HENBEY A WAKMAN, CALIFORNIA,
GHAIRMAN

TOM LANTOS, CALIFORNIA

EDOLPHUS TOWNS, NEW YORK

PAUL E. KANJORSKI, PENNSYLVANIA

CAROLYH B. WMALOMEY, NEW YORIK

ELLIAH E CUMMINGS, MARYELAND

GENNS J. KUGINICH, OHIO

DANNY K. DAVIS, iLLINOIS

JOHNE, TIERNEY, MASSAGHUSETTS

WML LAGY GLAY, MISSOURE

DIANE E, WATSON, CALIFORNIA

STEPHEN F. LYNGH, MASSACHUSETTS

BRIAN HIGGINS, NEW YORK

SOHN A YARMUTH, KENTUCKY

BRAUGE L. BRALEY, 1OWA

ELEANCR HOLMES NORTON,
DISTRIGT OF GOLLMBIA

BETTY MCCOLLUM, MINNESOTA

JIM COOPER, TENNESSEE

GHRIS VAN HOLLEN, MARYLAND

PAUL W, HODES, NEW HAMPSHIRE

CHRISTOPHER 5. MURPHY, CONNEGTICUT

JOHN P. SARBANES, MARYLAND

PETER WELCH, VERMONT

ONE MUNDRED TENTH CONGRESS

Conpress of the Wnited Statew

Bouge of Repregentativey

COMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND GOVERNMENT REFORM
2157 RaveurN House OFFICE BulLDING
WasHINGTON, DC 205155143

NMagonmy  (202) 225-5051
Facsiine (202) 225-4784
Maeonry  (202) 225-5074
™Y {202) 225-6852

http/foversight.house.gov

March 1, 2007

The Honorable Michael Chertoff

Secretary

U.S. Department of Homeland Security
Washington, D.C. 20528

Dear Secretary ChertofT:

TOM DAVIS, VIRGINA,
RANKING MINORITY MEMBER

AN BURTON, IHDANA

CHRISTOPHER SHAYS, GONNECTICUT
JOMN K. MeHUGH, NEW YORK

JOHN L, MICA, FLORIDA

MARK E. SOUDER, [NDIANA

FODD RUSSELL PLATTS, PEMNSYLYANIA
GHRIS CANNON, UTAH

JOHNM J. DUNCAN, JR., TENNESSEE
MICHAEL R, TURNER, OHIO

DARRELL E. ISSA, CALIFORNIA

KENMY MARCHANT, TEXAS

LYNN A WESTMORELAND, GEQORGHA
PATRIGK T. McHENRY, NORTH CAROLINA
VIRGINIA FOXX, NORTH CARQLINA
BRIAM P. BILBRAY, CALIFORNIA

BILL SALI, IDAHO

Since the creation of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS) and the
subsequent announcement the department would be responsible for the United States
Visitor and Immigrant Status Indicator Technology Program (US-VISIT), I have made it
a priority to oversee the program’s progress — from conception to implementation. I have
long emphasized that protecting the United States does not rest solely with the physical
infrastructure at our borders. A properly functioning border means information is
collected at each point of contact and the correct information is available at each point of
decision — whether that point is a consular window overseas or a car window at the
border in California. We must have a seamless approach — ensuring security at @il ports

of entry. This is why US-VISIT is essential to the mission of homeland security.

In addition to the security aspects of US-VISIT, the program is particularly

important to Virginia’s 1

11]1

District. Approximately, one out of every six of my

constituents was born outside of the United States. Accordingly, there is in a high
volume of international travel to and from the National Capital Region. Residents need
US-VISIT to work in order to protect the region. However, residents also need the
assurance US-VISIT will not clog the ports of entry and impede and lengthen airport
security procedures at high volume times. [ believe DHS has struck an appropriate
balance between these two goals, but we still have additional ground to cover with the

program.

The President’s budget proposal requested $462 million for US-VISIT in 2008. It
is my strong desire this money be used by DHS to establish a workable exit phase of the
program, which is critical to detecting significant visa overstays. The money should also
facilitate the implementation of a 10 fingerprint biometric. This new technology will be
invaluable in identifying previously unidentifiable partial fingerprints.
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While I am encouraged by the progress of US-VISIT, I have questions regarding
the current state of the program and the improvements to be made over the coming year.
Therefore, in an effort to further assist my oversight efforts, 1 request DHS provide the
following information by March 15, 2006:

1.

On July 17, 2006, I sent you a letter requesting to review the US-VISIT
strategic plan required by the Intelligence Reform and Terrorism Prevention
Act of 2004 (P L. 108-558). Pursuant to the law, DHS was instructed to have
the plan completed by June 2005.

a. If the strategic plan is complete, 1 request a copy for my review.

b. If the strategic plan is not complete, 1 request a timeframe for
completion.

Provide a status report, including a timeframe on implementation, on the
move from the 2 to 10 fingerprint technology;

In order for US-VISIT to work as intended, DHS must coordinate with
federal, state, and local government agencies. Provide specifics as to how
DHS is coordinating information sharing with the following:

a. U.S. Department of State;

b. U.S. Department of Justice; and

c. State and local law enforcement agencies.
Understanding how the US-VISIT program has enhanced the security of the
United States is vital to recognizing the merits of further funding and
expanded implementation. Provide the following statistics regarding the
program, with a date of their accuracy:

a. the number of individuals with outstanding criminal warrants detained;

b. the number of individuals deported; and

¢. the number of individuals denied entry into the United States.
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If you have any questions regarding this request, please contact{ -

Wy O ,at (202) 225-5074. In addition, I ask that you make your staff avallable
to brief Comm1ttee staff on these issues at such time that is requested.

Sincerely,
m

Tom Davis
Ranking Republican Member

cc: Chairman Henry A. Waxman



