. 3. INTERDICTION OF FENTANYL, OTHER 

SYNTHETIC OPIOIDS, AND OTHER 
NARCOTICS AND PSYCHOACTIVE 
SUBSTANCES. 

(a) CHEMICAL SCREENING DEVICES.—The 
Commissioner shall— 

(1) increase the number of chemical screen-
ing devices available to U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection officers over the number 
of such devices that are available on the date 
of the enactment of this Act; and 

(2) make such additional chemical screen-
ing devices available to U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection officers as the Commis-
sioner determines are necessary to interdict 
fentanyl, other synthetic opioids, and other 
narcotics and psychoactive substances that 
are illegally imported into the United 
States, including such substances that are 
imported through the mail or by an express 
consignment operator or carrier. 

(b) PERSONNEL TO INTERPRET DATA.—The 
Commissioner shall dedicate the appropriate 
number of U.S. Customs and Border Protec-
tion personnel, including scientists, so that 
such personnel are available during all oper-
ational hours to interpret data collected by 
chemical screening devices. 
SEC. 4. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There is authorized to be appropriated to 
the Commissioner $9,000,000 to ensure that 
U.S. Customs and Border Protection has re-
sources, including chemical screening de-
vices, personnel, and scientists, available 
during all operational hours to prevent, de-
tect, and interdict the unlawful importation 
of fentanyl, other synthetic opioids, and 
other narcotics and psychoactive substances. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. FITZPATRICK) and 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
BARRAGÁN) each will control 20 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include any extraneous ma-
terial on the bill under consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, as communities across 
my district and across our Nation con-
tinue to deal with the crisis of opioid 
abuse and addiction, it is incomprehen-
sible to imagine a synthetic drug up to 
50 times stronger than heroin and 100 
times stronger than morphine. 

Fentanyl is a manufactured opioid 
which, in its illicit versions, has con-
tributed to tens of thousands of deaths. 
This fact is especially concerning, 
given that this drug can be ordered on-
line and delivered via mail or express 
consignment couriers from places like 
China. 

Fentanyl is highly potent in trace 
amounts, and this problem is exacer-
bated due to fentanyl being extremely 
difficult for our authorities to detect. 
That is why Congresswoman TSONGAS 
and I introduced the INTERDICT Act, 
a bipartisan piece of legislation that 
provides U.S. Customs and Border Pro-
tection access to the most effective 
chemical screening devices and sci-
entific support to detect and intercept 
synthetic opioids before they can cause 
more harm. 

Mr. Speaker, the INTERDICT Act 
will ensure that CBP will have addi-
tional portable chemical screening de-
vices available at ports of entry and 
mail and express consignment facili-
ties, along with additional fixed chem-
ical screening devices available in CBP 
laboratories. 

It also provides CBP with sufficient 
resources, personnel, and facilities, in-
cluding scientists available at all 
hours, to interpret screening test re-
sults from the field and authorizes, 
based upon professional expertise, the 
appropriation of $9 million for hun-
dreds of new screening devices, labora-
tory equipment, facilities, and per-
sonnel for support during all oper-
ational hours. 

Combined, the additional chemical 
screening devices, scientists, and other 
resources will help safeguard CBP field 
personnel from exposure to fentanyl 
and other deadly synthetic opioids and 
narcotics and prevent their unlawful 
importation. 

As an EMT and former Federal drug 
prosecutor, I have seen firsthand the 
devastating impact of addiction in our 
communities and understand the in-
creased danger added by synthetic 
opioids like fentanyl. Illicit fentanyl 
being trafficked into the United States 
poses a continued threat to the Amer-
ican people. 

By passing this legislation, this body 
can follow through on its promise to 
the American people and align our pol-
icy with the President’s Commission 
on Combating Drug Addiction and the 
Opioid Crisis, which has prioritized reg-
ulating the flow of fentanyl in its in-
terim report. 

I urge all of my bipartisan Members 
of this House to join me in supporting 
this bill, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. BARRAGÁN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
2142, the INTERDICT Act of 2017. H.R. 
2142, the International Narcotics Traf-
ficking Emergency Response by De-
tecting Incoming Contraband with 
Technology Act, or the INTERDICT 
Act, is an important piece of legisla-
tion in our ongoing fight to stop the 
flow of illicit opioids like fentanyl 
from places like China and Mexico. 

According to the CDC, the death rate 
from synthetic opioids, which includes 
drugs such as tramadol and fentanyl, 
increased by 72.2 percent from 2014 to 
2015. In 2016, CBP seized nearly 200 
pounds of fentanyl and other synthetic 
opioids, primarily from along the 
southwest border. This is 25-fold in-
crease over seizures from the previous 
year. 

The INTERDICT Act before us today 
ensures that CBP will have the nec-
essary tools to better combat the flow 
of these opioids. More specifically, this 
bill provides CBP high-tech chemical 
screening devices to help detect and 
interdict fentanyl and other illicit syn-
thetic opioids. Additionally, the bill 
provides for the laboratory equipment, 
facilities, and personnel for support 
during all operational hours. 

This bill was passed by our com-
mittee unanimously, and I commend 
the sponsors of this bill, the gentle-
woman from Massachusetts (Ms. TSON-
GAS) and the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. FITZPATRICK), for their lead-
ership on this issue. 

I urge my colleagues to supports this 
bill, and I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I 
continue to reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Ms. BARRAGÁN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield as much time as she may con-
sume to the gentlewoman from Massa-
chusetts (Ms. TSONGAS). 

Ms. TSONGAS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of H.R. 2142, the 
INTERDICT Act, legislation I was 
pleased to introduce with Congressman 
FITZPATRICK. 

Whenever I meet with local public 
safety officials in my district, they ex-
plain the urgent need for resources and 
support to combat drugs like fentanyl, 
which can be up to 50 times stronger 
than heroin and 100 times stronger 
than morphine. 

In Massachusetts, the proportion of 
overdose deaths attributed to fentanyl 
is rising at a meteoric rate. At its low-
est, in the third quarter of 2014, 
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fentanyl was present in 18 percent of 
opioid-related deaths in Massachusetts; 
but by 2016, fentanyl was present in a 
staggering 69 percent of the State’s 
opioid-related deaths, resulting in 1,400 
fentanyl-related deaths in the Com-
monwealth, a staggering number. 

Although pharmaceutical fentanyl 
can be misused, most fentanyl deaths 
are linked to illicitly manufactured 
fentanyl and illicit versions of chemi-
cally similar compounds. The primary 
source of fentanyl is outside of the 
United States, in Mexico or China. The 
drug is smuggled in across the U.S. 
border or delivered via mail or express 
consignment couriers. 

The INTERDICT Act will provide 
U.S. Customs and Border Protection 
with the latest in chemical screening 
devices to deploy across the United 
States to better detect and intercept 
fentanyl and other synthetic opioids. 

Furthermore, this legislation will en-
sure that Customs and Border Protec-
tion has the resources, personnel, and 
facilities—including scientists avail-
able during all operational hours—to 
interpret screening test results from 
the field. 

These high-tech devices will also pro-
tect law enforcement officers and their 
four-legged counterparts on the front 
lines from exposure to the deadly nar-
cotic, which is so powerful that coming 
into contact with just a few grains can 
be fatal. 

I would like to thank the chairman 
and ranking member of the Homeland 
Security Committee for their support, 
and I also want to thank Mr. 
FITZPATRICK for his partnership on this 
legislation, as well as our colleagues in 
the Senate, Senators MARKEY, RUBIO, 
BROWN, and CAPITO, for their bipartisan 
work on the Senate counterpart legis-
lation. 

b 1715 

The Federal Government must do its 
part to ensure our first responders have 
the tools they need in this greatest of 
public health fights. The INTERDICT 
Act provides important and powerful 
resources in this endeavor, and I urge 
its adoption. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I 
have no other speakers. If the gentle-
woman from California has no other 
speakers, I am prepared to close. 

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

Ms. BARRAGÁN. Mr. Speaker, I am 
prepared to close. Mr. Speaker, H.R. 
2142 is an important piece of legislation 
that has strong bipartisan support. 
Passage of this bill will go a long way 
in our fight against opiates. As such, I 
encourage my colleagues to support 
H.R. 2142. 

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

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I 
once again urge my colleagues to sup-
port H.R. 2142, 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 Pennsylvania (Mr. 
FITZPATRICK) that the House suspend 
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2142, as 
amended. 

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. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

CONGRESSIONAL SUBPOENA COM-
PLIANCE AND ENFORCEMENT 
ACT OF 2017 

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 4010) to amend the Revised Stat-
utes of the United States and title 28, 
United States Code, to enhance compli-
ance with requests for information pur-
suant to legislative power under Arti-
cle I of the Constitution, and for other 
purposes, as amended. 

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

H.R. 4010 

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 ‘‘Congres-
sional Subpoena Compliance and Enforce-
ment Act of 2017’’. 
SEC. 2. ENFORCEMENT OF CONGRESSIONAL SUB-

POENAS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 85 of title 28, 

United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 1365 the following: 

‘‘§ 1365a. Congressional actions against sub-
poena recipients 
‘‘(a) SPECIAL RULES.—In any civil action 

brought by the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, the United States Senate, or a 
committee or subcommittee thereof, against 
the recipient of a subpoena to secure declara-
tory, injunctive, or other relief as may be ap-
propriate concerning the failure to comply 
with a subpoena issued by a congressional 
committee or subcommittee, the following 
rules shall apply: 

‘‘(1) The action shall be filed in a United 
States district court of competent jurisdic-
tion. 

‘‘(2) It shall be the duty of the United 
States district courts, the United States 
courts of appeal, and the Supreme Court of 
the United States to advance on the docket 
and to expedite to the greatest possible ex-
tent the disposition of any such action and 
appeal. 

‘‘(3) If a three-judge court is expressly re-
quested by the plaintiff in the initial plead-
ing, the action shall be heard by a three- 
judge court convened pursuant to section 
2284 of title 28, United States Code, and shall 
be reviewable only by appeal directly to the 
Supreme Court of the United States. Such 
appeal shall be taken by the filing of a notice 
of appeal within 10 days, and the filing of a 
jurisdictional statement within 30 days, of 
the entry of the final decision. 

‘‘(b) MONETARY PENALTIES IN CASES IN-
VOLVING GOVERNMENT AGENCIES.— 

‘‘(1) The court may impose monetary pen-
alties directly against the head of a Govern-
ment agency or a component thereof held to 

have willfully failed to comply with any part 
of a congressional subpoena. 

‘‘(2) No appropriated funds, funds provided 
from any accounts in the Treasury, funds de-
rived from the collection of fees, or other 
Government funds shall be used to pay any 
monetary penalty imposed by the court pur-
suant to this section. 

‘‘(c) WAIVER OF PRIVILEGE.—Any assertion 
of a privilege or other ground for noncompli-
ance (whether statutory, common law, or 
otherwise) asserted by the recipient of a con-
gressional subpoena may be determined to 
have been waived as to any particular record 
withheld from production if the court finds 
that the recipient failed in a timely manner 
to comply with the requirement of section 
105 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States that it produce a privilege log with 
respect to such record. 

‘‘(d) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the term ‘Government agency’ means 
an executive department listed in section 101 
of title 5, United States Code, an inde-
pendent establishment, commission, board, 
bureau, division, or office in the executive 
branch, or other agency of the Federal Gov-
ernment, including wholly or partly owned 
Government corporations.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for chapter 85 of title 28, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting after 
the item relating to section 1365 the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘1365a. Congressional actions against sub-

poena recipients.’’. 
SEC. 3. COMPLIANCE WITH CONGRESSIONAL 

SUBPOENAS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter seven of title II 

of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
(2 U.S.C. 191 et seq.) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 105. RESPONSE TO CONGRESSIONAL SUB-

POENAS. 
‘‘(a) SUBPOENA BY CONGRESSIONAL COM-

MITTEE.—Any recipient of any subpoena from 
a congressional committee or subcommittee 
shall appear and testify or produce records in 
a manner consistent with the subpoena and 
this section. 

‘‘(b) CONGRESSIONAL SUBPOENAS FOR 
RECORDS.— 

‘‘(1) IDENTIFICATION OF RECORDS WITH-
HELD.—In the case of a record that is with-
held, in whole or in part, by the subpoena re-
cipient, the subpoena recipient shall provide 
a log containing the following information 
concerning such record: 

‘‘(A) An express assertion and description 
of the legal basis asserted for withholding 
the record. 

‘‘(B) The type of record. 
‘‘(C) The general subject matter. 
‘‘(D) The date, author, and addressee. 
‘‘(E) The relationship of the author and ad-

dressee to each other. 
‘‘(F) The custodian of the record. 
‘‘(G) Any other descriptive information 

that may be produced or disclosed regarding 
the record that will enable the congressional 
committee or subcommittee issuing the sub-
poena to assess the legal basis asserted for 
withholding the record. 

‘‘(2) MISSING RECORDS.—In the case of any 
record responsive to the subpoena submitted 
under paragraph (1) that was, but no longer 
is, in the possession, custody, or control of 
the subpoena recipient, the subpoena recipi-
ent shall identify the record (including the 
date, author, subject, and each recipient of 
the record) and explain the circumstances 
under which the record ceased to be in the 
possession, custody, or control of the sub-
poena recipient. 

‘‘(3) ELECTRONIC RECORDS.—Electronic 
records shall be produced pursuant to this 
subsection in their native or original file for-
mat. Electronic records shall be delivered on 
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