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The House met at 9 a.m.

Commissioner John Busby, National
Commander, Salvation Army, Alexan-
dria, Virginia, offered the following
prayer:

Almighty God, Creator, Preserver
and Governor of all things, we humbly
bow before You on behalf of those gath-
ered here; individuals who find pleasure
in serving the people of this great
country.

With thankful hearts for Your good-
ness to each of them, we earnestly pray
that You will take their minds and
give them a new measure of wisdom,
take their hearts and fill them with
Your love for others, and take their
wills and make them more obedient to
Your will.

May Your servants here proceed step
by step, hour by hour to meet the chal-
lenges You have given them so that in
the end, the purpose that You have set
out for this House of Representatives
may be accomplished for the enrich-
ment of people across this land and to
Your honor and glory.

This we pray in Your holy name.
Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. DEAL) come forward
and lead the House in the Pledge of Al-
legiance.

Mr. DEAL of Georgia led the Pledge
of Allegiance as follows:

| pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

RECESS

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the
order of the House of Thursday, May 11,
2000, the House will stand in recess sub-
ject to the call of the Chair to receive
the former Members of Congress.

Accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 5 min-
utes a.m.) the House stood in recess
subject to the call of the Chair.

RECEPTION OF FORMER MEMBERS
OF CONGRESS

The SPEAKER of the House presided.

The SPEAKER. Good morning. On
behalf of the House of Representatives,
it gives me great pleasure to welcome
to the Chamber today the former Mem-
bers of Congress. This is your annual
meeting. And, of course, many of you
are personal friends from both sides of
the aisle, and it is important that you
are here certainly to renew those
friendships.

As a report from the President will
indicate, you honor this House and the
Nation by your continuing efforts to
export the concept of representative
democracy to countries all over the
world and to college campuses around
this country. | endorse those efforts
and hope you will pursue that and con-
tinue it.

I also endorse your wise choice of
Chaplain Emeritus James D. Ford as
the recipient of the Distinguished Serv-
ice Award. Chaplain Ford will finally
have his opportunity, which he has
long sought, to speak from the floor of
the House, a privileged reserved only to
Members. | would remind him, how-
ever, that the proceedings are tech-
nically held within the House in recess,
just to place things in perspective.

At this time, | would request that my
friend, the gentleman from Illinois, Mr.

Erlenborn, Vice President of the
Former Members Association, take the
Chair.

Mr. ERLENBORN (presiding). The

Clerk will call the roll of former Mem-

bers of the House and Senate who are
present today.

The Clerk called the roll of the
former Members of Congress, and the
following former Members answered to
their names:

ROLLCALL OF FORMER MEMBERS OF CONGRESS
ATTENDING 30TH ANNUAL SPRING MEETING
THE UNITED STATES ASSOCIATION OF FORMER
MEMBERS OF CONGRESS

William V. (Bill) Alexander (Arkan-
sas)

J. Glenn Beall, Jr. (Maryland)

Tom Bevill (Alabama)

Daniel B. Brewster (Maryland)

Donald G. Brotzman (Colorado)

Clarence J. Brown, Jr. (Ohio)

James T. Broyhill (North Carolina)

John H. Buchanan (Alabama)

Jack Buechner (Missouri)

Albert G. Bustamante (Texas)

Beverly B. Byron (Maryland)

Elford A. Cederberg (Michigan)

Charles E. Chamberlain (Michigan)

Rod Chandler (Washington)

William F. Clinger (Pennsylvania)

R. Lawrence Coughlin (Pennsylvania)

James K. Coyne (Pennsylvania)

E (Kika) de la Garza (Texas)

Ben L. Erdreich (Alabama)

John N. Erlenborn (Illinois)

Don Fuqua (Florida)

Robert Garcia (New York)

Robert N. Giaimo (Connecticut)

Gilbert Gude (Maryland)

Robert P. Hanrahan (lllinois)

William D. Hathaway (Maine)

Dennis M. Hertel (Michigan)

George J. Hochbrueckner (New York)

William J. Hughes (New Jersey)

Hastings Keith (Massachusetts)

David S. King (Utah)

Ernest Konnyu (California)

Lawrence P. (Larry) LaRocco (Idaho)

Claude (Buddy) Leach (Louisiana)

Marilyn Lloyd (Tennessee)

Cathy Long (Louisiana)

Andrew Maguire (New Jersey)

Romano L. Mazzoli (Kentucky)

Matthew F. McHugh (New York)

Jan Meyers (Kansas)
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Robert H. Michel (lllinois)
Abner J. Mikva (l1linois)
Clarence E. Miller (Ohio)

John S. Monagan (Connecticut)

G.V. (Sonny) Montgomery
sissippi)

Shirley N. Pettis (California)

William R. Ratchford (Connecticut)

Marty Russo (Illinois)

George E. Sangmeister (lllinois)

Ronald A. Sarasin (Connecticut)

Patricia Schroeder (Colorado)

Richard T. Schulze (Pennsylvania)

Dennis A. Smith (Oregon)

Neal E. Smith (lowa)

Gerald B.H. Solomon (New York)

James V. Stanton (Ohio)

James W. Symington (Missouri)

Steve Symms (Idaho)

Robert S. Walker (Pennsylvania)

Charles W. Whalen, Jr. (Ohio)

James C. Wright, Jr. (Texas)

Roger H. Zion (Indiana)

Mr. ERLENBORN (presiding). The
Chair now recognized the distinguished
minority whip, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. BONIOR) for such re-
marks as he may make.

Mr. BONIOR. Mr. Speaker, it is good
to be with you again. We welcome you
back to the Capitol. | want to echo the
comments of the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. HASTERT), my dear friend and
our Speaker, when | say to you this
morning that it is good to see so many
familiar faces and to comment how
comfortable you look in your seats.

I am sure, as some of you know, I
look forward some day of joining you
all in your present capacity, but not
too soon. The great American historian
and diplomat, John Kenneth Galbraith,
once said that nothing is so admirable
in politics as a short memory. But
when | look out at those of you who are
sitting here this morning, think that is
really not true at all, because what we
really need more than anything in this
institution today is to depend upon
your institutional memory to recap-
ture the great, not only concepts and
principles, but traditions of this body,
which | think we are slowly putting
back together after a very difficult pe-
riod of time that we have gone through
in the last decade.

So | want to welcome all of you back
on behalf of Dick GEPHARDT and our
leadership. | wish you a good day
today. Thank you for honoring Jim
Ford, who | know many of you have
served with while you were in the
House of Representatives. He is a very
special and a very dear man.

I remember one instance when | was
in the hospital with Jim, we were at, |
think it was Walter Reed, we both were
pretty ill and we were going down for
an operation together. They wheeled us
just coincidentally out of our ward to-
gether. We got out of the elevator to-
gether. We went down the elevator to-
gether and we separated. And just be-
fore we separated to go on our respec-
tive surgical rooms he said to me,
“BONIOR, | want you to remember, this
is what | call real chaplainship.” He
was there for me in my hour of need
right into the operating room.

(Mis-
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I also want to say that | look forward
to, | do not know how many of you
going to go to the event on China
today, but 1 am on the panel discus-
sion. So | look forward to a vigorous
debate and discussion of that issue as
well.

So welcome. | look forward to vis-
iting with you today, and | hope you
have a wonderful experience back in
your House. Thank you.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair announces that 49 former Mem-
bers of Congress have responded to
their names. A quorum is present.

The Chair will now recognize the gen-
tleman from New York, the Honorable
Matthew McHugh, President of our as-
sociation, for such time as he may con-
sume, and to yield for appropriate re-
marks to other Members.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. McCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, my
thanks to our Speaker pro tempore and
to all of my colleagues for being with
us this morning. We are, of course, es-
pecially grateful to the Speaker, DEN-
NIS HASTERT, for taking time from his
very busy schedule to be with us, and
to the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
BoONIOR) for his warm welcome as well.

It is always a privilege for us to re-
turn to this great institution which we
revere and where we shared so many
memorable experiences. Service in
Congress, as we know, is both a joy and
a heavy responsibility, and whatever
our party affiliation, we have great ad-
miration for those who continue to
serve in this place for the country.

We thank them all once again for
giving us this opportunity to report on
the activities of our Association of
Former Members of Congress.

This is our 30th annual report to Con-
gress. Our association is nonpartisan,
or bipartisan. It has been chartered but
not funded by the Congress. We have a
wide variety of domestic and inter-
national programs which |1 and others
this morning will briefly summarize in
our report.

Our membership now is approxi-
mately 600 men and women, the pur-
pose of which is to continue in some
small measure the service to the coun-
try that we began during our terms of
service here in the House or in the Sen-
ate.

I think our most significant domestic
activities are our Congress to Campus
program. As most know, this is a bipar-
tisan effort to share with college stu-
dents throughout the country our in-
sights on the work of Congress and on
the political process more generally.

A team of former Members, one Dem-
ocrat and one Republican, spend up to
2%, days on college campuses through-
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out the United States meeting for-
mally and informally with students,
but also with Members of the faculty
and the local communities.

It is a great experience for all Mem-
bers, and those who have participated
have always enjoyed it. But our pri-
mary goal is to generate a deeper ap-
preciation for our democratic form of
government and the need for young
people in particular to participate ac-
tively in the political process.

Since the program’s inception in 1976,
119 former Members of Congress have
reached more than 150,000 students
through 267 visits to 183 campuses in 49
States and the District of Columbia.

In recent years we have conducted
the program jointly with the Stennis
Center for Public Service at Mississippi
State University. The former Members
donate their time to the program, the
Stennis Center pays transportation
costs, and the host institution provides
room and board.

At this point, Mr. Speaker, | would
like to yield to Rod Chandler, the gen-
tleman from the State of Washington,
to discuss his participation in this Con-
gress to Campus program.

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. Speaker, it has
been my privilege to visit five cam-
puses under the Congress to Campus
program of the United States Former
Members of Congress Association. | am
an enthusiastic supporter of this pro-
gram, and | believe that we are making
an important contribution toward the
understanding of and respect for our
Nation’s policy-making institution
itself, particularly the Congress of the
United States.

In March, my former colleague from
Michigan, Dennis Hertel, and | were
guests at Meridian Community College
in Meridian, Mississippi. Diann Sollie,
Chair of the Social Science Division of
the school, was the faculty in charge of
our visit. In 2 days, we spoke to eight
separate classrooms, met with talented
and gifted high school students from
the Meridian area, and visited infor-
mally with Meridian Community Col-
lege students.

Dennis Hertel and | are good friends
and we present a compatible team. We
do differ on major subjects, however,
and the students appeared to enjoy and
appreciate our frank discussion of
these policy questions. We also spoke
with students of our personal political
careers and provided advice to those
who expressed an interest in developing
political careers of their own.

Mr. Speaker, thousands of young men
and women in this country are fas-
cinated by what takes place here in
this Chamber and in the Senate. They
would like to contribute to their coun-
try and play a role in the world’s great-
est democracy. | believe the Former
Members of Congress Association pro-
vides a valuable contrast to the often
misleading news coverage of Congress.

I would like to thank the Stennis
Center for its support of Congress to
Campus, and the fine staff of the
former Members of Congress associa-
tion, ably led by Linda Reed, for the
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coordinating role that they play. My
hope is that we former Members will
continue to demonstrate for America’s
young people the treasure we have in
the form of a country where every cit-
izen, if they choose to, has a say in
public policy.

Mr. MCcHUGH. Thank you very much,
Rod. One outgrowth of the Congress to
Campus program was an interest in
producing a book that would take an
inside look at Congress from differing
viewpoints. There are many fine books
written by individual Members of Con-
gress, but to our knowledge, there was
no compendium that goes behind the
scenes in a very personal way.

So, our immediate past president,
Lou Frey, recruited more than 30 Mem-
bers of Congress, former Members, and
their spouses to write chapters for a
book on Congress. It is being coedited
by Lou and by the head of the political
science department at Colgate Univer-
sity, Professor Michael Hayes. The
book is scheduled to go to press later
this year, and we hope that all of you
will find it interesting reading.

Mr. Speaker, as you know, although
many of our former Members live in
the Washington area, there are quite a
few who reside in other parts of the
country. Therefore, in an effort to
broaden participation in the associa-
tion’s work, we have had some meet-
ings outside of Washington. In recent
years, for example, we have held meet-
ings in the western region, and Cali-
fornia in particular.

In November of last year, the meet-
ing was in San Diego. In addition to en-
joying many of the attractions of that
beautiful area, our Members met with
students and faculty at San Diego
State University as well as the Univer-
sity of California at San Diego. Also
former Members Lynn Schenk and
Paul Rogers, who serve on the board of
directors of Scripps Research Institute,
arranged a briefing and a reception for
us at the institute.

This year the regional meeting will
be held in Austin, Texas, from October
21 to 25. Our former colleagues, Jake
Pickle and Jack Hightower, are plan-
ning an interesting schedule that will
include visits to the LBJ Library and
ranch, tours of the State Capitol build-
ing and other local attractions, as well
as meetings with students at the Uni-
versity of Texas. Joel Wyatt last night
also volunteered to help with our pro-
gram in Austin as well.

We certainly hope that many of you
will be able to join us for what prom-
ises to be a very worthwhile and enjoy-
able time.

After the November elections, the as-
sociation will again sponsor what we
have called the Life After Congress
Seminar, a program we have tradition-
ally organized for the benefit of Mem-
bers who are leaving the Congress. Dur-
ing the seminar, former Members now
working in the public and private sec-
tors will share insights with retiring
Members about career opportunities
and the personal adjustments involved
in this transition.
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In addition, congressional support
staff will outline the services available
to former Members of Congress. As in
the past, the seminar will be followed
by a reception sponsored by the auxil-
iary to the association which will af-
ford more time for informal exchanges.

Mr. Speaker, beyond the events we
organize here, the association is very
active in sponsoring programs that are
international in scope. Over the years,
we have gained experience in fostering
interaction between the leaders of
other nations and the United States.
We have arranged 410 special events at
the U.S. Capitol for international dele-
gations from 85 countries and the Euro-
pean Parliament, programmed short-
term visits for individual Members of
parliaments, and long-term visits for
parliamentary staff.

We have hosted 46 foreign policy sem-
inars in nine countries involving more
than 1,500 former and current parlia-
mentarians, and we have conducted 18
study tours abroad for Members of Con-
gress.

The association also serves as a sec-
retariat for the Congressional Study
Group on Germany. As many know,
this is the largest and most active ex-
change program between the U.S. Con-
gress and the parliament of another
country. Founded in 1987 in the House
and 1988 in the Senate, it is a bipar-
tisan group of 171 representatives and
senators. They are afforded the oppor-
tunity to meet with their counterparts
in the German Bundestag to enhance
understanding and greater cooperation.
Ongoing Study Group activities include
conducting a distinguished visitors
program at the U.S. Capitol for guests
from Germany, sponsoring annual sem-
inars involving Members of Congress
and the Bundestag, providing informa-
tion about participants in the Con-
gress-Bundestag Youth Exchange Pro-
gram to appropriate Members of Con-
gress, and arranging for Members of
the Bundestag to visit congressional
districts with Members of Congress.
New activities are being explored to
enhance these opportunities.

The Congressional Study Group on
Germany is funded primarily by the
German Marshall Fund of the United
States. Additional funding, with the
help of Tom Coleman, our former col-
league, has also been obtained from
eight corporations and they are rep-
resented now on the Business Advisory
Council to the Study Group.

I would like at this point to yield to
our friend and colleague from Missouri,
Jack Buechner, to report on the 17th
annual Congress-Bundestag Seminar,
which was held recently in Niagara
Falls, and other activities.

Mr. BUECHNER. Mr. Speaker, |
thank the gentleman for yielding. |
think everyone who has served in the
Congress since 1987 will be aware of the
fact that the Congressional Study
Group between the United States Con-
gress and the Bundestag is the largest
of any of the cooperative relationships
with other parliaments. Currently,
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over 160 Members of the sitting Con-
gress participate in the Study Group,
and the activities are certainly ones to
be proud of and to certainly serve as a
model for any other bicameral rela-
tionship.

Both parties are represented in the
Study Group, and they come from all
regions of the country. Currently, the
two Senate leaders are TiIM JOHNSON
and BiLL ROTH, and on the House side,
the current chairman of our group is
JOHN LAFALCE of New York, and he is
joined by JOEL HEFLEY of Colorado as
the vice chairman.

The support, although it is under the
aegis of the Congress, the financial
support actually comes from the Ger-
man Marshal Fund and from generous
donations from German-American busi-
ness groups.

Since the last meeting of the former
Members, the Congressional Study
Group on Germany has conducted 17
events as part of the Distinguished
Visitors Program, and that brings Ger-
man dignitaries to the United States
Congress to meet with Members of the
Study Group. Just as an example, some
of the visiting dignitaries last year
were Anke Fuchs, the vice president of
the Bundestag; Peter Struck, the ma-
jority floor leader in the Bundestag;
Hans-Ulrich Klose, the chairman of the
Bundestag’s Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee; and recently Joschka Fischer,
Germany’s vice chancellor and foreign
minister.

When these dignitaries come in, the
meetings are, of course, both formal
and informal. They make themselves
available for press briefings and for
public dialogue. Following that, there
is memoranda that are circulated from
both the Bundestag and the Congress.
They are made available to various
committees and certainly to the 160
Members of the Study Group who cur-
rently serve. These issues, | believe,
are of international trade, defense, and
the types of issues that, of course, our
Members need very much to hear
about.

Last month, right prior to the Easter
vacation, the 17th meeting of the Joint
Study Group was conducted and held in
Niagara Falls, New York. Our House
Chairman, JoHN LAFALCE, was the
host.

We had Members of the Bundestag, |
think we had seven Members of the
Bundestag and nine sitting Members of
the United States Congress were there.
Along with it we had four former Mem-
bers of Congress, John Erlenborn, Lou
Frey, Tom Coleman of Missouri, and
myself. And we were joined by business
leaders of the German-American busi-
ness community.

We conducted discussions about ev-
erything ranging from WTO to the role
of NATO, whether there was going to
be a European Army come up, the rela-
tionship of the EU, and such things as
relationships with China. And it was
really a great event, because there was
an opportunity for everybody to take
off their legislator’s hat and put on the
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one of really an ambassador of good-
will.

But the discussions became very hot
and heavy, especially on topics such as
PNTR. We were able to go to Niagara
Falls. | do have to say that the weather
was a little rainy, a little windy, a lit-
tle bleak, and there were only a few
flowers and trees budding, but it had
no effect upon the camaraderie that
was established amongst the group.

Barber Conable, our former Member
from New York, and also the former
head of the World Bank, joined us and
we had a very lengthy discussion. This
was at the old Fort Niagara, and we
really did have a great time there, and
I think that it really augurs well for
the continuation of the program.

Next year, the meeting for the first
time will be held in what was formerly
East Germany up around the Baltic,
and | would hope that we will have a
good attendance from our current
Members as well as the former Mem-
bers. So thank you very much. The
growth is one to be admired and the
participation of the former Members is
certainly a good relationship for us to
continue with the sitting Members, and
the board looks forward to continu-
ation of the program.

Mr. MCHUGH. Thank you very much,
Jack. The association also serves as
the secretariat for the Congressional
Study Group on Japan. This was found-
ed in 1993 in cooperation with the East-
West Center in Hawaii. It is a bipar-
tisan group of 80 Members in the House
and Senate with an additional 55 Mem-
bers who have asked to be kept in-
formed of the Study Group activities.

In addition to providing substantive
opportunities for Members of Congress
to meet with their counterparts in the
Japanese Diet, the Study Group ar-
ranges monthly briefings when Con-
gress is in session for Members to hear
from American and Japanese experts
about various aspects of the U.S.-Japa-
nese relationship.

The Congressional Study Group on
Japan is funded primarily by the
Japan-U.S. Friendship Commission.

Last year, Mr. Speaker, the associa-
tion began a parliamentary exchange
program with the People’s Republic of
China. In October, with funding from
the U.S. Information Agency, the asso-
ciation hosted a delegate of nine Mem-
bers of the National People’s Congress
here in Washington.

This visit marked the inauguration
of the U.S.-China Interparliamentary
Exchange Group, whose members have
been appointed by the Speaker. The as-
sociation has been asked by the De-
partment of State to submit a proposal
to fund a visit to China by members of
this exchange group next year. We are
also seeking funding to initiate a Con-
gressional Study Group on China,
which would hold monthly meetings at
the Capitol for current Members to dis-
cuss with American and Chinese ex-
perts topics of particular concern. Ob-
viously, this would follow the same
pattern as these other study groups
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that we have been coordinating for
Germany and Japan.

I would like now, Mr. Speaker, to
yield to the gentlewoman from Mary-
land, Beverly Byron, to discuss the Oc-
tober visit and future plans for the ex-
change program with China.

Ms. BYRON. Mr. Speaker, | would
like to say, first of all, that | think it
is interesting to note that the Senate
Finance Committee and the House
Committee on Ways and Means are
taking up today the Most Favored Na-
tion Status for China. And so it is
timely and appropriate that we discuss
the Chinese exchange program that
this body has begun.

In August of 1996, 10 former Members
had an opportunity, at the invitation
of the Chinese government, to spend, I
guess, about 8, 9 days in China, an ex-
tremely exciting and interesting trip.
And as a return, a delegation of nine
members of the National People’s Con-
gress, the Standing Committee and the
Foreign Affairs group, visited Wash-
ington this year from October 11 to 16.

The Chinese government paid the
international transportation costs for
the delegation and we picked up the
costs while they were here.

It marked the inauguration of a U.S.-
China Interparliamentary Exchange
group whose members were appointed
by Speaker Hastert in the late sum-
mer. The chair of that group is Rep-
resentative DONALD MANzuLLo of Illi-
nois, and DouG BEREUTER of Nebraska
is vice chair, and TomMm LANTOS of Cali-
fornia is ranking Democrat.

They had a visit to the Hill with four
rounds of meetings between Members
of Congress and their Chinese counter-
parts. In addition to the meetings with
the Members, the Chinese delegation
held extensive talks with Kurt Camp-
bell of the Department of Defense, Tom
Pickering, Department of State, Susan
Shirk, Deputy Assistant Secretary for
East Asian and Pacific Affairs, and
then they went to the General Ac-
counting Office and then Matt took
care of them when they went down and
visited with the World Bank.

They met with the Office of U.S.
Trade Representative, the National Se-
curity Council, U.S.-Chinese Business
Council and U.S.-Chinese scholars. So
we can see they had an extremely
broad opportunity to be exposed.

During the meetings with Congress,
as well as during the talks with rep-
resentatives in the administration,
many contentious issues came up.
Human rights, Taiwan, trade deficit,
the U.S. bombing of the embassy, and
joining the World Trade Organization.
These conversations were sometimes
difficult and sometimes there was a
meeting of the mind.

It was interesting, one of the mem-
bers of the delegation was the Chinese
Bishop of Beijing who wished to meet
with Catholic officials while he was
here, or some priests. We were able to
set up a meeting at Georgetown Uni-
versity with Father Bill Byron, who
was formerly head of CU, and the dia-
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logue, as our new chaplain will be in-
terested to know, was an extremely in-
teresting one.

The delegation also had an interest
in seeing something outside of Wash-
ington, and so | grabbed on the oppor-
tunity and we took them to Annapolis.
They were given an opportunity to
visit Annapolis for about an hour and a
half on their own, at which time they
came back with numerous pictures,
and we had an extensive visit and din-
ner at the Naval Academy, but they all
wanted their picture taken with their
postcard in front of the statue that was
at the Naval Academy.

They had dinner in the dining hall
with the midshipmen. It was quite a
revelation for many of them to realize
that there were 4,000 midshipmen that
ate in one room, and we had a very in-
teresting discussion because there are
four professors at the academy that are
of Chinese origin and speak the dif-
ferent dialects. So we did not have to
work  through interpreters  that
evening.

They also had an opportunity to visit
the Maryland State House. | was inter-
ested to note that the Maryland Sec-
retary of State, John Willis, we have
an active ongoing program with the
Chinese exchange so he was delighted.

As an outgrowth of this, the congres-
sional delegation that they met with
have been working and will be looking
forward to a return exchange visit,
probably a year from now, with some of
the same Members that they met with
before.

Let me take 2 seconds, because no
one can control a Member and no one
can control a former Member unless
they bang the gavel, but, Rod, you
talked about the campus program. |
had an opportunity to go visit the Uni-
versity of Utah in Salt Lake City with
Barbara VVucanovich, and it was an ex-
tremely wonderful 3 days interacting
with the students. So for anybody that
has not participated in those programs,
I cannot urge you enough to try.
Thank you.

Mr. McHUGH. Thank you, Bev. Be-
fore we leave the subject of China, let
me just remind everybody that imme-
diately after our proceedings here on
the floor, we are going to have a panel,
very distinguished panel, including
DAVE BONIOR who mentioned it when
he was here, on the subject of China-
U.S. relations and, of course, particu-
larly on this pending issue of trade re-
lations with China. So we encourage all
of you to come to that panel presen-
tation immediately after this at about
10:30.

The U.S. Congress and the Congress
of Mexico have been conducting annual
seminars for about 39 years under the
auspices of the Interparliamentary
Group; however, there is still little
interaction between the legislators
from our two countries during the rest
of the year. The association hopes to
initiate a Congressional Study Group
on Mexico with funding from the Tin-
ker Foundation, so that Members of
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Congress can meet on a regular basis
with visiting Mexican dignitaries and
other experts on our mutual relation-
ship.

In the aftermath of the political
changes in Europe, the association
began a series of programs in 1989 to
assist the emerging democracies of
Central and Eastern Europe. With
funding from the U.S. Information
Agency, the association sent bipartisan
teams of former Members, accom-
panied by either a congressional or
country expert, to the Czech Republic
to, Slovakia, Hungary and Poland for
up to 2 weeks. They conducted work-
shops and provided instruction on leg-
islative issues for new members of par-
liament in those countries as well as
their staffs and other persons involved
in the legislative process.

They also made public appearances
to discuss the American political proc-
ess. In addition, the association
brought delegations of members of par-
liament from all of these countries to
the U.S. for 2-week visits. Also with
funds from this USIA, the association
sent a technical advisor to the Hun-
garian parliament from 1991 to 1993.

With financial support from the Pew
Charitable Trust in 1994, the associa-
tion assigned technical advisors to the
Slovak and Ukrainian parliaments.
This initial support was supplemented
by other grants to enable Congres-
sional Fellows to extend their stays.

Since 1995, with funding from the
U.S. Agency for International Develop-
ment and the Eurasia Foundation, the
association has managed a very highly
successful program to place out-
standing Ukrainian students in intern-
ships with committees in the Ukrain-
ian parliament. This program meets
not only the parliament’s short-term
need for having a well-educated moti-
vated and professionally trained staff,
but also the longer term need to de-
velop a cadre of trained professionals.

At this point, Mr. Speaker, | would
like to yield to the gentleman from
Michigan, Dennis Hertel, to report on
our program in Ukraine.

Mr. HERTEL. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman from New York. Last
year | had the pleasure of advising the
Congress about the continued progress
of our program in Ukraine. I am now
able to report that our goals have been
achieved. We will be completing 6 years
of assistance to the Ukrainian par-
liament.

I want to give a special ‘“thank you™’
on behalf of our association to Walt
Raymond, Bill Brown, our former par-
liamentarian, and our colleague,
Lucien Nedzi. Our most lasting accom-
plishment has been to create and sus-
tain for 5 years a robust internship in
the parliament.

Five years ago, few, if any new staff-
ers, were hired by the Ukrainian par-
liament. There was no new blood, no
fresh thinking at the staff level. Staff
holdovers, appointed by the former
communist leaders of the Soviet Union
before Ukraine received its independ-
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ence in 1991, remained in place and
served as a retarding influence on any
internal effort to modernize the par-
liament or to pass reform legislation.

During the past 5 years, the intern
program supported by this association
has included more than 250 young
Ukrainian university graduates, drawn
especially from law schools or those
departments specializing in economics
politics and social issues. Interns have
served not so much as interns as we
know them in our Congress, but really
as the staff of the parliament. They
have drafted laws, they have provided
research, they supported member of
parliament needs and provided a bridge
to western parliament processes and
western analysis.

Few members of parliament speak or
read western languages. It has been a
requirement that each candidate be
conversant in a key western language,
particularly English. The activity of
the interns has helped bring a greater
sense of relevance to committee work
and by assisting in raising the quality
of work in the parliament, the par-
liament is in better position to play its
role in the emerging Ukrainian democ-
racy.

There is evidence of success. The
number of young Ukrainians interested
in applying for intern positions con-
tinues to soar as does the demand by
Ukrainian members of parliament for
interns to be assigned to their commit-
tees or their offices.

In the parliamentary year ending
this summer, 65 interns have been in-
volved in the program. Earlier interns
who completed the program have found
many excellent job opportunities.
Some remain as parliamentary staff-
ers, others have entered the executive
branch, while some return to academia
and a significant number seek to enter
the growing private sector and business
there in the Ukraine, the media, or
think tanks. The group represents a
veritable young leaders cadre, which is
essential for the democratic develop-
ment of Ukraine.

Later this year, our association in-
tends to turn the direction of the pro-
gram over to the local Ukrainian man-
agement to ensure its long-term viabil-
ity. Two independent Ukrainian
groups, one academic and the other,
the Association of Ukrainian Deputies,
have committed themselves to main-
taining the high professional standards
and the nonpartisan selection process.

The Ukrainian program has proved to
be an excellent pilot and worth replica-
tion in other emerging democracies,
particularly in the Central/East Euro-
pean and NIS areas. As my colleague,
John Erlenborn, has described or will
describe today, the Ukrainian model
has been successfully replicated in
Macedonia by this association.

This program initiative which sup-
ports emerging democratic parliaments
focuses on personnel, one of the key
weaknesses throughout the former
communist region, but the key to hav-
ing a successful developed democratic
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government. Changes at the top have
not been followed by changes through-
out the organizational structure in the
country, whether in the executive, the
legislative, or judicial branches. The
idea of intern programs designed to
bring new and energetic staffs to the
region is an idea that should be fol-
lowed in other countries. It is a great
strength of our democracy and our gov-
ernment really that we have such a
wide breadth of experience, and people
that are involved in what they call
civil society over there, and civic soci-
ety.

The people have other interests.
They bring other people into it. They
teach others. And that is what this as-
sociation has accomplished for the
Ukraine. | believe that is what this as-
sociation can accomplish continually
throughout Eastern and Central Eu-
rope, where the assistance is needed so
much and the involvement of the mem-
bers of this association is needed so
much. The Ukrainian program, this as-
sociation believes, will be a lasting leg-
acy and an example for what can be
done in Eastern and Central Europe.

Mr. MCHUGH. Thank you, Dennis.
Because of the success of our intern-
ship program in Ukraine, as has been
mentioned, the National Democratic
Institute for International Affairs,
with funding from the Agency for
International Development, asked the
association to replicate this program
in Macedonia. In September of last
year, we sent John Hart, who was given
leave from his responsibility as press
Secretary to Representative ToMm
COBURN, to Macedonia for 6 months to
establish a program for 65 interns to
the Macedonian parliament, to initiate
a research and analysis program, and
to conduct public outreach.

Funds were also included to permit
several former Members of Congress to
travel to Macedonia to assist with this
effort. One of those, as Dennis men-
tioned, was John Erlenborn. At this
point, | would like to yield to the gen-
tleman from Illinois to tell us about
his participation in that program.

Mr. ERLENBORN. | thank the gen-
tleman for yielding and request the
gentleman assume the Chair during the
course of my remarks.

Mr. Speaker, the scope of the activi-
ties of our association are not very
well-known by the public. One of the
important programs we have under-
taken is providing help to emerging de-
mocracies, especially  their par-
liaments.

In January of this year, | traveled to
Skopje, Macedonia, to confer with
members of the Macedonian par-
liament concerning the intern program
that we have established for them. This
program was patterned after the one
that we had established and operated
for several years in the Ukraine.

Under a subgrant from the National
Democratic Institute, we chose a staff-
er from the Hill, and Matt has already
identified him as John Hart, who
worked in Macedonia selecting univer-
sity students and recent graduates in
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that country, training them to provide
research and drafting services for the
members of parliament who lack such
resources.

A young Macedonian lawyer also was
engaged to work with John in launch-
ing the project, with a view toward
grooming her to manage the project
when John returned to the United
States, which he did about a month
ago.

National elections delayed the full
implementation of the intern project
late last year. The interns were as-
signed to various party caucuses, but
were not able to be fully utilized until
after the elections.

By the time | arrived, interns and
members have begun to work together,
and | interviewed some members to ob-
tain their impressions. As one would
expect, members’ use of the interns
varied. Generally, however, they as-
signed information-gathering tasks to
them so that members would have a
better knowledge of the current issues
and also be prepared to offer legislative
solutions to perceived needs.

Every Member of parliament | spoke
with was pleased with the work being
done by their interns. Most of them ex-
pressed the belief that only with such
resources would they be able to become
independent of the executive branch
which now drafts legislation and pre-
pares the budget. The parliament typi-
cally has little time in which to con-
sider these drafts, and thus has little
or no input into the finally approved
legislation.

The relationship of the executive and
legislative branches reflects the reality
of their respective roles under the gov-
ernment structure of the past. Little
has changed since Macedonia was suc-
cessful in a peaceful secession from
Yugoslavia in 1992. At the present
time, membership in the parliament is
expected soon to become a full-time oc-
cupation. It is believed that then there
will be a greater demand from within
an independent legislature exercising
its collective will in the enactment of
legislation.

This transition from the old ways to
democratic governments is a basic test
of the success of the newly-emerging
democracies. Similar problems are
being faced by all of them with varying
successes. | believe that the intern
projects that we have initiated are nec-
essary to help the legislatures transi-
tion to independent and meaningful
roles if the voice of the people is to be
heard, as it must in a democracy.

The U.S. Association of Former
Members of Congress is uniquely quali-
fied to provide these resources for the
education of the legislators in the
emerging democracies. Former Mem-
bers have experience in State legisla-
tures and the Congress. We cannot ex-
pect other countries just to adopt our
ways, but we can help them identify
the basic elements of a free representa-
tive government, sensitive to the tradi-
tions of their country.

In talking to some of these parlia-
mentarians and telling them how our
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legislature operates, | always prefaced
it by saying we have been working at
this for more than 200 years, and we do
not expect, number one, that you are
going to be able to achieve the same
kind of a legislative process too rap-
idly; and, secondly, it does not have to
be exactly like ours. You choose your
own, but it has to have some of the
basic elements that any free demo-
cratic legislature must have.

I believe that each and every one of
us having served our country in the
past still have an urge to serve in some
capacity. With our experience, we can
help other countries move toward re-
sponsive, democratic governments. It
would be a shame to waste the resource
that we represent. | hope that we can
have more programs such as those in
Ukraine and Macedonia.

Mr. McCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, in De-
cember of 1996, the association sent a
delegation of current and former Mem-
bers to Cuba on a study mission to as-
sess the situation there and analyze
the effectiveness of U.S. policies to-
ward Cuba. Upon its return, the delega-
tion wrote a report of its findings,
which  were widely disseminated
through the media and were made
available to Members of Congress as
well as to personnel in the executive
branch.

A follow-up to this initial study mis-
sion was conducted in January of 1999.
Again, the delegation wrote a detailed
report of its findings and shared it
through media and briefings with con-
gressional leaders and representatives
of the executive branch.

A final study mission to Cuba is
scheduled to take place from May 29
this year to June 3. A delegation led by
John Brademas of Indiana, and includ-
ing Jack Buechner of Missouri, Larry
LaRocco of Idaho and Fred Grandy of
lowa will meet with representatives of
the Cuban government, dissidents and
others to assess the current State of
U.S.-Cuba relations. When they return,
they will write a report of their find-
ings and again share their conclusions
with Members of the Congress, the
media, the executive branch and oth-
ers. Needless to say, it is a very timely
mission with all that is going on these
days in that relationship.

The association also organizes study
tours for its Members and their spouses
who, at their own expense, have par-
ticipated in educational and cultural
experiences in a wide variety of places,
including Canada, China, Vietnam,
Australia, New Zealand, the former So-
viet Union, Western and Eastern Eu-
rope, the Middle East and South Amer-
ica. The most recent study tour took
place in March of this year when asso-
ciation and auxiliary members,
spouses, and friends visited ltaly.

As most of my colleagues know, we
have three former Members of Congress
who now serve as ambassadors in Italy:
Tom Foglietta, our Ambassador to
Italy, Lindy Boggs, our Ambassador to
the Holy See, and George McGovern,
our Ambassador to the Food and Agri-
culture Organization.
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The trip, as | understand it, was very
successful, and at this point | would
like to yield to the gentleman from
New York, Gerry Solomon, to tell us
about that study tour and the plans for
next year.

(Mr. SOLOMON asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SOLOMON. Thank you, Mr.
President and former Members, Chap-
lain Ford, Speaker Jim Wright sitting
over there, and certainly our leader,
Bob Michel sitting over here. Let me be
brief because we are running out of
time reporting on the study tour this
past March. And, Mr. Speaker, | hope
you would not recognize Bob Walker to
object to my request to revise and ex-
tend.

The study tour to Italy was a huge
success, thanks to the outstanding ad-
vance planning and organization by our
executive director, Linda Reed, sitting
over here. The well-attended meetings
with the Vatican, the Vatican think
tank of Justice and Peace, and Ambas-
sador Lindy Boggs, our former col-
league, as Matt has mentioned, were
extremely informative and extremely
interesting, as was the meeting with
Ambassador George McGovern at the
Food and Agriculture Organization,
and the meeting in Florence with the
U.S. Consul General’s office.

The entire Italy tour, made up of 64
members, spouses, friends, including 26
former Members, the largest ever,
made visits to the Vatican Museum,
St. Peter’s Basilica, the Coliseum and
the Forum in Rome, and equally inter-
esting stops in Assisi and the romantic
and beautiful city of Florence. Every-
one enjoyed the entire program.

The discussions held with Ambas-
sador McGovern, who incidentally
sends his regards to all of you, as well
as with other officials, including Cath-
erine Bertini, which many of you
know, were extremely helpful in ex-
plaining the work of the Food and Ag-
riculture Organization that many of
you on both sides of the aisle have par-
ticipated in and have helped in a badly
needed area.

Finally, several Members stated their
desire at the organization to consider a
Study Group tour to two of our NATO
allies early next year, perhaps, Turkey
and Greece. We have that request
under consideration. And there have
been other requests now coming in, fill-
ing in on the reports given by our
President Matt McHugh, Ben Erdreich,
John Erlenborn and others, concerning
the very, very serious need to help
these former Soviet bloc countries in
the Baltics, in the Caucasus, in Central
Asia, in the Balkans. Their very future
depends on the success of their par-
liaments. These countries have never
known democracy in their whole his-
tory, and in the last 10 years they have
struggled.

Much of the help that we have al-
ready given is really paying off, as Ben
Erdreich has mentioned, and we hope
that we may be able to arrange some
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study tours there in this part of the
world in order to perhaps undertake a
“Peace Corps of Former Members’ who
could give their old sage, badly needed
advice to many of these parliamentar-
ians, many of whom are very young
and have had no experience whatsoever
and really need our help.

So these are things we have under
consideration. We would certainly ap-
preciate any feedback that you might
have, and |1 thank the President and
the Speaker.

Mr. McHUGH. Thank vyou, Gerry.
Those of us who put this program to-
gether sometimes worry that the an-
nual report will be overly long and dry,
and we apologize if it is. But | think it
is important that get a sense of the
wide variety of programs that we run
as an association so that you can par-
ticipate in those and so that others
will be aware of what we are trying to
do to help.

All of this, of course, requires finan-
cial support. And at the present time,
we get our financial support primarily
from three sources. Our membership
dues, and we thank all of you for pay-
ing those this year; also from our pro-
gram grants from foundations and oth-
ers that support the individual pro-
grams that we have described; and
from an annual fund-raising dinner
that has become a very important part
of our financial base.

As many of you know, on February 22
of this year, we held our Third Annual
Statesmanship Award Dinner, at which
our friend and colleague, Lynn Martin,
was honored. We presented Lynn with
the Statesmanship Award in recogni-
tion of her service as a Member of Con-
gress, as Secretary of Labor, and as a
leader in many other community ac-
tivities.

I want to acknowledge and thank at
this point Lou Frey, our friend and col-
league from Florida, who, once again,
chaired the dinner. He had a great deal
of help, but he led the effort and we are
grateful to him and we thank him
again for agreeing to do that next year
as well.

I would also like to recognize at this
point Larry LaRocco from Idaho who,
among other things, was one of our en-
tertaining and talented auctioneers at
the auction which we hold in conjunc-
tion this annual dinner.

Mr. LAROCCO. Thank you, Mr. Presi-
dent, | appreciate you yielding to me. |
will give you a short report on the din-
ner. As treasurer, one has to assume
many roles and being auctioneer hap-
pened to be one of them.

Since 1998, the U.S. Association of
Former Members of Congress has insti-
tuted an Annual Statesmanship Award
Dinner and Auction to honor a former
Member of Congress and raise funds to
defray the costs of implementing the
Congress to Campus program. Each
year approximately 400 people, includ-
ing sitting Members of the House and
Senate, attend this outstanding event.

This dinner is a wonderful oppor-
tunity to honor a colleague, visit with
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friends, and raise money for a good
purpose. The auction has two compo-
nents, a silent and live auction of polit-
ical memorabilia of significant histor-
ical value, and Jimmy Hayes has
played a major role in collecting this
memorabilia for us.

The spirit of this dinner is most im-
portant, because it is noted for its bla-
tant display of bipartisanship, comity
and commitment to public service by
each former Member of Congress. It is
an evening filled with mutual respect
and gratitude for the opportunity to
serve our Nation and its legislative
bodies.

One of our colleagues is honored at
this dinner for his or her outstanding
work in Congress and after leaving
public service. And as our President
has just described and reported, our
good friend and colleague, Lynn Mar-
tin, was honored this year.

The association made note of Lynn
Martin’s achievements and contribu-
tions through her commitment to fair
workplace standards capped by her
service as Secretary of Labor. Our first
Statesmanship Award Dinner in 1998
honored Secretary of Agriculture Dan
Glickman and the 1999 dinner paid trib-
ute to the work of our distinguished
colleague, Lee Hamilton, who now
heads the Woodrow Wilson Inter-
national Center for Scholars.

Our former President and board
member, Lou Frey, shared his vision
and possessed the skills to organize the
first dinner, and has acted as the chair-
man for each subsequent dinner. He
brings an incredible amount of energy
and organizational talent into building
a successful event for the association.

I encourage each member to support
this dinner as you have in the past. As
Matt has mentioned, we only have a
couple of sources of funding for our
programs and this is a major source.
And besides the dues that we all pay,
this provides the funds for our unre-
stricted activities, and last year we
netted about $70,000 for this dinner and
we hope to be on a good glide path to
raise even more. | encourage to you
come. We have invited each sitting
Member of the House and the Senate to
join us and we enjoy their participa-
tion and their presence at the dinner.

I have never invited anybody to this
dinner that has not come back and told
me that it is one of the most out-
standing evenings that they have ever
spent in Washington, D.C., to see
former Members come together in the
spirit of bipartisanship, enjoying each
other’s company, regaling each other
with stories and smiling and feeling
very proud of their service in this legis-
lative body.

Mr. MCHUGH. Thank you very much,
Larry. Mr. Speaker, in addition to the
financial support which we have re-
ferred to, the association benefits tre-
mendously from the effort and leader-
ship of many people. 1 want to just ex-
pressly thank the officers of the asso-
ciation with whom | have had the
privilege to serve: John Erlenborn,
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Larry LaRocco, Jack Buechner, Lou
Frey and others, the members of our
board of directors and our counselors,
for providing the excellent guidance
and support necessary to make all of
these activities we have described pos-
sible.

In addition, we are assisted by the
auxiliary of the association which is
now led by Nancy Beuchner, Jack’s
wife. It goes without saying, | am sure,
that none of these programs could be
effectively run without the staff of our
association: Linda Reed, our executive
director; Peter Weichlein, our program
director, who has special responsibility
for the Congressional Study Group on
Germany; Katrinka Stringfield, our ad-
ministrative assistant; Victor Kytasty,
who runs our Congressional Fellow pro-
gram in Ukraine; and Walt Raymond, a
senior advisor for our international
programs. We are really very grateful
to each and every one of them for the
help that they give us on a day-to-day
basis.

The association also maintains close
relations with counterpart associations
of former Members of parliament in
other countries. And we are very
pleased that we have two representa-
tives of those other parliament’s
former Members associations with us
here today. | am pleased to recognize
and welcome Barry Turner, the Presi-
dent of the Canadian Association of
Former Members of Parliament, and
George Ehrnrooth from the Association
of Former Members of Parliament in
Finland, who are with us today and
who have been with us on many occa-
sions in the past as well.

| also want to mention an invitation
we have received from the Association
of Former Members of Parliament of
Australia for our members and their
partners to be guests at a reception
being held in Sydney on Tuesday, Sep-
tember 26, 2000, which is during the 21st
Olympiad, which is being held in Aus-
tralia this year. Unfortunately, we can-
not pay your way to go to that, but if
by chance you are going to the Olym-
pics in Australia, | know that you
would enjoy the camaraderie of that
reception, which is hosted by the
Former Members of Parliament in Aus-
tralia. If you need more details on
that, please talk with Linda about
that.

Mr. Speaker, it is now my sad obliga-
tion to inform the House of those per-
sons who have served in Congress and
have passed away since our last report
last year. The deceased Members of
Congress are the following:

Carl B. Albert of Oklahoma;

Laurie C. Battle of Alabama;

Gary Brown of Michigan;

George E. Brown, Jr. of California;

John H. Chafee of Rhode Island;

Carl Thomas Curtis of Nebraska;

David W. Dennis of Indiana;

Bernard J. Dwyer of New Jersey;

Floyd K. Haskell of Colorado;

Henry Helstoski of New Jersey;

Byron L. Johnson of Colorado;

Ed Jones of Tennessee;
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Robert H. Mollohan of West Virginia;

James C. Murray of Illinais;

Richard B. Ray of Georgia;

Hardie Scott of Pennsylvania;

Abner W. Sibal of Connecticut;

Fred Wampler of Indiana;

Charles Wiggens of California;

Bob Wilson of California.

I would respectfully ask all of you at
this point to stand for just a moment
of silence in memory of our colleagues.

Thank you very much.

Mr. Speaker, as you know, we now
reach what | think is one of the real
highlights of our festivities during the
annual meeting, and that is the presen-
tation of our Distinguished Service
Award.

We present this each year to a distin-
guished and outstanding public serv-
ant. The award normally rotates be-
tween the two parties, as do the offi-
cers of the association. Last year, the
award was presented to a Democrat,
our distinguished former Speaker, Jim
Wright, who as others have mentioned,
is here with us again today and we are
deeply grateful that he is able to be
with us, along with his wife, Betty.

This year, we are being totally non-
partisan and we are extremely pleased
to be honoring a man who has been a
very special friend and counselor to
many of us, former House Chaplain,
James David Ford.

Before serving as House chaplain,
Jim had a very distinguished career
with which many of you are quite fa-
miliar. After graduating from Gustavus
Adolphus College in Minnesota, receiv-
ing a Master of Divinity from
Augustana Seminary in Illinois, and
attending graduate school at Heidel-
berg University in Germany, Jim
served 1958 from 1961 as pastor of the
Lutheran Church in Ivanhoe, Min-
nesota. From 1961 to 1965, he was the
assistant chaplain at the U.S. Military
Academy in West Point, New York.
And at the tender age of 33, he was ap-
pointed by President Johnson as the
senior chaplain at the Military Acad-
emy, where he was appointed three
times more and served in that position
from 1965 until 1979, during which he
counseled the corps of cadets not only
at West Point, but also our active duty
personnel in Vietnam.

On January 17, 1979, Jim was elected
chaplain of the House of Representa-
tives and was reelected to that post
every 2 years until his retirement this
year.

As you know, he has received count-
less awards and honorary degrees in
recognition of his outstanding service
to this institution.

Jim Ford’s devotion, exceptional
counseling skills, and marvelous sense
of humor have sustained many of us
throughout the years. However, in ad-
dition to these qualities, Jim has many
other talents, some rather unusual and
extraordinary. In the spring of 1976, for
example, he was captain of a 31-foot
sailboat called the Yankee Doodle,
which, with two crewmen, sailed from
Plymouth, England, to West Point,
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New York. This Bicentennial adventure
lasted 52 days at sea and covered 5,920
miles.

Jim has appeared on the NBC
“Today’” Show, giving exhibitions of
trick skiing and ski jumping. He also
appeared on the CBS show “‘I’ve Got a
Secret,”” and some of us old-timers can
remember that show. His secret was:
““Can perform a backwards ski jump.”
Not many of us can do that. Maybe
some of you have seen the picture of
him actually doing it. Jim also pilots
an ultralight airplane in the Virginia
foothills and is currently planning to
sail across the Atlantic alone. So his
talents are numerous.

Jim, why don’t you come up, if you
would, please. He asked, does he get to
talk. He cannot wait.

Jim, there are two gifts that we
present to you as a symbolic gesture of
our great affection and one of them is
a plaque. 1 do not know how many
plagues you have, but this is a very
nice attractive one. | hope you like it.
Let me read to you what the plaque
says, and | quote:

His parishioners were politicians all. His
parish was the gilded hall where the soul of
freedom dwells. To the Reverend James
David Ford, Chaplain of the U.S. House of
Representatives, 1979 to 2000. The U.S. Asso-
ciation of Former Members of Congress
thanks you for your dedicated pastoral serv-
ices to the People’s House and its men and
women. You have provided counsel and com-
fort to our cadets at West Point, our soldiers
in Vietnam, and our Representatives in the
United States Congress. You will be missed.
Sail on. Washington, D.C., May 17, 2000.

We also have a scrapbook, Jim, of
letters from your many friends here,
and colleagues, extending congratula-
tions and affection to you for this
award and, of course, for your great
service. And so we want to present this
to you now as well.

And now it is my great privilege to
present to you Reverend Jim Ford.

Dr. FORD. Thank you very much for
this award. 1 am honored and delighted
to be here. My family are here too.

There are some who say that | get
this award as an attempt to keep me
quiet and not write my book, which |
of course will never do. | follow Martin
Luther’s remarks in the 16th century
when he said, ‘““There are just too many
books being written.”

I would like to introduce my suc-
cessor over here Chaplain Coughlin.
Stand up, Chaplain. The new chaplain.

Matt mentioned the things that |
have done. One of the things you prob-
ably will not believe is he said | went
off a ski jump backwards. In Min-
nesota, that is what we did. In Min-
nesota, we had nine months of winter
and three months of poor sledding, and
many of us were ski jumpers. | did go
out one day and they bet me | could
not go off. We did single jumps, double
jumps, triple jumps. They bet me that
| could not go off backwards and | did.

I was on the show, ‘“I’'ve Got a Se-
cret,”” and that was my secret and they
could not guess it. And when it was an-
nounced that | had gone off the ski
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jump backwards, Henry Morgan raised
his hand and said, ‘“‘Chaplain, | want to
ask you a question. Is this when you
first began to believe in God?”’

And, Chaplain Coughlin, I want you
to know something. When you hear
that story about the chaplain praying,
it is a Senate joke. The Senate Chap-
lain went out to pray for the Members,
took one look at them and decided to
pray for America. That is a Senate
story, Chaplain, not our side.

You know, | started out in Lake
Wobegon country, Minnesota. Garrison
Keillor country. A town of 700. | was a
country pastor, started out where my
father and grandfather had started as
pastors, within 50 miles. And | never
thought | would inherit the title of
chaplain. 1 went to West Point in 1961,
in my 20s, and met General Eisenhower
who came to church one Sunday. Omar
Bradley, | discussed D-Day with him.

I knew MacArthur. In fact, | was
there when MacArthur gave a famous
speech. He gave one here, but he gave a
more famous one called ‘‘Duty, Honor,
Country” at West Point in the early
1960s. All he had on the podium was a
crumpled piece of paper. He said he
worked on that speech for 40 years, and
his little piece of paper only said the
word, ‘“‘doorman.” He began his speech
this way. He said, “As | left the Wal-
dorf this morning, the doorman said to
me, ‘General, where are you going
today?” And MacArthur replied, ‘I'm
going to West Point.” And the doorman
said, ‘Nice place. Have you been there
before?’”

But over the years, | got to know
these men, Schwarzkopf, whom you
know as a general, I remember as a
captain and the meanest player in the
noontime basketball league. Wes
Clark, who just retired as NATO Com-
mander, was one of my cadets. Barry
McCaffrey, that you are going to hear
at lunch, was one of my cadets. | am
particularly proud that Senator JACK
REED, used to serve in the House, now
in the Senate, was one of my cadets at
West Point, Class of 1971. And pres-
ently JOHN SHIMKUS from Illinois who
serves in this body was also one of my
cadets.

I must tell you, even though it is
late, of an important dream that | had
last night. Of course, a chaplain is ecu-
menical and bipartisan. But | had a
dream last night that Army was play-
ing Navy in Philadelphia in football.
And the two teams were going back
and forth and neither team could score.
And just before the end of the first
half, a jet airplane flew over the sta-
dium and let out a sonic boom, which
the Army team took to be the gun end-
ing the first half, so the Army team
ran off the field. Three plays later,
Navy scored. On a field goal.

| came here after that 18 years going
through the war as chaplain in 1979. As
you know, | always wore the clerical
collar. Tip O’Neill called me ‘“Mon-
signor.”” He thought | was an Irish
priest from South Boston. He had a
committee. | mentioned their names,
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George Mahon, the Chairman; John
Rhodes, the Republican Leader, and
Jim Wright, who is with us today on
the Democratic side. The committee,
we met in that office right over there.
Now | know how important it is to
have an office right off the floor.

They asked me this question: What
do you think about religion and poli-
tics? And leaping into my mind was a
quote that the Governor of Minnesota
had used in a chapel talk many years
before, quoting Martin Luther, and I
gave in answer to them, | said, ““As
Martin Luther said in 1530, quote: Send
your good men into the ministry, but
send your best into politics. Because in
the ministry it all depends on the spir-
it, but in politics you have shades of
gray, ambiguities, and you need the
finest people.” Of course, after that
self-serving comment, they hired me
on the spot. But | also believe it. | grew
up that way, and | believe it.

When | left this place, | wrote a let-
ter to the Members and | said that my
feelings about Congress were strong
when | came, and they are strength-
ened now that | leave. Religion points
to the goals of life, politics tells us how
to get there. We can agree on justice
and peace, or faith, hope, and love. Call
it what you will. But in politics, we
have the give and take of argument
and debate as to the how of achieving
our goals.

I remember as a young man in the
1950s, | went to the Soviet Union and |
visited the legislature and it was quiet.
And in the 1960s, 1 went to the East
German legislature and it was quiet.
Democracy is noisy. | like the noise. |
have been with the noise here for 21
years. It is a part of the gift of democ-
racy.

Concluding, in my 21 years here, 1
counted up | have been here for about
35 joint meetings. And as you know, it
is a joint session when the President
comes; it is a joint meeting when the
Heads of State come. And during this
time, in these 35 speeches that | heard,
I do not think one of them has lived
under one constitution for 200 years.
We are a young Nation with a very old
and mature Constitution.

| heard Vaclav Havel speak here from
Czechoslovakia. Remember, he got up
and said “‘| am just a playwright. What
do | know? There is no school to be
President.”” And we celebrated democ-
racy with him.

Lech Walesa of Poland got up, and he
said, ““I am an electrician. If the lights
go out tonight, I can fix them. But now
I am leading a country.” Or Nelson
Mandela, 27 years in prison who stood
up here and spoke about reconciliation.

It has been a pride to serve as your
chaplain for these many years, for poli-
tics is a noble vocation, a noble oppor-
tunity and calling. | have observed
your debates. | have listened to your
private concerns. | have encouraged
you in your service. | have celebrated
with you the joys of democracy.

When you think of your service as
former Members in this Congress, | say
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to you stand tall and be proud, because
your politics has been a noble vocation.
Thank you.

Mr. McHUGH. On behalf of all of us,
Jim, we thank you again for your
friendship and your warmth and your
great service to this institution and to
us.

We also welcome and wish our best to
the new chaplain, who | am sure will
serve with equal distinction.

Mr. Speaker, the Members of the as-
sociation were honored and proud to
serve in the U.S. Congress and in a way
we are continuing our service to the
Nation in other ways now, but hope-
fully ones that are equally as effective.
Again, we thank you for letting us
make this annual report, and this con-
cludes our session for today, and we
again invite all of the Members to the
next panel at 10:30 on the China-U.S.
relations. Thank you very much.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair again wishes to thank the former
Members of the House for their pres-
ence here today. Before terminating
these proceedings, the Chair would like
to invite those former Members who
did not respond when the roll was
called to give their names to the read-
ing clerks for inclusion in the roll.

The Chair wishes to thank the former
Members of Congress for their response
here today. Good luck to all of you.

The Chair announces that the House
will reconvene at 10:45 a.m.

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 26
minutes a.m.) the House continued in
recess.

O 1045
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. BOEHNER) at 10 o’clock
and 45 minutes a.m.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

Mr. BOEHNER. The Chair will enter-
tain 15 one-minute requests on each
side this morning.

PRINTING OF PROCEEDINGS HAD
DURING RECESS

Mr. WATTS of Oklahoma. Mr. Speak-
er, | ask unanimous consent that the
proceedings had during the recess be
printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD
and that all Members and former Mem-
bers who spoke during the recess have
the privilege of revising and extending
their remarks.

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

There was no objection.

GOP WORKING TO MAKE NEEDED
PRESCRIPTION DRUGS AVAIL-
ABLE AND AFFORDABLE TO ALL

(Mr. WATTS of Oklahoma asked and
was given permission to address the
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House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. WATTS of Oklahoma. Mr. Speak-
er, America is the most prosperous na-
tion on earth, yet some seniors here
are forced to choose between putting
food on their table and the prescription
drugs they need to lead healthy and
productive lives. That is just not right.

Republicans are working to make
sure that is a choice seniors no longer
have to make. While | share the goal of
President Clinton and Democrats in
Congress, their proposal may endanger
existing drug coverage that some sen-
iors already have. It could give the
Federal Government too heavy a hand
in controlling drug benefits and deny
seniors the right to select the coverage
that best fits their respective needs.

Republicans have a voluntary plan to
make prescription drug coverage af-
fordable and available to America’s
seniors. Republicans are working to
protect seniors from runaway drug
costs so that their retirement remains
secure and they have greater peace of
mind. That is a brighter future for
every single American.

VOTE AGAINST PNTR FOR CHINA

(Mr. KUCINICH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, if you
were told that the Yankees scored six
runs in a ball game, would you con-
clude the Yankees won? Of course not.
You need to know how many runs the
Yankees’ opponent scored in the game
to know if they won, especially if they
played against our Cleveland team.

Whether it is baseball or trade, peo-
ple need to know the score. In this
case, between the U.S. and China, the
U.S. has a trade deficit with China of
about $70 billion. So we are losing the
game with China. The rising trade def-
icit is unlucky for the United States
and our workers. But the bill nhumber
for PNTR for China is H.R. 4444, and
four is a very unlucky number. Ask the
Chinese. And the Chinese workers are
unlucky already because some get only
three cents an hour pay for their work.

This bill is bad luck for the United
States, and it is bad luck for China.
Vote against PNTR.

PRESCRIPTION DRUG COVERAGE
FOR SENIORS

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, not long
ago, news anchor Tom Brokaw wrote a
book in which he called today’s seniors
the greatest generation. After all, it
was today’s seniors who saw this coun-
try through the Depression and fought
to save the world from Nazi aggression.

Mr. Speaker, no American and no
senior, those who have served this
country so well for so many years,
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should ever have to choose between
putting food on the table and taking
the medicine their doctor has pre-
scribed. But today’s advanced medica-
tions are expensive.

The Republicans in the House have a
plan to modernize Medicare by adding
a prescription drug plan. This plan is
fair, sensible and necessary. Under this
plan, seniors will be able to choose the
coverage that best suits their needs. It
will protect seniors from high out-of-
pocket costs and be completely vol-
untary. The President and the minor-
ity party in Congress owe it to our sen-
iors to stop the politics of fear and to
support this bill.

FOOD OR MEDICINE?

(Mr. GIBBONS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, after a
lifetime of hard work, our senior citi-
zens should be able to enjoy their gold-
en years. But unfortunately, instead of
enjoying their retirement, the rising
cost of prescription drugs forces many
seniors to choose between putting food
on the table or buying lifesaving medi-
cations. Forcing seniors into this type
of decision is wrong and it must stop.

The Republicans have brought for-
ward a responsible, common sense pre-
scription drug plan that provides our
seniors access to affordable prescrip-
tion drugs. Under the Republican pro-
posal, seniors will have the power to
choose prescription drug plans that
best fit their needs instead of being
forced into the Democrats’ inefficient,
dangerous, big-government, price con-
trol scheme. The Republican plan
assures that no senior citizen or dis-
abled American will have to choose be-
tween food and medicine again.

Mr. Speaker, | yield back the admin-
istration’s dangerous one-size-fits-all,
government-dictated drug scheme
which fails to meet the needs of our
seniors.

WHO IS LYING ABOUT WACOQO?

(Mr. TRAFICANT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, who
is lying about Waco? Scientist Carl
Ghigliotti said the FBI lied, that they
did fire automatic weapons into the
burning building. But Vector Data Sys-
tems of England said the FBI did not
lie. Two scientific groups totally dis-
agree.

But something stinks. Vector gets
hundreds of millions of dollars in con-
tracts from the FBI. Carl Ghigliotti
was just found dead. To boot, FBI
audio tapes of the burning building are
now lost. To boot, FBI autopsy reports
confiscated of victims are now missing.

Beam me up, Mr. Speaker. This is not
a Justice Department. This is a cover-
up. We need an investigation. Congress
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should pass H.R. 4105 and put some
oversight on what is developing into a
police state in America.

VOTE NO ON PNTR

(Mr. HEFLEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Speaker, every
year for the last 30 years we have
granted China most-favored-nation sta-
tus. The presidencies of Reagan, Bush
and Clinton have all stated that most-
favored-nation status will open China
to freedom and democracy. Let us look
at the scorecard a little bit regarding
this strategy.

We gave most-favored-nation status
and they continue their policy of popu-
lation planning with forced abortion.
We gave most-favored-nation status
and they continue not to tolerate any
dissent of any kind. The
imprisonments, the torture and the
killings go on. We gave most-favored-
nation status and they continue to try
to stamp out religion that is not state-
supported religion. We gave most-fa-
vored-nation status and they made
plans to invade Taiwan. We gave most-
favored-nation status to them and they
have the biggest buildup of nuclear
missile development of any country on
the face of the earth. We gave most-fa-
vored-nation status and they continue
to occupy Tibet. We gave most-favored-
nation status and they pour money
into American elections.

Are we nuts? Can we not learn?
America sometimes has the reputation
of being willing to do anything for a
buck. On this vote, we are set to prove
that that is true.

CONGRESSIONAL MEDAL OF
HONOR AMENDMENT

(Mr. BACA asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. BACA. Mr. Speaker, | am offer-
ing an amendment to the defense au-
thorization bill that will bring honor
and distinction to America’s most
highly decorated veterans. As a vet-
eran myself who served in the 101st
Airborne Division and 82nd Airborne
Division, | was surprised to learn that
the Congressional Medal of Honor
awarded to our veterans as this Na-
tion’s highest honor for their heroic ef-
forts is made primarily of brass.

Congress awards its own gold medal
to distinguished Americans, and this
medal costs as much as $30,000 and is
made of solid gold. My amendment
would replace the brass in the Congres-
sional Medal of Honor we award to
America’s brave Americans with gold.

I do not think it is too much of a
price to pay for our most heroic Ameri-
cans. It would only cost about $2,000
per medal. Many of the recipients of
the Medal of Honor already paid the ul-
timate price for our Nation and for our
freedoms and liberty. We need to re-
member our veterans and think about
them every day.
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There are more than 25 million vet-
erans in the United States. There are
more than 3 million veterans in Cali-
fornia. That is why | am holding a vet-

erans’ fair on Saturday recognizing
veterans.
Today, | invite my colleagues who

honor and respect America’s veterans
to join me in supporting my amend-
ment for a more fitting Medal of Honor
to individuals.

VETERANS GROUPS OPPOSE PNTR

(Mr. WOLF asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, almost
every day a new veterans group comes
out against PNTR. The Military Order
of the Purple Heart, chartered by Con-
gress, said yesterday:

““Speaking as patriots and combat
wounded veterans, we believe that
granting PNTR status to China would
relieve them from the current pressure
caused by annual congressional review
of their trade status.

“Today China represents the most
dangerous of the emerging threats to
U.S. national security.”

It goes on to say, ‘““Many of Amer-
ica’s combat wounded veterans sac-
rificed life and blood to repel Chinese
aggression during the Korean conflict.
Fifty years after that war, China re-
mains an unabashedly communistic re-
gime. It is time for China to change if
she wishes to be a truly welcomed par-
ticipant on the world’s stage. It is also
time for Congress and the administra-
tion to reflect upon the sacrifices of its
combat wounded veterans and ensure
that China will not once again become
our enemy. In the view of the Military
Order of the Purple Heart, this objec-
tive must be reached before PNTR sta-
tus should be granted to China.”

PRESCRIPTION DRUG COVERAGE
FOR SENIORS

(Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, seniors deserve prescription
drug coverage and Republicans have a
plan to provide it for them. Last week,
the Committee on Ways and Means
Subcommittee on Health had a hearing
on the President’s prescription drug
plan.

As a member of the committee, | was
pleased to learn there are several ways
where we can agree. But history must
not repeat itself. This issue must not
be used in this election to scare our
seniors. Scare tactics serve no purpose
and do not help one senior get the
drugs they need.

Republicans are ready to roll up our
sleeves and give seniors a choice in
their Medicare prescription drug cov-
erage. | welcome my Democrat col-
leagues and the President to join us in
this important effort.
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ALL SENIORS SHOULD HAVE A
PRESCRIPTION DRUG BENEFIT

(Ms. DELAURO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, our sen-
iors are facing skyrocketing prices for
their prescription drugs. They are
scared. For millions of seniors, a pre-
scription drug benefit is the difference
between getting the medicine they
need for their health and what they
need to do in order to pay mortgages,
what they need to pay rent, what they
need to do to pay for food. That is what
the decisions are that our seniors are
making today. They are forced to
choose between purchasing that medi-
cation and buying groceries.

The problem with prescription drug
coverage does not just affect one group
of seniors. The Republican plan for pre-
scription drugs is to focus on low in-
come seniors, not all seniors. What we
need to do is to cover all seniors with
a prescription drug benefit. Prices are
skyrocketing out of control. According
to a recent study by Families USA, the
price of the 50 prescription drugs most
frequently used by seniors rose by
twice the rate of inflation in 1999.

Between 1993 and 1998, the price of
the average prescription rose 40 per-
cent. The situation imperils our sen-
iors. Let us make sure that all of our
seniors are covered for prescription
drug coverage.

INTERNATIONAL ABDUCTIONS
MUST BE STOPPED

(Mr. LAMPSON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. LAMPSON. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to tell my colleagues the story of
Sam Ali Tabaja, just one of the 10,000
American children who have been ab-
ducted to foreign countries. Sam was
taken to Lebanon by his father Ali
Ibrahim Tabaja in August of 1997. Sam
was 3 years old at the time of his ab-
duction.

Sam’s mother was awarded custody
of him and allowed his father to visit
him frequently. A warrant for inter-
national parental Kkidnapping was
issued for the father. However, Ali
Ibrahim Tabaja has a large circle of
friends and relatives in Lebanon who
have helped to protect him. Sam’s
mother, Zohra Tabaja, has traveled to
Lebanon and was allowed to visit with
her son for half an hour. During the
visit, she was surrounded by body-
guards. Zohra has been informed that
she will never see Sam again, and she
has heard nothing since her visit.

The problem of international child
abduction is a disgrace. We should be
displaying the same amount of outrage
for American children that we did for
Elian Gonzalez. | urge my colleagues to
support the efforts to bring American
children back to America, their home
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and their rightful place. Bring H. Con.
Res. 293 to the floor and bring our chil-
dren home.

IRANIAN JEWS

(Mr. DEUTSCH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DEUTSCH. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to once again bring notice to
this Congress of 13 Jews who are ac-
cused of spying in Iran, who have been
imprisoned for over a year without for-
mally being charged.

Jews have been living in Iran for 2,700
years, the oldest Jewish Diaspora com-
munity and the biggest in the Middle
East after Israel.

At least 17 Jews have been executed
in Iran since 1979, most of whom were
accused of spying for Israel and the
United States.

These Jews who have been held have
had their due process violated, even
under Iranian law. Thirteen Jews have
been denied the right to choose their
own lawyers. Ten of the defendants im-
prisoned for over a year without legal
representation had lawyers chosen for
them by the court, after the court re-
jected the lawyers picked by the de-
fendants’ families. Three of the 13 have
been released on bail but none of the
others were allowed to consult attor-
neys until hours before the trial
opened.

Since that time, the lawyers have
only had brief periods with their cli-
ents and only the most limited contact
with their court-appointed attorneys.
There has been a closed trial. No mem-
bers of the Jewish community dip-
lomats or human rights activists were
permitted in the courtroom by order of
the judge. The trial comes amid a
power struggle between President
Khatami and the hardliners opposed to
his social and political reforms. This is
about hardliners’ opposition rather
than the actual action of the defend-
ants.

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 4205, FLOYD D. SPENCE,
NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2001

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules | call
up House Resolution 503 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. REs. 503

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4205) to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 2001 for
military activities of the Department of De-
fense and for military construction, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for fiscal
year 2001, and for other purposes. The first
reading of the bill shall be dispensed with.
All points of order against consideration of
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the bill are waived. General debate shall be
confined to the bill and shall not exceed one
hour equally divided and controlled by the
chairman and ranking minority member of
the Committee on Armed Services. After
general debate the bill shall be considered
for amendment under the five-minute rule.

SEC. 2. (a) It shall be in order to consider
as an original bill for purpose of amendment
under the five-minute rule the amendment
in the nature of a substitute recommended
by the Committee on Armed Services now
printed in the bill. The committee amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute shall be
considered as read. All points of order
against the committee amendment in the
nature of a substitute are waived.

(b) No amendment to the committee
amendment in the nature of a substitute
shall be in order except those printed in the
report of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution or specified by a sub-
sequent order of the House, amendments en
bloc described in section 3 of this resolution,
and pro forma amendments offered by the
chairman or ranking minority member of
the Committee on Armed Services for the
purpose of debate.

(c) Except as specified in section 5 of this
resolution, each amendment printed in the
report of the Committee on Rules shall be
considered only in the order printed in the
report, may be offered only by a Member des-
ignated in the report, shall be considered as
read, and shall not be subject to a demand
for division of the question in the House or
in the Committee of the Whole. Unless other-
wise specified in the report, each amendment
printed in the report shall be debatable for 10
minutes equally divided and controlled by
the proponent and an opponent and shall not
be subject to amendment (except that the
chairman and ranking minority member of
the Committee on Armed Services each may
offer one pro forma amendment for the pur-
pose of further debate on any pending
amendment).

(d) All points of order against amendments
printed in the report of the Committee on
Rules or amendments en bloc described in
section 3 of this resolution are waived.

SEC. 3. It shall be in order at any time for
the chairman of the Committee on Armed
Services or his designee to offer amendments
en bloc consisting of amendments printed in
the report of the Committee on Rules not
earlier disposed of or germane modifications
of any such amendment. Amendments en
bloc offered pursuant to this section shall be
considered as read (except that modifica-
tions shall be reported), shall be debatable
for 40 minutes equally divided and controlled
by the chairman and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Armed Services or
their designees, shall not be subject to
amendment, and shall not be subject to a de-
mand for division of the question in the
House or in the Committee of the Whole. For
the purpose of inclusion in such amendments
en bloc, an amendment printed in the form
of a motion to strike may be modified to the
form of a germane perfecting amendment to
the text originally proposed to be stricken.
The original proponent of an amendment in-
cluded in such amendments en bloc may in-
sert a statement in the Congressional Record
immediately before the disposition of the
amendments en bloc.

SEC. 4. The Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole may: (1) postpone until a time
during further consideration in the Com-
mittee of the Whole a request for a recorded
vote on any amendment; and (2) reduce to
five minutes the minimum time for elec-
tronic voting on any postponed question that
follows another electronic vote without in-
tervening business, provided that the min-
imum time for electronic voting on the first
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in any series of questions shall be 15 min-
utes.

SEC. 5. The Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole may recognize for consideration of
any amendment printed in the report of the
Committee on Rules out of the order printed,
but not sooner than one hour after the chair-
man of the Committee on Armed Services or
a designee announces from the floor a re-
quest to that effect.

SEC. 6. After disposition of the amend-
ments printed in the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules, the Committee of the Whole
shall rise without motion. No further consid-
eration of the bill shall be in order except
pursuant to a subsequent order of the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BOEHNER). The gentlewoman from
North Carolina (Mrs. MYRICK) is recog-
nized for 1 hour.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, for pur-
poses of debate only, | yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. FROST), pending which
I yield myself such time as | may con-
sume. During consideration of this res-
olution, all time yielded is for the pur-
pose of debate only.

Mr. Speaker, yesterday the Com-
mittee on Rules met and granted a
structured rule for H.R. 4205, the Fiscal
Year 2001 Department of Defense Au-
thorization Act. The rule provides for 1
hour of general debate equally divided
between the chairman and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on
Armed Services. The rule waives all
points of order against consideration of
the bill. It makes in order as an origi-
nal bill for the purpose of amendment
the Committee on Armed Services
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute now printed in the bill.

The rule also waives all points of
order against the amendment in the
nature of a substitute.

The rule provides that no amendment
to the committee amendment in the
nature of a substitute shall be in order
except those printed in the Committee
on Rules report accompanying the res-
olution or specified by a subsequent
order of the House, amendments en
bloc described in section 3 of this reso-
lution, and pro forma amendments of-
fered by the chairman or ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on
Armed Services for the purpose of de-
bate.

The rule provides that except as spec-
ified in section 5 of the resolution, each
amendment printed in the report shall
be considered only in the order printed
in the report; may be offered only by a
Member designated in the report; shall
be considered as read and shall not be
subject to a demand for division of the
question in the House or the Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The rule provides that unless other-
wise specified in the report, each
amendment printed shall be debatable
for 10 minutes equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an oppo-
nent and shall not be subject to amend-
ment, except that the chairman and
ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services may each
offer one pro forma amendment for the
purpose of debate on any pending
amendment.
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The rule waives all points of order
against the amendments printed in the
report or amendments en bloc de-
scribed in section 3 of the resolution.

The rule provides that it shall be in
order at any time for the chairman of
the Committee on Armed Services or
his designee to offer amendments en
bloc consisting of amendments printed
in the report not earlier disposed of or
germane modifications of any such
amendment, which shall be considered
as read, except that modifications shall
be reported, shall be debatable for 40
minutes equally divided and controlled
by the chairman and ranking minority
member of the Committee on Armed
Services or their designees and shall
not be subject to amendment; shall not
be subject to a demand for a division of
the question in the House or the Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The rule provides that for the pur-
pose of inclusion in such amendments
en bloc, an amendment printed in the
form of a motion to strike may be
modified to the form of a germane per-
fecting amendment to the text origi-
nally proposed to be stricken.

The rule provides that an original
proponent of an amendment included
in such amendments en bloc may insert
a statement in the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD immediately before the dis-
position of the amendments en bloc.
The rule allows the Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole to postpone
votes during consideration of the bill
and to reduce voting time to 5 minutes
on a postponed question, if the vote fol-
lows a 15-minute vote.

The rule allows the Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole to recognize
for the consideration of any amend-
ment printed in the report out of the
order printed, but not sooner than 1
hour after the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services or a designee
announces from the floor a request to
that effect.

Finally, the rule provides that after
disposition of the amendments printed
in the report, the Committee of the
Whole shall rise without motion and no
further consideration of the bill shall
be in order except pursuant to a subse-
quent order of the House.

H.R. 4205 is a good bill. For several
years, this body cut our military’s
budget while the administration de-
ployed troops all over the globe. It was
not fair to our men and women in uni-
form and it was not fair to hard work-
ing Americans who count on the mili-
tary for their protection.

Well, those days are over. Now we are
taking care of our national defense. We
are getting our military families off
food stamps by providing a 3.7 percent
pay raise and we are helping them re-
tire by creating an armed forces thrift
savings plan. We are providing re-
sources to improve military housing.
For years our military personnel have
been living in substandard housing.
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We are giving our leaders the tools
they need to get the job done in the
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field of battle, including five new sub-
marines, up to 15 destroyers, additional
Black Hawk helicopters, and Bradley
fighting vehicles.

We need this bill, Mr. Speaker. For
far too long we have shortchanged our
military at the expense of our Nation’s
security.

This rule provides for a fair debate on
the bill. The Committee on Rules re-
ceived 102 amendments to H.R. 4205.
With this rule, we will debate more
than one-third of them, 35 amendments
in all. But this is only the first step.
Later the Committee on Rules will
meet to grant a second rule for H.R.
4205.

All of the amendments which are not
made in order under this rule are still
in play. We simply decided that it was
wise to get started this morning, and
with 35 amendments to debate today, it
is a healthy start.

| urge my colleagues to support this
rule and to support the underlying bill,
because now more than ever we must
provide for our national security.

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

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, | yield my-
self such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 4205, the National
Defense Authorization Act for fiscal
year 2001, was reported from the Com-
mittee on Armed Services on a strong
bipartisan vote of 56 to 1. The vote re-
flects the understanding of Democrats
and Republicans for the need to ensure
that our national defense continues to
be second to none.

This bill reflects the commitment of
Democrats and Republicans to achiev-
ing a level of readiness throughout the
military that will protect this Nation
and our commitment to democracy and
the rule of law throughout the world.

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, | rise in sup-
port of H.R. 4205, the National Defense
Authorization Act for fiscal year 2001.

Mr. Speaker, during the report re-
cess, | had the opportunity to see first-
hand the dedication of the men and
women who serve our country in uni-
form, often under the most trying cir-
cumstances. Along with some of my
colleagues from the Texas delegation, |
traveled to Bosnia to visit with Na-
tional Guard troops from Texas and to
see how our regular forces are faring in
the tense and hazardous duty stations
in Kosovo.

Many of the Members of this body
have made the same kind of trip, and |
am sure that every Member has come
away with similar impressions of our
men and women in uniform and their
dedication to duty.

Mr. Speaker, the Congress has as one
of its primary duties to provide for the
national defense and the men and
women who protect it. This bipartisan
bill does a great deal to improve mili-
tary readiness and to improve the qual-
ity of life for our men and women in
uniform, as well as for their families.

Mr. Speaker, | am particularly
pleased that this bill contains several
provisions to improve the quality of
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life of our military personnel. The bill
provides for a 3.7 percent military pay
raise, reduces out-of-pocket housing
costs, which will particularly benefit
the enlisted ranks, and provides a tar-
geted subsistence benefit for those per-
sonnel who are most in need.

H.R. 4205 also makes significant im-
provements in military health care,
and authorizes the creation of a Thrift
Savings Plan for military personnel
which will help them plan for their re-
tirement needs.

The bill also provides $857 million for
construction and improvement of mili-
tary family housing, and an additional
$605 million for construction of new
barracks and dormitories. There are
funds for child development centers,
DOD dependent schools and impact aid,
and commissary modernization, all im-
portant to quality of life improvements
for uniformed personnel and their fam-
ilies. | congratulate the committee for
their work on these issues.

I am also pleased that the committee
has continued its commitment to the
wide range of weapons programs that
ensure our military’s superiority
throughout the world.

The bill includes $1.4 million for re-
search and development for the F-22
Raptor, the next-generation air domi-
nance fighter for the Air Force, as well
as $2.1 billion for 10 low-rate initial
production aircraft, and $396 million
for advanced procurement of 16 LRIP
aircraft in fiscal year 2002.

H.R. 4205 also includes $51.7 million
for the procurement of three F-16C air-
craft, and $1.1 billion for the procure-
ment of 16 MV-22 aircraft, and $142.7
million to accelerate development of
the CV-22 Special Operations Variant.

These aircraft are all important com-
ponents in our national arsenal, and
moving forward on their production
sends a clear signal that the United
States has no intention of relin-
quishing our air superiority.

Mr. Speaker, while the Committee on
Armed Services has reported a truly bi-
partisan effort, | should note that 101
amendments to the bill were filed with
the Committee on Rules. This rule
makes in order 36 of those amend-
ments, and provides that an additional
rule providing for the consideration of
further amendments to the bill will be
considered before the House votes on
final passage later this week.

Mr. Speaker, while it is not unusual
for the Committee on Rules to report
more than one rule providing for the
consideration of amendments to the
Department of Defense authorization,
in the past the Committee on Rules
pursued this course in order to ensure
that a full and fair debate on the issues
of the day would follow.

The rule now under consideration
will certainly allow the House to de-
bate the issue of the continued pres-
ence of U.S. ground forces in Kosovo,
an issue on which there is a genuine
split of opinion in this body.

While | do not agree with the amend-
ment to be offered by the gentleman
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from Ohio (Mr. KASICH), | cannot object
to the House having the opportunity to
debate the issue.

While | disagree with the amendment
to be offered by the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. FRANK), which
seeks to cut 1 percent of funding in the
bill, I certainly believe that this is an
issue worthy of debate in this body.
The other 34 amendments made in
order in this rule are also certainly de-
serving of consideration of the House.

So far so good, Mr. Speaker. What
concerns me is the fact that there are
several major amendments that have
not been included in this rule and may
not be included in the second rule to be
acted on later. Mr. Speaker, one can
only hope that when the Committee on
Rules meets later today to report the
second rule for H.R. 4205, the Repub-
lican majority on the Committee on
Rules will allow these issues to be fair-
ly aired and considered by the House.

Let us take, for example, Mr. Speak-
er, the issue of health care for military
retirees. Members will be hearing from
the gentleman from Mississippi (Mr.
TAYLOR) on this issue shortly. The
ranking member of the Committee on
Armed Services has called this the year
of health care, and the bill does indeed
make substantive improvements in the
way health care is delivered for active
duty military personnel and their de-
pendents. These improvements are long
overdue, and the committee is to be
congratulated for taking these positive
steps.

But Mr. Speaker, the bill is seriously
deficient on the issue of health care for
Medicare-eligible retirees. Mr. Speak-
er, | have serious concern that the two
thoughtful amendments addressing
this issue, that is, the issue of health
care for Medicare-eligible retirees,
might not be made in order when the
committee meets this afternoon. One
proposal by the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi (Mr. TAYLOR) would expand and
make permanent the TRICARE Senior
Prime demonstration, more commonly
known as Medicare subvention.

The other offered by the gentleman
from Mississippi (Mr. SHows) would
give all military retirees the option of
participating in FEHB, or remaining in
TRICARE after they become Medicare-
eligible.

I have a serious concern that the
only reason the House will be denied
the opportunity to debate either of
these amendments presented to the
Committee on Rules will be for purely
partisan political reasons.

Let us also take the issue of the is-
land of Vieques in Puerto Rico. The
committee bill has chosen to ignore an
agreement negotiated between the
President of the United States and the
Governor of Puerto Rico about the fu-
ture of this island as a training facility
for the Navy and Marine Corps, and has
instead adopted language that directly
contravenes this agreement.

I remain hopeful that when the Com-
mittee on Rules meets later this day,
the Republican majority will see fit to
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allow the ranking member of the com-
mittee the opportunity to offer an
amendment which will strike the com-
mittee language and insert language
which will allow the President’s nego-
tiated position to go forward.

In the interests of fairness to the
people of Puerto Rico, | would hope
that the Skelton amendment will be
part of the second rule. The only rea-
son to not allow his amendment to be
considered would again be for purely
partisan reasons. | would hope that
this truly bipartisan bill will not be
marred by such action.

Mr. Speaker, | strongly support the
committee bill, but | do believe the
House should be given the opportunity
to address the issues | have just men-
tioned, as well as a number of other
issues that have been raised in the 101
amendments submitted to the Com-
mittee on Rules.

The bill is one of fundamental impor-
tance to our great country, and the
policies and programs that are con-
tained within it certainly are worthy
of extensive debate. Mr. Speaker, | sup-
port this rule, but | hope that the bi-
partisan approach to the committee
bill will be extended to the second rule
providing for its consideration. To do
less is a disservice to this House and to
our military.

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

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, | yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. MCKEON).

Mr. McKEON. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentlewoman for yielding time to
me.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong support
of this rule and for H.R. 4205, the De-
fense Authorization Act.

Mr. Speaker, | would like to begin by
thanking the gentleman from South
Carolina (Chairman SPENCE) for his
hard work and dedication in putting
together a measure that helps our
fighting men and women. The efforts of
the gentleman from South Carolina
(Chairman SPENCE) and the gentleman
from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON) should
not be underestimated. It is truly apt
that this legislation we debate today is
named after the gentleman from South
Carolina (Chairman SPENCE).

Mr. Speaker, this is the first year
that the President has brought us a
reasonable defense budget for consider-
ation. Over the last 7 years, the Presi-
dent’s budget has failed the military
service chiefs and our fighting men and
women in uniform.

While the President’s budget was rea-
sonable this year, it still failed our
armed services to the tune of $16 bil-
lion. However, under the leadership of
the gentleman from South Carolina
(Chairman SPENCE), the Committee on
Armed Services has once again added
funding to support our defense require-
ments.

While still living within a balanced
budget, we have added $4.5 billion to
the President’s defense budget request.
For example, the B-2 bomber was an
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essential part of the success story from
the air war in Kosovo. The B-2’s suc-
cess in this conflict underscored our
needs for an adequate and modern
bomber fleet.

We also learned some very valuable
lessons about the effectiveness of our
smart bombs during the war. Unfortu-
nately, the President failed to fund the
research and development of the 500-
pound JDAM and 500-pound JDAM
bomb rack, even though the Service
Chiefs wanted it.

It was the Committee on Armed
Services, under its able bipartisan
leadership, that added funding for
these upgrades and advancements. In
total, the committee added funding of
$96 million for upgrades on the B-2.

These include the Link 16 upgrades
that will modernize the cockpit and
allow for in-flight re-planning, re-

search, and development of the 500-
pound JDAM and the integration on
the B-2.

With the success of the B-2, these up-
grades will allow our military to exert
further strength to keep freedom and
peace abroad, thus making the B-2
truly the spirit of America.

I also want to thank the gentleman
from California (Mr. HUNTER) for im-
plementing legislation | introduced
last year on the Joint Strike Fighter
program. As we all know, one of the
pillars of the Joint Strike Fighter pro-
gram is affordability. My legislation
called for a cost study to be conducted
on possible production sites for the
Joint Strike Fighter. While | contend
that Air Force Plant 42 offers the best
opportunity for savings, | believe that
the Defense Department owes Congress
and the American people a study show-
ing the savings opportunities that the
different production sites offer.

Mr. Speaker, these two programs are
just a few of the many success stories
found in this legislation. Again, | want
to thank both the chairman and the
ranking member for their hard work on
this important legislation. Yet again,
the Committee on Armed Services has
worked in a bipartisan manner in order
to put the national security of the
United States ahead of politics.

It is for this reason that the legisla-
tion passed in committee with an over-
whelming majority and deserves the
votes of the Member of this House. |
urge a vote on this rule and for this im-
portant legislation.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, | yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. SKELTON), the ranking mem-
ber on the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, | wish |
could say | am wholeheartedly in sup-
port of this rule. | suppose the politic
thing to do would be to say | will vote
for this rule and await the second rule.

But | feel constrained to express my
reservation, because there is no assur-
ance that one of the most important
issues will come before this body, that
which deals with military retirees.
Even though this rule does not touch
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upon that, and there is the possibility
of the second rule being adopted with
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. TAYLOR)
therein, 1 have no such assurance. | feel
constrained to voice my reservation.
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This is a very important bill, Mr.
Speaker. It is an excellent bill, by and
large, with some exceptions. And | also
wish to tell the Members of the House
that in honor of our chairman, it is
named the Floyd D. Spence National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2001, and it is a very, very proper
recognition of this fine gentleman from
South Carolina, who does such a fair
and decent job for us in the committee,
for us in the House.

I wish | could say on this very first
part of the split rule that | could sup-
port the rule, but I do not have the as-
surance. Now, if | have that assurance
in the next few minutes, that would be
fine, but I do not have that. | do not
see it forthcoming, because | cannot
very well bifurcate the two rules, and
as a result, I would have to vote
against this first rule because of the
lack of assurance that the second rule
will contain the amendment that is so
important to military retirees.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, | yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from  California (Mr.
DREIER), the distinguished chairman of
the Committee on Rules.

(Mr. DREIER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, let me
begin by thanking the gentlewoman
from Charlotte, North Carolina, (Mrs.
MYRICK), my very good friend, the
former mayor, who has done a wonder-
ful job managing this rule. She has just
come back, and we are all happy to see
her doing so extraordinarily well, and
it is very fitting that we would be here
on an issue which is near and dear to
the gentlewoman from North Carolina
(Mrs. MYRICK), and that is the national
security of the United States of Amer-
ica, that she is leading the charge in
this rule.

Mr. Speaker, as my friend, the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON)
said, |1 want to recognize the fact that
this is a great accomplishment and a
great tribute to a wonderful individual
to have the Floyd D. Spence National
Defense Reauthorization Act estab-
lished in his name, and | believe this is
a very, very important piece of legisla-
tion, because as has been pointed out,
we are really beginning this effort to
rebuild our capability.

This morning in the Republican Con-
ference, the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. SPENCE) referred to the
fact that over the past decade and a
half, we have seen this continued dimi-
nution in the level of expenditures for
national security, and we have been
trying in recent years to rebuild it, and
the steps that we are going to begin
taking today will go a long way to-
wards doing just that.
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This has been one of the four top pri-
orities that this Republican Congress
has established for us, along with re-
building our defense capabilities, sav-
ing Social Security and Medicare and,
obviously, providing tax relief to work-
ing families, that has been a priority,
and then improving public education.
Those have been the four guides that
we have had, but nothing is more im-
portant than our national security, be-
cause as we look at the issue, these
other issues can be dealt with by a dif-
ferent level of government, but only
Washington can deal with our national
security.

My friend, the gentleman from San
Diego, California (Mr. HUNTER) in 1980
came in and got on to this Committee
on Armed Services so that he could
make sure that we proceeded as vigor-
ously as we could at rebuilding our Na-
tion’s defense capability. We did that
during the Reagan years, as we all
know so well, but we have had this pat-
tern of reduction; the threats have
changed.

The thing that | find very, very trou-
bling has been over the past few years
we have had continued requests made
by the administration.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. DREIER. | yield to the gen-
tleman from Missouri.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, | do not
want to interrupt the gentleman’s dia-
logue.

Mr. DREIER. The gentleman from
Missouri has done that already, so | am
happy to yield to the gentleman, in
light of the fact that he already inter-
rupted me.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, | hope the chairman of
the Committee on Rules understands
my concern for the military retirees,
that it is a major problem. They were
told when they joined if you stay with
us 20 years, we will take care of your
health care for life. And | think that
there should be some assurance that we
would be able to at least debate the
issue on a proper amendment, and that
is why | said what | did a few moments
ago. | really do not have a great deal of
problem with this part of the rule;
however, | cannot in my own mind bi-
furcate the two parts of the two rules,
and that is why | said what | did.

I would certainly hope that the Tay-
lor amendment would be made in order
in the second go-around.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, | appre-
ciate the contribution of the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON),
my friend. | appreciate his requests.
Let me say that we all know that the
reason that we have dealt with this
two-rule process is due to the tragic
situation that hit the Stupak family,
and the fact that many of our col-
leagues are this afternoon going to go
to Michigan, and that led to this situa-
tion.



May 17, 2000

We are still working on the issue
that my friend has raised, and we hope
to have a resolution to that. | can as-
sure the gentleman that when we meet
later today in the Committee on Rules,
we hope to have what | hope will be a
satisfactory response.

Let me just conclude by saying as we
look at where we are going in our Na-
tion’s national security, we have had a
pattern over the past few years of see-
ing an administration which, unfortu-
nately, has called for deploying troops
all over the world, in fact, 139 countries
with 265,000 Americans. We have seen
that number, and at the same time
there have been reduced requests for
the level of commitment from Wash-
ington to our national defense.

Look at what it really has brought
about. Unfortunately, it has brought
about reduced readiness. We know that
there is lower morale that exists in the
military today; recruitment difficul-
ties, we have heard many stories about
those. And we have in this high-tech
economy today a need to focus more
investment on high-tech for our na-
tional security.

We have some real problems that
need to be addressed, and | believe that
this bill will go a long way towards
doing just that. And again, as the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON),
my friend, has just said making sure
that we have everything that is nec-
essary for our men and women in uni-
form.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased that we
have begun this debate. It is an impor-
tant one that we will be having, and |
hope very much that my colleagues
will join in support of the rule and in
support of the bill when we finally get
to passage.

I should say just before | do that that
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
SKELTON), my friend, and | are going to
be jointly offering an amendment to
deal with the issue of high-speed com-
puters, which is an important one, that
allows us again to maintain our com-
mitment to national security, but at
the same time our competitiveness
around the world, which is a priority.

I urge support of the rule and support
of the Dreier amendment that will be
coming up later and support of this bill
itself.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, | yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi (Mr. TAYLOR).

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. Mr.
Speaker, | thank the gentleman for
yielding me the time.

Mr. Speaker, | want to encourage my
colleagues to vote against this rule. |
appreciate the horror that has hap-
pened to the Stupak family. | under-
stand the reason that we will be meet-
ing on a short schedule today. It makes
perfect sense for as many Members to
be with the Stupaks during this hor-
rible moment as possible.

It also makes a golden opportunity
for the Committee on Rules to meet
and to make amendments in order. In
fact, they should have been doing that
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right now. It is a good national defense
bill. It actually improves spending for
the first time maybe in a decade. It
does a lot of good things, but what it
does not do is solve the problem of
health care for our military retirees.

If we think about it, they are the
only Americans who were promised
health care, the only Americans who
were promised health care if they serve
their country honorably for 20 years.
They have done that. Every recruiter
in every custom house for every branch
of the service since the 1950s has been
telling young 18, 19, 20 years old if you
serve your country honorably for 20
years, then when it comes time for you
to retire, for you and your spouse, we
are going to take care of you at a mili-
tary facility for the rest of your life.
But what they are being told, because
of the defense drawdown and because
money is tight, is that when they hit
65, I am sorry, Chief; | am sorry, Ser-
geant; | am sorry, Colonel, yes, we
asked you to go to Vietnam. We told
you to go to Korea. We sent you to
Kosovo. We sent you to Bosnia.

We sent you to all these places you
did not want to be, where you got shot
at, where you were away from your
family, but we are not going to keep
our end of the bargain. Congress for the
past decade has failed to address this
issue. I am saying it is time for Con-
gress to address this.

Mr. Speaker, | cannot believe the
Committee on Rules. This was the
third amendment brought before the
Committee on Rules, the third of over
100. They chose not to even vote on it.
That is how good, that is how much
they care about our Nation’s retirees.
We have absolutely no guarantee that
this amendment will be brought to the
floor. We have none.

We have asked repeatedly. This
amendment has four Republican co-
sponsors, including three Members of
the Committee on Armed Services, one
of which is a subcommittee chairman.

This is not partisan. This is Repub-
licans and Democrats trying to solve a
sincere problem for the folks who de-
serve it the most. And we cannot even
get a vote in the Committee on Rules.

I am asking every single Member of
this body, if they care about those
folks who have served your country
honorably, if they think it is time that
they keep getting told, well, next year,
maybe we will get around to it in a
couple of decades. Doggone it, we found
time for tax breaks for millionaires.
We found time to honor or condemn
just about every group under the sun.
You do not think we can find time for
our military retirees?

Vote against this rule, that sends the
Committee on Rules back to work. Let
us make the Taylor-Hefley-Pickering-
Tanner-Abercrombie amendment in
order, Democrats and Republicans try-
ing to solve the problem of health care
for military retirees, to fulfill our Na-
tion’s promise. And doggone it, if we do
not make it in order, then | am asking
as many of you as possible to shut this
place down.
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We are not going to vote on this bill
until we have an up or down vote on
whether or not we are going to fulfill
our promise to our Nation’s military
retirees.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, | yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HUNTER).

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentlewoman for yielding me the
time.

Mr. Speaker, | think, to a large de-
gree, this is a historic bill. This is the
first defense bill of this century, and in
a bipartisan way, | believe it reflects
some of the lessons of the century.
After World War Il, we had an enor-
mous military, over 8 million people in
arms, we rushed to throw our weapons
away when General Marshall was asked
how the demobilization was going. He
said, this is not a demobilization, it is
a rout, we are literally disarming be-
fore the world.

If we look at the correspondence be-
tween the Communist Chinese and Sta-
lin’s Russia, we can see their under-
standing of the fact that America over
just a couple of years became ex-
tremely weak, and we found ourselves
in June of 1950 being driven off the Ko-
rean Peninsula by a third-rate mili-
tary. And before we had regrouped and
managed to push our forces back and
establish the stalemate that had en-
dured, we lost 50,000 Americans killed
in action.

We have seen in this last century
what these bloody wars do, this endur-
ing lesson that we achieve peace
through strength. As the gentleman
from California (Mr. DREIER), one of
the great Members of this House, who
came in with me in 1980, and | and a
number of other people sought to do
with Ronald Reagan, and | know the
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr.
SPENCE), our chairman, and the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON),
our ranking member, were members of
this movement, we sought to rebuild
America’s defenses in 1980. And by
doing that, we backed down the Soviet
Union and ultimately dismantled the
Soviet Union.

The interesting thing about that dis-
mantlement is that dismantlement ac-
tually led to enormous savings of
money by American taxpayers. What |
am talking about is the fact that this
bill that we are offering today is about
$125 billion less in military spending
than Ronald Reagan’s bill of 1985. We
have saved probably $1 trillion by the
Reagan dismantlement of the Soviet
empire, the fact that we no longer have
the requirement to meet those massive
Warsaw Pact divisions in military Eu-
rope.

We achieved something by being
strong. | think it is important that we
carry that message into the next cen-
tury. This bill is a start of that. But |
want to remind my colleagues, it is
only a start. We still have massive
problems.

Our mission capable rates have
dropped about 10 percent, and they are
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hanging there. They fell off the cliff,
and they are hanging there around 70
percent throughout the services; mean-
ing that about 30 percent of our air-
craft cannot get off the carrier deck or
the tarmack to go do their job and in
return cannot do their mission. We
still have shortages of ammunition. We
have shortages of spare parts.

We do have people problems; instead
of 800 pilots short in the Air Force, as
we had last year, we are going to have
about 1,200 short this year. But we are
making some improvements, and this
House voted for a $4 billion increase in
national defense, | think reflecting the
mood of the people in this country and
their understanding that we do achieve
peace through strength.

Mr. Speaker, we passed that in the
emergency supplemental, and working
with the other body, it came back as
an add-on to this defense bill that we
are debating today. We have started
the upgrading and modernization of
our forces, but | want to remind every-
body what Bill Perry, President Clin-
ton’s former Secretary of Defense, said
about the blueprint that he, himself,
helped to put in place for defense
spending: It looks like we need about
$10 billion to $15 billion more per year.
Jim Schlesinger, another former Sec-
retary of Defense, said it is actually
closer to $100 billion more per year
that we need.
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So we need to increase defense spend-
ing. That is clear. Members of Congress
recognize that. This bill is a start. It is
only a start, but | would hope that all
Members would support this bill and
support this rule.

And with respect to my friend from
Mississippi, | think, and | have con-
fidence in the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. DREIER) and the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. FROST) and the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON)
and the gentleman from South Caro-
lina (Mr. SPENCE), that they will be
able to work out the subvention issue
before this bill is finished. So please
support this bill. It is good for Amer-
ica.

Peace through strength is what we
want to achieve, and we are on our way
at least to achieving it. And | am going
to talk about him a little later, but |
want to thank the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. SIsSISKY), too, our ranking
member on the Subcommittee on Mili-
tary Procurement of the Committee on
Armed Services, for the wonderful job
that he has done.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, | yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Maine
(Mr. ALLEN).

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time.

Mr. Speaker, for reasons stated by
the gentleman from Mississippi (Mr.
TAYLOR) and the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. SKELTON), | rise in opposi-
tion to this rule, although | believe the
underlying bill is a good bill.
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I want to commend the chairman of
the Committee on Armed Services, the
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr.
SPENCE), and the ranking member, the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. SKEL-
TON), for their hard work in putting to-
gether such complex and important
legislation. | urge particular support
for the health care provisions. The gen-
tleman from Hawaii (Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE), the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi (Mr. TAYLOR), the gentleman
from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON) and the
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. BUYER)
have done a great job of putting to-
gether a bipartisan package that im-
proves the Tri-Care system and in-
creases health care access for retirees.

I want to focus on the provision to
extend the pharmaceutical benefit to
military retirees over the age of 665.
Prescription drug coverage is a vital
issue for all seniors, and | am pleased
this committee has made a small but
important contribution to provide af-
fordable and meaningful coverage to a
segment of the Medicare eligible popu-
lation. | hope that other committees
will follow suit.

The Tri-Care Senior Pharmacy Pro-
gram in this bill allows all military re-
tirees to participate in the DOD phar-
macy program. Under this government-
run prescription drug benefit, the De-
fense Supply Center in Philadelphia ne-
gotiates prices for its beneficiaries
that are as low or lower than those ob-
tained by other Federal agencies.

The Defense Supply Center receives
some drugs off the Federal supply
schedule and negotiates pricing agree-
ments with more than 200 manufactur-
ers, using as a starting point the man-
dated 24 percent VA discount. DOD es-
timates that these negotiated prices
are 24 percent to 70 percent lower than
the average private sector price.

My bill, H.R. 664, the Prescription
Drug Fairness for Seniors Act, would
give the rest of the Medicare eligible
population the same discounts that
this provision provides. We have 153 co-
sponsors, but none so far are Repub-
licans. 1 hope that they will now em-
brace my bill as warmly as they have
embraced the Tri-Care Senior Phar-
macy Program.

Now, | do not accept the accusation
that H.R. 664 involves price controls.
But those who do must also conclude
that this prescription drug benefit for
military retirees is, indeed, a price
control. Like the Democratic Medicare
prescription drug plan, the Tri-Care
Senior Pharmacy Program is adminis-
tered by a Federal agency making good
on the government’s promise to pro-
vide health care for life for military re-
tirees and the promise to provide
health care in the golden years for the
over 65 population at large. It uses the
government’s volume purchasing power
to negotiate and achieve the same
price discounts that favored large pur-
chasers obtain.

Unlike the Republican prescription
drug plan, this program does not throw
military retirees to the whims of the
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private insurance market leaving them
guessing about whether they can get
prescription drug insurance from an in-
dustry that says it cannot offer such
insurance anyway.

As we cast our affirmative vote for
this legislation, and | hope we all will,
please consider these questions. If Con-
gress can provide a government-admin-
istered prescription drug benefit with
negotiated price discounts to one seg-
ment of the Medicare eligible popu-
lation, military retirees over 65, why
can we not offer the same benefit to
the rest of our Nation’s seniors? If Con-
gress can give 1.4 million Medicare eli-
gible military retirees access to the
best prices the government can nego-
tiate, why is Congress not giving the
other 38 million seniors the same ac-
cess to the best prices that the govern-
ment can negotiate?

I urge support for the bill and for af-
fordable and meaningful prescription
drug benefits.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, | would ask
the time remaining on each side.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BOEHNER). Each side has 11 minutes re-
maining.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, | yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. KUCINICH).

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time. | appreciate the work done by all
the members of the Committee on
Armed Services.

Mr. Speaker, I am here to say that |
support the cause of peace, | support
the defense of the United States and
the men and women who serve.

| also support the taxpayers of the
United States of America. That is why
I rise in opposition to this rule, be-
cause it authorizes a $2.2 billion boon-
doggle called the national missile de-
fense, NMD. The NMD will consume de-
fense budgets, undermine legitimate
military expenditures, and contribute
to the erosion of the readiness of our
forces. Taxpayers will regret the day
we authorize $2.2 billion in wasteful
spending for the NMD.

Everything is wrong about spending
$2.2 billion for the missile defense
building in the bill. First, the tech-
nology is not feasible, it is not test-
able, and it would not and could not be
reliable.

Second, there is no real threat that
such a missile defense system could
protect anyone against anything.

Third, it clearly violates the ABM
Treaty of 1972. The concept of the ABM
Treaty recognizes that countries have
nuclear missiles, swords, but could not
deploy shields. If the U.S. tells Russia,
we want a shield, what can Russia con-
clude, other than they may need a
shield and more swords, more nuclear
missiles?

The deployment of the NMD will de-
couple all arms agreements. It will un-
dermine the Nuclear Nonproliferation
Treaty. It will negate the anti-ballistic
missile treaty and, furthermore, will
frustrate SALT Il and SALT III. It will
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lead directly to the proliferation by nu-
clear nations. It will lead to transi-
tions towards nuclear arms by non-
nuclear nations. It will make the world
less safe, and lead to the impoverish-
ment of people of many nations, as
budgets are refashioned for nuclear
arms expenditures.

The United States would be willing
to risk a showdown with Russia or
China and the rest of the world over
the unlikely possibility that North
Korea may one day have a missile that
could touch the continental United
States. What that argues for is talks
with North Korea, not the beginning of
a new worldwide arms race.

The fourth reason why this bill is
wrong is that it lacks adequate funding
for the cooperative threat reduction
program, Nunn-Lugar, which helps in
denuclearization and demilitarization
of the states of the former Soviet
Union. Nunn-Lugar has proven real and
successful and effective in reducing nu-
clear threats, yet this program receives
only $143 million in comparison to a
total of $5.2 billion for an imaginary
ballistic missile technology, the NMD,
which has proven to be unworkable and
easily defeated by countermeasures.

Fifth, the NMD is a waste of tax-
payers’ money: $2.2 billion for a system
which everyone knows does not and
cannot work will only serve to under-

mine taxpayers’ confidence in the
spending for the military.
Today’s Washington Post reports

that three high-level Pentagon offi-
cials, who have served in this adminis-
tration are saying that a national de-
fense missile system is expensive and
unnecessarily alienating to the Rus-
sians. The Russians just passed START
Il and a comprehensive test ban treaty.
We are saying the Cold War is over. If
the Cold War is over, what are we doing
putting together a national missile de-
fense shield?

The officials conclude in The Wash-
ington Post that the development and
testing of the system is not mature
enough for the United States to make
a confident deployment decision this
year.

Let us recommit to nuclear arms re-
duction. Let us recommit to nuclear
disarmament. Let us do this for our-
selves and future generations. There is
no security in a future saturated with
nuclear weapons. The Cold War is over.
The benefits of the end of the Cold War
ought to start coming back to the tax-
payers, not to arms contractors for a
missile shield that does not work.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, | yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. CUNNINGHAM).

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, the

bill that my friend, the gentleman
from Mississippi (Mr. TAYLOR), was
talking about with regard to sub-

vention was written in San Diego by
my veterans. It was actually written
before | became a Member of Congress
in 1990, and we support that particular
bill.

The gentleman from Mississippi has
got good intentions on this. There are
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many of us that would like this bill to
come forward, and we have talked to
both the gentleman from California
(Mr. DREIER) and to the Speaker, the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. HASTERT).
But let me tell my colleagues some-
thing. Before we shut this House down,
I would say to my friend, it is impor-
tant that we move forward. Sub-
vention, Tri-Care, FEHBP, we have
promised our military veterans too
long that we are going to take care of
them. We are losing thousands of World
War Il veterans every month. If we
wait and keep on delaying, those vet-
erans are not going to get the care that
was promised to them.

We looked at the subvention bill
itself. When | originally introduced the
subvention bill, we had it as 100 per-
cent. Because of the cost analysis and
different reasons, the White House said
no, we want to make it a pilot pro-
gram. They were going to limit it just
to two, one in the Senate and one here.
It was my bill and my hospital was not
even going to get in the subvention
mix. | fought tooth, hook, and nail, and
we were able to get that expanded.

But even then we were stopped. And
if my colleagues will look at why sub-
vention and some of these others have
not passed, the White House itself did
not push. DOD did not push these bills.
Matter of fact, they told people if they
got involved with subvention or
FEHBP, they may not get back onto
the regular program. So the numbers
were very, very deficient. And they put
out outlandish numbers; that the cost
would reach out too much.

I would say to my friend, the gen-
tleman from Mississippi, that 1 will
work with him. But he is also aware
that whether it is Tri-Care, whether it
is FEHBP, and | personally think
FEHBP, which a civilian has, is better
than my original subvention. The same
thing that a civilian Federal worker
has that will guarantee subsistence be-
yond Medicare will actually be better.
But the commission, Republicans and
Democrats, were put together and
tasked with what do we need to put to-
gether to really keep the promise of
our health care promises to our vet-
erans.

I remember in 1993, when the other
side of the aisle increased taxes, in-
creased spending and they cut military
COLAs. They cut veterans’ COLAs and
they increased taxes on Social Secu-
rity. So what we are saying, there is
fault on both sides. Do not try to dema-
gogue the veterans issue. Work with us
in providing this health care plan.

We are well aware that the White
House came over to the Democrat lead-
ership and now every single bill the mi-
nority leadership is going to try to
stop, to show a do-nothing Congress.
Every one of these bills, whether it is
riders, whether it is this issue, the
Democrats are going to try to shut
down the House or delay and end up
with a monumental appropriations
package at the end because the White
House wants $20 billion more. Will they
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get some of that? Probably, yes, be-
cause we cannot control the Senate.
But what the minority wants is to
where they can get the whole $20 bil-
lion and work in taking the majority. |
think that is disingenuous.

I support the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi, and | think he is very, very
caring in what he wants to do for vet-
erans. But look at the big picture and
help us work through this process. Sup-
port this rule. Let us push on forward
and let us work for the betterment of
the American people.

O 1200

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, | yield my-
self 30 seconds.

Mr. Speaker, all that the gentleman
from Mississippi (Mr. TAYLOR) is ask-
ing for is a vote. All he is asking for is
the House to have the opportunity to
vote on his proposal. That is not an un-
reasonable proposition. All the plati-
tudes on the other side will not do any
good if they do not give us a vote on
the Taylor amendment.

Mr. Speaker, | yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. TAY-
LOR).

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. Mr.
Speaker, let me thank the gentleman
from California (Mr. CUNNINGHAM) for
his comments. | certainly do not claim
to be the inventor of subvention. Some-
one else is. It might possibly be the
gentleman from  California (Mr.
CUNNINGHAM). It is a good idea, though.

What | would like to tell the gen-
tleman from California (Mr.
CUNNINGHAM) is that he is right. | am
disappointed also that the administra-
tion has not been more helpful. But a
reading of the Constitution will tell
both of us that no money may be drawn
from the Treasury except by an appro-
priation by Congress.

Just because the administration did
not help enough no way absolves us
from doing our job. | am asking for the
opportunity for the 435 Members of this
body to do their job, to take care of our
military retirees. | hope the gentleman
will help me in that effort.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, | yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. UDALL).

(Mr. UDALL of Colorado asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speak-
er, | rise in support of the rule.

As the chairman and ranking mem-
ber of the Committee on Rules know,
the rule makes in order my amendment
to provide the Department of Energy
additional tools to manage the reduc-
tion of the overall number of Federal
employees in the workforce at Rocky
Flats and the other nuclear weapons
facilities while also keeping those sites
on track for expedited closure. In addi-
tion, the DOE would be able to provide
assistance for employees to make suc-
cessful transitions to retirement and
new careers.

I am here to say that | greatly appre-
ciate the Committee on Rules for al-
lowing this important matter to be
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considered. |1 also appreciate the co-
operation and assistance of the leader-
ship and staff of the Committee on
Armed Services and the Committee on
Government Reform and Oversight.
Based on my discussions with them, |
have agreed to some revisions in the
amendment; and it is my under-
standing that the amendment, with
those revisions, probably will be in-
cluded as part the en bloc managers
amendment.

Here is a brief description of the revised
amendment:

The amendment deals with the DOE weap-
ons sites that are scheduled for expedited
cleanup and closure—(1) Rocky Flats in Colo-
rado and (2) several sites in Ohio: Fernald,
Columbus, Miamisburg, and Ashtabula.

The amendment is based on an Administra-
tion request. It would give DOE additional
tools to meet the challenge of downsizing the
federal workforce in ways that will both facili-
tate accelerated closure of the site and also
assist DOE’s employees to make successful
transitions to retirement or new careers.

DOE wants this authority as a way to avoid
reliance on the standard reduction-in-force
(RIF) procedures by offering incentives for
some employees to voluntarily separate and
for others to remain.

The goal is to manage the reduction in the
overall number of federal employees at the
site while still retaining the proper mix of peo-
ple with needed skills despite the high attrition
rates that can be expected as closure ap-
proaches—so, the amendment would allow
DOE to offer incentives for some people to
leave early and for others to remain.

Similar—not identical—language has been
incorporated as section 3155 of the Senate
version of the bill. As modified, the amend-
ment would allow DOE to authorize—addi-
tional accumulation of annual leave; payment
of lump-sum retention allowances; and con-
tinuation of health-care benefits for employees
who are separated (voluntarily or involuntarily)
from Rocky Flats or one of the other sides
covered by the amendment.

The amendment would require inclusion of
information about the use of these incentives
in the required periodic reports on the closure.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, | reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, | yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Hawaii
(Mr. ABERCROMBIE).

(Mr. ABERCROMBIE asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, |
rise in support of the bill. I am dis-
appointed with the rule as it stands be-
fore the body. But the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2001 is very urgent for the United
States. | strongly urge my colleagues
on the Committee on Rules to recon-
sider their decision on many amend-
ments that do not appear before the
House today.

The bill before us builds upon last
year’s achievements and continues our
efforts to improve the quality of life
for our military personnel retirees and
their families. | am particularly
pleased that the bill includes several
provisions, which | support, to improve
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the military health care system, par-
ticularly for our Medicare-eligible re-
tirees and their families.

This year, the Year of Health Care,
we have made significant improve-
ments in the military health care sys-
tem in response to concerns raised by
service members, retirees, and their
families. The health care provisions of
this bill will greatly improve their
quality of life, particularly for Medi-
care-eligible retirees and their depend-
ents.

The TRICARE Senior Pharmacy Pro-
gram will restore access to the Na-
tional Mail Order Pharmacy, the net-
work retail pharmacies, and the out-of-
network pharmacies. It is a major step
towards improving health care for our
Medicare-eligible retirees. We have im-
proved access to TRICARE. We have re-
duced and streamlined the administra-
tive costs, and we are using the savings
to improve health care benefits for our
military personnel, retirees and their
families.

I am particularly pleased that this
bill includes provisions which we have
supported on our side of the aisle, and
I am particularly pleased to have been
able to work with the gentleman from
Indiana (Chairman BUYER) to see that
everything has been included.

It includes improvements to pay, it
reduces out-of-pocket housing costs for
service members, and provides funding
for the Military Thrift Savings Plan.
These provisions help us build upon our
achievements of last year, which was
the Year of the Troops.

Mr. Speaker, | want to express my
appreciation to the gentleman from
South Carolina (Mr. SPENCE), the
chairman, and the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. SKELTON), the ranking
member of the Committee on Armed
Services, for their leadership in pro-
ducing a bipartisan bill that will im-
prove the lives of our service members.

I particularly want to commend
again the gentleman from Indiana (Mr.
BUYER) for working with me and other
members on the committee to ensure
that our men and women in uniform
have the quality of life that they de-
serve.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, |
back the balance of my time.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, | would
just like to say that H.R. 4205 is a very
good bill. 1 would like to commend the
gentleman from South Carolina (Chair-
man SPENCE) and the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. SKELTON), the ranking
member, for bringing it forward with
excellent bipartisan cooperation. It is a
difficult challenge with defense be-
cause of so many needs and not enough
dollars to go around, but they have
done an excellent job this year.

I would also like to reassure the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON),
the ranking member, that the gen-
tleman from California (Chairman
DREIER) and the Committee on Rules
are very sensitive to the issue of the

yield
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gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. TAY-
LOR) and will work to achieve a satis-
factory result.

Mr. Speaker, | yield back the balance
of my time, and | move the previous
question on the resolution.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BOEHNER). The question is on the reso-
lution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, | object to
the vote on the ground that a quorum
is not present and make the point of
order that a quorum is not present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
dently a quorum is not present.

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-
sent Members.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 220, nays
201, not voting 14, as follows:

Evi-

[Roll No. 190]
YEAS—220

Aderholt Frelinghuysen Metcalf
Archer Gallegly Mica
Armey Ganske Miller (FL)
Bachus Gekas Miller, Gary
Baird Gibbons Moran (KS)
Baker Gilchrest Morella
Ballenger Gillmor Myrick
Barr Gilman Nethercutt
Barrett (NE) Goode Ney
Bartlett Goodlatte Northup
Barton Goodling Norwood
Bass Goss Nussle
Bateman Graham Ose
Bereuter Granger Oxley
Biggert Green (WI) Packard
Bilbray Greenwood Paul
Bilirakis Gutknecht Pease
Bliley Hansen Peterson (PA)
Blunt Hastert Petri
Boehlert Hastings (WA) Pickering
Boehner Hayes Pitts
Bonilla Hayworth Pombo
Bono Hefley Porter
Brady (TX) Herger Portman
Bryant Hill (MT) Pryce (OH)
Burr Hilleary Quinn
Burton Hobson Radanovich
Buyer Hoekstra Ramstad
Callahan Horn Regula
Calvert Hostettler Reynolds
Camp Houghton Riley
Canady Hulshof Rogan
Cannon Hunter Rogers
Castle Hutchinson Rohrabacher
Chabot Hyde Ros-Lehtinen
Chambliss Isakson Roukema
Chenoweth-Hage Istook Royce
Coble Jenkins Ryan (WI)
Combest Johnson (CT) Ryun (KS)
Cook Johnson, Sam Salmon
Cooksey Jones (NC) Sanford
Cox Kasich Saxton
Crane Kelly Scarborough
Cubin King (NY) Schaffer
Cunningham Kingston Sensenbrenner
Deal Knollenberg Sessions
DeLay Kolbe Shadegg
DeMint Kuykendall Shaw
Diaz-Balart LaHood Shays
Dickey Latham Sherwood
Doolittle LaTourette Shimkus
Dreier Lazio Shuster
Duncan Leach Simpson
Dunn Lewis (CA) Skeen
Ehlers Lewis (KY) Smith (MI)
Ehrlich Linder Smith (NJ)
Emerson LoBiondo Smith (TX)
English Lucas (OK) Souder
Everett Manzullo Spence
Ewing Martinez Stearns
Fletcher McCollum Stump
Foley McCrery Sununu
Fossella McHugh Sweeney
Fowler Mclnnis Talent
Franks (NJ) McKeon Tancredo
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Tauzin Udall (CO) Weller
Taylor (NC) Upton Whitfield
Terry Vitter Wicker
Thomas Walden Wilson
Thornberry Walsh Wolf
Thune Watkins Young (AK)
Tiahrt Watts (OK) Young (FL)
Toomey Weldon (FL)
Traficant Weldon (PA)
NAYS—201
Abercrombie Hall (OH) Neal
Ackerman Hall (TX) Oberstar
Allen Hastings (FL) Obey
Andrews Hill (IN) Olver
Baca Hilliard Ortiz
Baldwin Hinchey Owens
Barcia Hinojosa Pallone
Barrett (WI) Hoeffel Pascrell
Becerra Holden Pastor
Bentsen Holt Payne
Berkley Hooley Pelosi
Berman Hoyer Peterson (MN)
Berry Inslee Phelps
Bishop Jackson (IL) Pickett
Blagojevich Jackson-Lee Pomeroy
Blumenauer (TX) Price (NC)
Bonior Jefferson Rahall
Borski John Rangel
Boswell Johnson, E. B. Reyes
Boucher Jones (OH) Rivers
Boyd Kanjorski Rodriguez
Brady (PA) Kaptur Roemer
Brown (FL) Kennedy Rothman
Brown (OH) Kildee Roybal-Allard
Capps Kilpatrick Rush
Capuano Kind (WI) Sabo
Cardin Kleczka Sanchez
Carson Klink Sanders
Clay Kucinich Sandlin
Clayton LaFalce Sawyer
Clement Lampson Schakowsky
Clyburn Lantos Scott
Condit Larson Serrano
Conyers Lee Sherman
Costello Levin Shows
Coyne Lewis (GA) Sisisky
Cramer Lofgren Skelton
Cummings Lowey Slaughter
Danner Lucas (KY) Smith (WA)
Davis (FL) Luther Snyder
Davis (IL) Maloney (CT) Spratt
DeFazio Maloney (NY) Stabenow
DeGette Markey Stark
DelLauro Mascara Stenholm
Deutsch Matsui Strickland
Dicks McCarthy (MO) Tanner
Dingell McCarthy (NY) Tauscher
Dixon McDermott Taylor (MS)
Doggett McGovern Thompson (CA)
Dooley Mcintyre Thompson (MS)
Edwards McKinney Thurman
Engel McNulty Tierney
Eshoo Meehan Towns
Etheridge Meek (FL) Turner
Evans Meeks (NY) Velazquez
Farr Menendez Vento
Fattah Millender- Visclosky
Filner McDonald Waters
Forbes Miller, George Watt (NC)
Ford Minge Waxman
Frank (MA) Mink Weiner
Frost Moakley Wexler
Gejdenson Mollohan Weygand
Gephardt Moore Wise
Gonzalez Moran (VA) Woolsey
Gordon Murtha Wu
Green (TX) Nadler Wynn
Gutierrez Napolitano
NOT VOTING—14

Baldacci Davis (VA) Mclntosh
Campbell Delahunt Stupak
Coburn Doyle Udall (NM)
Collins Largent Wamp
Crowley Lipinski
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Messrs. MALONEY of Connecticut,

STRICKLAND, HALL of Texas, RAHALL,
MRs. MINK of Hawaii,

Mr.

LAMPSON,

and Mr. PASTOR changed their vote
from “‘yea’ to ‘‘nay.”

Mr. UDALL of Colorado and Mr. RYAN
of Wisconsin changed their vote from
“nay’’ to “‘yea.”

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

REPORT ON H.R. 4475, DEPART-
MENT OF TRANSPORTATION AND
RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2001

Mr. WOLF, from the Committee on
Appropriations, submitted a privileged
report (Rept. No. 106-622) on the bill
(H.R. 4475) making appropriations for
the Department of Transportation and
related agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2001, and for other
purposes, which was referred to the
Union Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAaHooD). Pursuant to clause 1, rule
XXI, all points of order are reserved on
the bill.

FLOYD D. SPENCE NATIONAL DE-
FENSE AUTHORIZATION ACT FOR
FISCAL YEAR 2001

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 503 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 4205.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4205) to
authorize appropriations for fiscal year
2001 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense and for military
construction, to prescribe military per-
sonnel strengths for fiscal year 2001,
and for other purposes, with Mr.
BOEHNER in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the
rule, the bill is considered as having
been read the first time.

Under the rule, the gentleman from
South Carolina (Mr. SPENCE) and the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. SKEL-
TON) each will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. SPENCE).
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Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

(Mr. SPENCE asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, on May
10, the Committee on Armed Services
reported this bill, H.R. 4205, on a strong
bipartisan vote of 56 to 1. This bill, the
first defense authorization bill pre-
pared for the new millennium, makes a
good start toward ensuring that Amer-
ica’s military can meet the challenges
that lie ahead and ensure the safety
and security of all Americans well into
the 21st century. However, it is only a
beginning, not an end.
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In recent years, the committee has
called attention to the problems faced
by the men and women who so proudly
serve their country in uniform. Serious
readiness deficiencies and equipment
modernization shortfalls, made worse
by longer and more frequent deploy-
ments away from home, have placed in-
creasing strains on a military that is
still being asked to do more with less.
Moreover, the increasing use of Amer-
ica’s Armed Forces on missions where
vital United States national security
interests are not at stake has reduced
military readiness and affected recruit-
ing, retention and morale.

The defense bill before us today seeks
to correct many of these problems. It is
the fifth year out of the last six in
which Congress has added to the ad-
ministration’s budget request. | am
pleased to report that, in real terms,
after more than a decade of decline in
defense spending, this downward spiral
has finally been halted. Nevertheless,
although this bill contains $309.9 bil-
lion for defense, an increase of $4.5 bil-
lion over the administration’s defense
budget request, a serious mismatch be-
tween requirements, forces and re-
sources continues to exist.

This bill seeks to address the most
critical deficiencies faced by our mili-
tary today. While some would argue
that the end of the Cold War allows us
to cut defense further, the bill we are
debating today must be seen in proper
perspective. In reality, the level of re-
sources we devote to defense remains
at an historically low level, roughly 3
percent of this Nation’s gross domestic
product. This is hardly an exorbitant
price to pay to defend our freedom, our
values and our national interests
around the world.

Moreover, the threats we face today
are in many ways more difficult and
challenging than those we faced during
the Cold War. The increasing number
of states seeking to develop or acquire
weapons of mass destruction, chemical,
biological, bacteriological and ballistic
missiles, against which we have no de-
fense, poses a qualitatively new set of
challenges to our national security.
Other threats are emerging; new forms
of terrorism, the outbreak of long sup-
pressed ethnic conflicts, and the spread
of sophisticated military technologies
to potential adversaries.

While the United States remains the
world’s sole military superpower, we
need to adapt to the changing realities
and threats that we face in the new
millennium. This requires a growing
level of investment in the tools and the
people necessary to keep our country
at least one step ahead of any potential
adversary.

As former Secretary of Defense
James Schlesinger testified recently
before our committee, ‘“We are resting
on our laurels as the sole superpower.”
He noted that under the administra-
tion’s current and planned levels of de-
fense funding, the United States would
be unable to sustain even our current
level of military capability. “This is
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not a matter of opinion,” he said, “it is
a matter of simple arithmetic.”

In fact, the administration has un-
derfunded the United States defense ef-
fort for years. This year alone, the
Joint Chiefs of Staff identified nearly
$6 billion in unfunded military require-
ments. Since last year, the Chiefs’ 5-
year estimate of shortfalls has in-
creased from $38 billion to $84 billion.
The result of this chronic underfunding
has been an increase in risk to our
country, risk to our interests, and risk
to the men and women who defend us.
The time has come to reduce that risk.

This year’s debate over the defense
budget highlighted a general consensus
that our defense spending has fallen
too far too fast. During the Committee
on Armed Services’ oversight hearing
earlier this year, the real debate re-
volved not around whether there is a
defense shortfall, but rather its size,
magnitude and implications. Some ob-
servers have characterized the current
situation as a coming ‘“‘train wreck.”

Mr. Chairman, this bill is designed to
help put America’s defenses back on
track. In overwhelmingly bipartisan
fashion, the committee has targeted in-
creases to the administration’s budget
request on a series of initiatives to im-
prove readiness, modernize equipment,
and enhance quality of life for our
Armed Forces. This bill represents a
sound approach to defense policy that
bases the level of resources we provide
on the magnitude of the threats that
we face. It is based on a strategy that
seeks to protect America’s interests
abroad and ensure America’s safety at
home. This bill is tailored to provide
the minimum level of resources nec-
essary to carry out our country’s glob-
al responsibilities.

In a moment, my colleagues on the
Committee on Armed Services will dis-
cuss the improvements contained in
this bill in greater detail. However, |
would like to take this opportunity to
recognize the hard work and support of
the chairmen and ranking members of
our committees and subcommittees
and the panels. Their strong leadership
and bipartisan commitment to ensur-
ing the best for our service personnel
resulted in the bill that we have before
us today. It is a tribute to their dedica-
tion and commitment.

Finally, Mr. Chairman, and | would
like to pay tribute to the Committee
on Armed Services staff. In my 6 years
as committee chairman, |1 and the
other members of the committee have
been fortunate to be able to rely upon
their expertise and professionalism. |
thank them for their tireless efforts
and support of the committee and our
Nation’s military.

Mr. Chairman, this is likely the last
defense authorization bill I will submit
to the House as chairman of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. | have
worked very hard to see to it that our
military is second to none, not second
to one. I am proud of what we have ac-
complished in this bill, and | believe it
deserves the support of all Members. |
urge my colleagues to support it.
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Mr. Chairman, | reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Chairman, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Chairman, | rise to support H.R.
4205, which is known as the Floyd D.
Spence National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2001. This is not
only a good bill and deserves the sup-
port of the people in this House, it is
named for an outstanding American,
the chairman of Our Committee on
Armed Services, who, through the
years, has done yeoman’s work. As the
gentleman mentioned a few moments
ago, this is the last time he will
present as chairman the bill coming
from our committee. We thank him for
his excellent leadership and bipartisan-
ship through the years.

Mr. Chairman, at the outset, | would
like to thank the gentleman for the
work he did on this particular bill. All
of us have worked hard on it and it has
been glued together quite well. 1 will
talk of the exceptions a moment later.
But this bill would authorize $310 bil-
lion for defense programs, including $13
billion for the Department of Energy
defense-related programs. It authorizes
a funding level of $4.5 billion above the
President’s request, which, of course,
was $13 billion above last year’s level.
The bill makes a number of vital readi-
ness and modernization improvements
which will keep our forces the best
trained and best equipped in the world.

The bill also addresses important
qualities of life issues that are at the
top of agenda for service members and
their families. It gives a much needed
3.7 percent pay raise, plus a number of
key improvements in the military
health care system that will benefit
service members and their families as
well as military retirees.

Mr. Chairman, last year was ‘‘the
Year of the Troops.”” Congress was suc-
cessful in enacting a number of pay and
compensation reforms that have helped
to close the pay gap between the mili-
tary and civilian society that makes
the military a more attractive career
choice in a difficult recruiting environ-
ment.

Mr. Chairman, this year is ‘““the Year
of Health Care.” |1 am pleased that the
bill provides a number of important
health care reforms. Foremost is the
reform to the TRICARE pharmacy ben-
efit. The bill’s provisions authorizing
mail order, retail and non-network
pharmacy access for Medicare-eligible
retirees goes a long way toward afford-
ing greater health care access and af-
fordability for military retirees. The
bill helps us keep the promise of life-
time health care made to those service
members.

Other major elements of the bill that
are noteworthy include provision of
adequate funding to support the
Army’s transformation to a lighter,
more mobile force, the transition to
the next generation of Nimitz-class air-
craft carriers, and continued funding
for tactical aircraft programs. This
also makes significant investments in
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information technology and informa-
tion infrastructure.

I do, however, want to express my
disappointment, Mr. Chairman, with
the language of the bill regarding the
Island of Vieques. The best way to en-
sure that the Navy will have access to
this important training area in the
long run is to support the agreement
worked out between the President and
the Governor of Puerto Rico. This
agreement gives the people of Vieques
a voice in the future of the area and
provides economic incentives to allow
the Navy to continue live fire training
there. The language in the Chairman’s
mark would do nothing short of gut-
ting that agreement.

I know that all of us here today care
deeply about the readiness of our Navy
and Marine forces. | think it is fair to
say there is generally a shared desire
that this range be returned to its pre-
vious use. However, | believe that only
through the implementation of the
agreement between the President and
the Governor of Puerto Rico will all
sides to the dispute be accommodated
and the range returned to the use of
the military. | fear that the language
in this mark will cause us to squander
that opportunity, and | hope the Com-
mittee on Rules will make in order my
amendment to correct this ill-advised
provision.

Also, Mr. Chairman, | wish to express
my disappointment thus far that the
rule does not allow the amendment of
the gentleman from Mississippi (Mr.
TAYLOR) regarding military retirees
and Medicare subvention. More about
that later in the debate, but that is ex-
tremely important, and | hope that the
second rule will include it.

On balance, this is a good bill. 1 be-
lieve Members should support it. | sin-
cerely hope that the process under
which the bill is considered will permit
the House to work its will on impor-
tant issues such as Medicare sub-
vention and the Island of Vieques.

Mr. Chairman, | reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, | yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. BATEMAN), the chairman of
our Subcommittee on Military Readi-
ness, and also the Merchant Marine
Panel.

Mr. BATEMAN. Mr. Chairman, |
thank the gentleman from South Caro-
lina for yielding me time.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the
National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2001, and am indeed very
proud of the fact it is being named for
the chairman of our full committee.
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The committee has, once again, given
the funding restraints it faced, done an
outstanding job in fulfilling its role of
oversight of the Department of De-
fense, and it has done its best to pro-
vide the necessary funding to improve
readiness of our military forces.

Does this bill contain enough funding
to fix all of our readiness problems? Un-
fortunately, no. Does the funding rec-
ommended in this bill take us in the
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right direction toward improving readi-
ness? Absolutely.

Mr. Chairman, the administration
began to publicly express concern that
military readiness was on the decline
in October of 1998, though my sub-
committee found very serious readi-
ness problems as early as 1996. Since
then, our military leaders have contin-
ued to report to Congress that the an-
nual budget requests are significantly
short of critical funding. Again, this
year the budget request is over $16 bil-
lion short in many critical areas. Un-
fortunately for our military, the ad-
ministration has once again provided a
budget that is longer on rhetoric than
it is on substance.

To address the shortages in the budg-
et request, the committee carefully re-
viewed the unfunded requirements
identified to us in the Congress by the
Joint Chiefs of Staff, or the members of
the Joint Chiefs of Staff. The com-
mittee review found that most of the
unfunded requirements for day-to-day
military operations are spare parts,
depot maintenance and facility main-
tenance, accounts that should be fully
funded every year.

Due to the successful efforts of the
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr.
SPENCE) and other Members of the
committee, additional funds above the
budget requests were made available
for many of these pressing readiness
imperatives.

I want to quickly outline those readi-
ness areas of greatest concern where
we were able to increase the level of
funding beyond the President’s request.
The bill recommends an increase of
$660 million for real property mainte-
nance; $257 million for depot mainte-
nance; $204 million for ship depot main-
tenance; $157 million for training and
training range improvements; $91 mil-
lion for war readiness materials so our
military can deploy more rapidly and
efficiently; and $45 million for deploy-
ment of spare parts for aircraft squad-
rons.

This bill provides for several readi-
ness reporting initiatives that will as-
sist military leaders to ensure that we
maintain the best-trained, best-
equipped and most effective force in
the world. To do anything less will
allow the readiness of our military to
slip further and could risk the lives of
countless men and women in every
branch of the service.

Mr. Chairman, H.R. 4205 is a respon-
sible, meaningful bill that fairly allo-
cates resources for the sustainment of
readiness and an improved quality of
life for the men and women of our mili-
tary forces. | strongly urge my col-
leagues to vote yes on this bill, vote
yes to maintain military readiness.

I would like to thank the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. ORTIZ), the ranking
minority member of the subcommittee
and, in fact, thank all the Members of
the subcommittee who, throughout my
tenure as its chairman, have made it
possible for us to operate in a thor-
oughly and totally bipartisan manner.
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They have been truly partners in all
that we have done, and also to thank
very deeply and sincerely the staff of
the subcommittee for their good work.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, | yield
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. SANCHEZ), an out-
standing member of our committee.

Ms. SANCHEZ. Mr. Chairman, as a
member of the House Committee on
Armed Services, | rise in strong sup-
port of the national defense authoriza-
tion bill, H.R. 4205. | would like to
thank the gentleman from South Caro-
lina (Mr. SPENCE) and my ranking
member, the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. SKELTON) and the committee staff
for all the hard work they have done on
this bill. This year’s bill makes great
strides towards improving moderniza-
tion, quality of life and military readi-
ness, all within the confines of the
budget caps. One area | am particularly
pleased with are the improvements we
have made to military health care, and
I would like to thank the gentleman
from Indiana (Mr. Buyer) and the gen-
tleman from Hawaii (Mr. ABERCROMBIE)
for their exemplary work addressing
health care shortcomings, specifically
the TRICARE health care system and
lack of permanent health care for the
military retirees.

Although this bill makes significant
inroads, there is still a lot of work that
needs to be done. Recruiting and reten-
tion are becoming problematic, with
fewer seeing the call to duty during
these prosperous times. While this bill
makes improvements in military com-
pensation, do the younger service
members fully understand the value of
their total compensation, that beyond
their basic pay? Benefits this Congress
has worked hard to provide, such as
health care, housing and retirement,
have a significant value, and | hope
that the Department of Defense will do
a better job informing service members
of the value of these and other benefits
received.

Finally, 1 would like to bring atten-
tion to research and development fund-
ing. The gentleman from Pennsylvania
(Mr. WELDON) and the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. PICKETT) did heroic work
in improving the R&D accounts, spe-
cifically science and technology. R&D
is the future of this Nation’s defense.
We should not be stealing from our fu-
ture to pay for the current year’s
shortfalls.

R&D is critical in maintaining the
technological edge for combatting the
growing and changing threats to this
Nation’s security. This bill restores
R&D accounts to acceptable levels.

In closing, | commend all the com-
mittee chairs, ranking members, the
staff for working within the confines of
this budget resolution to produce a bi-
partisan bill that goes a long way to-
wards strengthening our Nation’s de-
fense, and | urge my colleagues to sup-
port this bill.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, | yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from California (Mr. CAL-
VERT)
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Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chairman, | rise
in support of H.R. 4205.

Mr. Chairman, | am in full support of this im-
portant legislation that honors our men and
women serving our nation’s armed services. |
believe this bill properly addresses the needs
of our servicemen and women by providing
needed quality of life programs and revamping
the procurement shortfalls our military has
been suffering since the Kosovo campaign.

| am particularly thankful to Chairman
SPENCE and the Armed Services Committee
for their continued support of the C-17
Globemaster. This legislation contains lan-
guage focusing on the aging C-141 aircraft
fleet and replacing this aircraft with C-17's.
This legislation directs the Secretary of the Air
Force to consider placing C-17's at bases
with reserve units, especially those that could
accommodate a reverse-associated unit, like
March Air Reserve Base in Riverside, CA.

Mr. Chairman, | believe this bill is good for
U.S. servicemen and women, good for the na-
tional security needs of our country and a
sound investment for the people of the United
States.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, | yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HUNTER), the chairman of
our Subcommittee on Military Pro-
curement.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, | want
to thank our chairman, the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. SPENCE), for
whom the bill is named, and our rank-
ing member, the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. SKELTON) for the great bi-
partisan leadership that they gave us,
and my great colleague and partner,
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Sisi-
SKY), who worked with me on the Sub-
committee on Military Procurement to
try to do what was right for the troops.

One thing that we derived from our
hearings was that we are still badly un-
derfunded. Whether one ascribes to the
GAO recommendation or their evalua-
tion that we are $20 billion to $30 bil-
lion per year underfunded in mod-
ernization or Bill Perry, President
Clinton’s own Secretary of Defense,
that it is somewhere closer to $15 to $20
billion, or even former Secretary Jim
Schlesinger that it may be close to $100
billion per year short, we acknowledge
that we are short, that we need to mod-
ernize the force and we have a lot of
programs that are aging.

Now, we carried out a number of pro-
grams this year. It is a fairly vast piece
of the defense bill. A couple of things
that we worked on that were important
were ammunition and precision muni-
tions. We took the lessons of Kosovo
and the most recent conflicts in which
precision munitions, coupled with our
tactical and long range aircraft and
stealth aircraft that provided great
power projection, so we tried to shore
up the precision munition and ammu-
nition accounts. We think that is im-
portant.

We preserve the submarine option for
the next President; that is, if he feels
that the 50 submarines that the admin-
istration is moving toward attack sub-
marines is not enough, that he can re-
tain some of the 688s that were going
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to be decommissioned. So we left
money in there for the early work on
refueling for the 688s, refuelings that
would allow them to continue to
march, and also we left some early
money in for changing the boomers,
the so-called boomers, or the ballistic
missile submarines, to cruise-missile
carrying submarines. It gives us great
power projection capability.

We sustained those options for the
next President, should he decide to go
in that direction.

We moved this extra money around
and tried to solve as many of the $16
billion in shortages that the services
gave us as we could with the money we
had available.

I want to thank again the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. Sisisky) for his
great partnership and help in getting
that done.

So | would say to my colleagues, |
think we at least held the bar without
slipping this year. We need to put more
money in next year. We are at least
treading water. We are still very short
in the procurement accounts, Mr.
Chairman, but we are going to keep the
wheels turning with this budget.

I would urge all Members to vote for
this bill.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, | yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. SisIsKY), the ranking mem-
ber of the Subcommittee on Military
Procurement.

(Mr. SISISKY asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-

marks.)
Mr. SISISKY. Mr. Chairman, first of
all, 1 would like to congratulate the

chairman of the full committee. He has
been chairman now, my chairman, for 6
years. The love for the military and
the love for his State and his country
has just shone through and I, on behalf
of the people that | represent, want to
thank him for his service, and also to
the ranking member who has been very
good and very easy to deal with.

I would like to follow the remarks of
the gentleman from California (Mr.
HUNTER) and say that | do not always
find it easy to follow him, and I mean
that in the kindest way, but in this
case he has laid out a sound synopsis of
the procurement title. As noted, we
made a simple rule to govern consider-
ation of changes to the President’s
budget: What does the military need?
And that one question took precedence
over all other considerations.

No House Member can be unaware of
the high operational tempo that U.S.
forces face around the globe. That
tempo is hard for the troops, hard for
their families, and hard for the equip-
ment as well. We took it as a point of
honor to give the military services
what they told us they needed, not in
the complete dollars, because we did
not have the complete dollars, but I
should note that in addition to an ad-
ministration request for over $60 bil-
lion for procurement, with $2.6 billion
added from the Committee on the
Budget allocations, Members re-
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quested, that is, our Members here, $13
billion in potential add-ons.

Mr. Chairman, | compliment them on
their devotion to national security
and, of course, also their creativity, as
the gentleman from California (Mr.
HUNTER) well knows. I am pleased to
assure my colleagues that the chair-
man and his staff were scrupulously
fair in dealing with the minority Mem-
bers throughout this process, and | be-
lieve that fairness is borne out by a
lack of amendments seeking to make
major changes in the work of the Sub-
committee on Military Procurement.

I wish Americans who have a jaded
view of Congress could see how this
subcommittee works. It is bipartisan
and it is fair.

Finally, | would like to thank the
many Members on both sides of the
aisle who voted to add funds, and that
is the important thing to add funds, to
this year’s defense bill. They made it
possible for this title to be both respon-
sive to the needs of our service per-
sonnel and responsible to the taxpayers
who support them.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, | yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. HEFLEY), who is the chair-
man of our Subcommittee on Military
Installations and Facilities.

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, let me
say | have been through several chair-
men of this committee. | have been
through chairmen that were partisan. |
have been through chairmen that were
contentious. | have never had a chair-
man like the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. SPENCE), who can finesse
this thing with courtesy and respect
for every single Member of the com-
mittee, be they Democrat or Repub-
lican. I want to say thanks to the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr.
SPENCE) for the way he has handled
himself. He is a testimony of why we
should not have terms limits for com-
mittee chairmen.

Beyond that, down to business, | rise
in strong support of H.R. 4205. The au-
thorizations for the military construc-
tion and military family housing pro-
grams of the Department of Defense for
the fiscal year 2001 contained in this
legislation continue a strong bipar-
tisan approach to the efforts of this
Congress to enhance living and work-
ing conditions for military personnel
and their families and to improve fa-
cilities supporting the training and
readiness of our armed forces.

I regret very much the lack of em-
phasis by the Department of Defense
on what the record, most of which was
developed through taking testimony
from senior officials and the uniform
leadership of the DOD and the military
departments, clearly indicates is a cry-
ing need. This year’s budget request
continued the broad trend that began
with fiscal year 1996 MILCON program.
The Department of Defense requested
fewer total dollars for these key infra-
structure accounts that was enacted by
the Congress the year before. The de-
partment’s budget request of $8.03 bil-
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lion for the MILCON program was 4
percent below current spending levels,
and 5.5 percent below the levels author-
ized for appropriations in the current
fiscal year.
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More significantly, the budget re-
quest was 25 percent below the funding
level requested by the Department for
fiscal year 1996.

While the Department of Defense has
consistently underfunded the military
construction and military family hous-
ing programs, the House has played a
key bipartisan role in addressing the
needs of military personnel and their
families.

In fact, just yesterday the House
passed the Military Construction Ap-
propriations Act for the coming year
by a vote of 386 to 22. The gentleman
from Ohio (Chairman HoBsoN) and |
have worked very closely to make sure
our bills compliment each other, and I
am grateful for his cooperation and
hard work on our common approach to
the MILCON program.

H.R. 4205 would continue our efforts
both to provide additional investment
in military infrastructure and to con-
tinue innovation in facilities acquisi-
tion and management. The bill would
commit approximately $8.43 billion to
the military construction and military
family housing programs for the com-
ing fiscal year.

Although we all would prefer to do
more, we recognize the imperative to
balance the unmet needs in the infra-
structure arena with the additional
and growing list of unfunded mod-
ernization, readiness, and personnel re-
quirements confronting our military
services.

In closing, 1 want to express again
my appreciation to the members of the
subcommittee, especially the ranking
member, the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi (Mr. TAYLOR) and the com-
mittee who have contributed to our
work this session.

I want to also express my deep appre-
ciation again to the gentleman from
South Carolina (Chairman SPENCE) for
his steadfast efforts to increase the de-
fense budget, and his willingness to
support significant improvements in
the MILCON program over the years.

This is truly a bipartisan effort, and
I urge all of my colleagues to support
this bill without reservation. It is a bill
we can be proud of.

Mr. PICKERING. Mr. Chairman, |
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. ORTIZ).

Mr. ORTIZ. Mr. Chairman, | thank
the gentleman for yielding time to me.

Mr. Chairman, | rise in strong sup-
port of H.R. 4205, the National Defense
Authorization Act for fiscal year 2001. |
want to specifically address the provi-
sions of the bill relating to military
readiness.

First, I would like to express my per-
sonal appreciation to the leadership of
the Subcommittee on Military Readi-
ness and my colleagues on both the
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subcommittee and the full committee
for their active participation, support,
and cooperation in addressing critical
readiness matters during this acceler-
ated session, and also to the staff for
doing a great job.

Let me say this, that even though
the gentleman from South Carolina
(Chairman SPENCE) is not retiring, he
will not be the chairman of this Com-
mittee on Armed Services any longer
but he will be a member of the com-
mittee, and we value his leadership and
his input as we continue to address
matters that pertain to service men
and women.

My good friend, the gentleman from
Virginia (Chairman BATEMAN) is retir-
ing, but we wish him the best and
thank him for his leadership.

The readiness provisions in the bill
reflect some of the steps that | believe
are necessary with the dollars avail-
able to make some of the improve-
ments needed. But it still does not pro-
vide all that is needed. As | have said
before, while the readiness of the force
has shown some improvements in some
areas, we are nowhere close to getting
where we should be. Much more needs
to be done if we are going to support
our forces with the equipment and ma-
terial they deserve to perform the mis-
sions that we require of them.

Also, | look forward to continuing to
support the committee’s effort to ad-
dress two areas that have been ne-
glected for a number of years, the read-
iness of our dedicated civilian employ-
ees and the modernization of our fail-
ing infrastructure.

Mr. Chairman, the readiness provi-
sions in this bill represent a step in the
right direction. They permit the De-
partment to build upon the improve-
ments that have been started in an
area that is crucial to our national se-
curity.

I encourage my friends, all my col-
leagues, to vote for this bill. It is a
good bill. It will do a lot for our troops.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, | am
pleased to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania  (Mr.
WELDON), chairman of our Sub-
committee on Military Research and
Development.

(Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chairman, | thank the distinguished
gentleman from South Carolina and
my colleague, chairman and leader, for
yielding time to me. I want to con-
gratulate both he and the gentleman
from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON) for an
outstanding bill. It is certainly appro-
priate that we have named it after the
gentleman from South Carolina (Chair-
man SPENCE). He is an outstanding pa-
triot and American.

| want to pay tribute to the ranking
member, the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. PICKETT). This is also his last bill,
a distinguished patriot and a tireless
advocate for the military, especially
the Navy. He has been an outstanding
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co-director with me of our Sub-
committee on Military Research and
Development for 6 years. | am proud of
the fact that in 6 years, Mr. Chairman,
we have not had one split vote.

In all of our deliberations, in every-
thing that is said about how Congress
cannot get along, | think our sub-
committee has demonstrated that we
can work together. Even when there
are disagreements, we try to find com-
mon ground. Even where there are
funding disputes, we try to resolve
those issues.

I extend my thanks to the distin-
guished gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
PICKETT) for his cooperation and lead-
ership. The people of Virginia will sure-
ly miss his leadership on these issues
and other issues.

The chairman of the committee has
done a great job in getting us some
extra money. In the R&D area, we have
been able to plus up the R&D portion of
our bill by $1.4 billion over the Presi-
dent’s request that has allowed us to
fund things like cyberterrorism, infor-
mation dominance, missile defense sys-
tems like THAAD, Navy area-wide,
Navy upper tier.

We have been able to increase fund-
ing for technologies dealing with weap-
ons of mass destruction, chemical and
biological agents. Because of his lead-
ership, we were able to increase fund-
ing for the basic research accounts, the
6-1, 6-2, and 6-3 account lines. That
would not have happened without the
chairman’s leadership.

Mr. Chairman, we also have in this
bill very important language that we
worked out with the Permanent Select
Committee on Intelligence asking that
the CIA, the Defense Department, and
the FBI come together in creating a
national data fusion center so we can
have an information intelligence capa-
bility in the 21st century that allows us
to do data profiling, profiling of lead-
ers, rogue groups, terrorist nations, to
allow us to make the right decisions.

I want to thank my colleague and
friend, the gentleman from New Jersey
(Mr. ANDREWS). He has been one of our
shining stars in the subcommittee in
the area of cyberterrorism. | will be
supporting him on legislation that he
intends to offer on this bill later on in
the process.

Mr. Chairman, this is a good bill. It
is not as far as we would like to have
gone, because we have shortfalls of dol-
lars, but the chairman has done a com-
mendable job and given us our basic
support to meet the basic needs, albeit
not all needs, of the military.

I applaud the chairman for the work
he has done and the way he has done it,
allowing Democrats and Republicans to
work together without having signifi-
cant dissension. In fact, our vote on
the bill was the most bipartisan lop-
sided vote we have ever had, if | am not
mistaken, in the history of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. | think
there was only one Member that actu-
ally voted against the bill when it
came out of the committee. That is a
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tribute to the gentleman from South
Carolina (Chairman SPENCE) and to the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. SKEL-
TON).

I thank the chairman. Again | look
forward to working with the chairman
on the amendment process. All of our
colleagues should support this bill
without hesitation. It is a good bill. It
provides for basic support for our
troops. It does not solve all the dollar
questions. The next administration is
going to have a terrible problem trying
to rectify those issues, but there is a
good start. | urge my colleagues to
vote yes.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, | yield
2 minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. PICKETT).

Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Chairman, | thank
the gentleman for yielding time to me,
and rise in strong support of H.R. 4205.

Also, | congratulate the gentleman
from  South Carolina (Chairman
SPENCE) and ranking member, the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON),
for their leadership in putting together
an excellent authorization bill.

Let me also thank the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. WELDON), the
chairman of the Subcommittee on
Military Research and Development,
for his leadership in that portion of the
bill. As ranking member on this panel,
it has been a pleasure to work with
him.

With additional resources provided
for each of the services and the various
defense-wide accounts, this legislation,
in my estimation, brings us one step
closer to fielding a lighter, leaner,
stealthier, more mobile, more precise,
and more lethal military capability.

The actions proposed in H.R. 4205 will
mean that leap-ahead technologies will
be fielded sooner, and that the invest-
ment strategy embraced will enable
our Nation to field a robust force with
a better chance of avoiding techno-
logical surprise in the future.

Let me particularly commend the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Chair-
man WELDON) for supporting additional
resources for Apache upgrades, Navy
theater-wide accounts, and a precision-
guided miniaturized munitions capa-
bility for future air-to-ground mis-
sions.

These initiatives will leverage other
programs funded at the levels re-
quested by the administration. | am, of
course, speaking of programs such as
DD-21, Joint Strike Fighter, F-22, Chi-
nook, Comanche, and LOSAT, just to
name a few.

I am also pleased to report that the
committee has authorized the full
budget requested for all advanced con-
cept technology demonstrations. These
demonstrations offer significant prom-
ise for fielding improved capabilities in
a timely fashion.

I urge my colleagues to vote for this
bill. A vote in the affirmative will be a



H3198

vote in favor of all U.S. uniformed per-
sonnel and in support of fielding a
technologically superior military capa-
bility.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, | yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Indiana
(Mr. BUYER), the chairman of our Sub-
committee on Military Personnel.

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Chairman, | thank
the gentleman from South Carolina,
the chairman, for yielding time to me.

Mr. Chairman, | rise in strong sup-
port of H.R. 4205. This bill addresses
many of the most difficult national se-
curity challenges facing the Nation.

In particular, the military personnel
titles of H.R. 4205 meet two major na-
tional security challenges head on.
First, it reforms the military health
care system so it can promote, not de-
tract, from readiness, recruiting, and
retention. The bill breaks down numer-
ous barriers to access for active and re-
tired military individuals and their
families, and it restores access to a na-
tionwide prescription drug benefit for
1.4 million military retirees over the
age of 65.

It sets the stage for providing Medi-
care-eligible military retirees a perma-
nent health care program in fiscal year
2004, and adds more than $280 million
to the defense health programs to fund
new benefits. It also promotes reforms
that will save more than $500 million
over 5 years.

The Subcommittee on Military Per-
sonnel conducted hearings, and what
we learned was that in TRICARE, it is
costing us $78 a claim to process that
claim. When we have 39 million claims,
that is a lot of money. In Medicare, it
costs us 80 cents to $1 to process one
claim, so just do the easy math. Over a
5-year period, if we actually can get
them to enact the best business prac-
tices and move to online billing, we can
save over $500 million, and take those
monies and pour them back into the
health program. It is the right thing. It
is pretty exciting that we are able to
do this.

The bill also aggressively attacks the
major challenge of sustaining the via-
bility of America’s all volunteer mili-
tary force. Therefore, the bill contains
numerous recommendations for iIm-
proved pay, bonuses, benefits, that con-
tinue the broad-based approach that
Congress undertook last year.

We also target certain specific prob-
lems like recruiting and retention, and
with regard to the food stamp program.

In short, this bill provides a strong,
comprehensive set of initiatives that
go to the heart of fixing some of the
toughest problems confronting our
military today. | urge all Members to
support the bill.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Chairman, | want to take this op-
portunity to compliment the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BUYER), par-
ticularly on that part of the markup
involving prescription drugs and the
work the gentleman did overall to help
this move forward. Of course, we do not
agree on whether it went far enough,
but | compliment the gentleman on a
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major step in that direction. We thank
the gentleman for that.

Mr. Chairman, | yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
ANDREWS).

(Mr. ANDREWS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the ranking member for yielding
time to me.

I am very pleased and honored to rise
in support of the aptly named Floyd D.
Spence defense authorization bill. |
congratulate our chairman on his serv-
ice to our country. | thank my friend
and ranking member, the gentleman
from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON), for his
leadership.

I also extend, as a member of the
Subcommittee on Military Research
and Development, my appreciation to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania
(Chairman WELDON) and the ranking
member, the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. PICKETT).

Throughout our history, when things
seemed to be most safe for our country,
we seemed to get into the most trou-
ble. When we seem to be at the apex of
our power, we seem to be most subject
to risk. | believe that this bill, which is
worthy of support, moves us in a direc-
tion of avoiding that mistake this
time.

The world is not placid and we are
not secure if we ignore the need to pro-
vide for the common defense. This bill
does that in three very important
ways. First, it does provide for nearly
$40 billion in research and development
funds that will assure us that the best
technology deployed in the most intel-
ligent way will be at our disposal for
years to come.

Second, it recognizes that the most
important aspect of our armed forces
and defense structure is the people who
work in those forces. Keeping those
people is a function of what we pay
them and how we retain them. The in-
crease in pay, the steps forward in ben-
efits for retirees, are important, posi-
tive steps in that direction. | salute the
committee for that.

I would urge the committee to later
accommodate the Medicare subvention
proposal of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi (Mr. TAYLOR) in the second
rule.

Finally, | am pleased that this legis-
lation includes legislation that I, along
with the gentleman from Pennsylvania
(Chairman WELDON), introduced that
will provide us protection against
cyberterrorist attacks in our most vul-
nerable places, the air traffic control
system, the banking system, the 911
system.

For the first time, this bill contains
language that provides for a modest
loan guarantee program that will help
the private sector provide protection
against those risks. | support the bill.
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Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, | yield 2

minutes to the gentleman from New

York (Mr. McHUGH), who is chairman
of the MWR panel. For those who do
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not know what that means, that is the
Morale, Welfare and Recreation panel.

Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Chairman, | thank
the gentleman for vyielding me the
time.

Mr. Chairman, let me begin by add-
ing my words of deep admiration and
appreciation to Chairman SPENCE. This
naming of the bill in his honor is the
most appropriate act. Frankly, it does
not even begin to reflect the dedication
that he has brought to the committee
and to its efforts, and | salute him.

I also want to thank our ranking
member, the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. MEEHAN), and the rank-
ing member of the full committee, the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. SKEL-
TON), and their never-ending, untiring
efforts to working in a bipartisan way
to produce what, as we are hearing on
this floor today, is a very, very fine
bill.

As the Chair mentioned, | want to
discuss for a moment the provisions in
the bill that do pertain to morale, wel-
fare and recreation activities of the De-
partment of Defense and the military
service.

I think it is fair to say that all Mem-
bers of this great body support their
troops and their families, and that cer-
tainly is a very, very good thing. We
can make a difference in the lives of
young military families from each of
our districts, as well as retirees across
the country by supporting this bill.

The legislation takes decisive action
to protect a critical and highly-valued
benefit for our troops, namely the com-
missaries. Lost in the discussions
about food stamps is the fact that each
military base operates a grocery store
that sells name-brand products to our
military men and women at substan-
tial discounts.

This long-standing military benefit
has been endangered by a serious lack
of funding for store modernization. It
was primarily caused by the insidious
drains on the building fund initiated by
the Pentagon. This bill firmly shuts
those loopholes and protects the com-
missary benefit well into the future.

Mr. Chairman, the committee has
also included other measures as well,
that serve notice on the Department of
Defense that inadequate defense budg-
ets cannot be shorn up by using funds
that properly belong to the troops.

This is an issue that has been a con-
tinuing battle and that all of us on the
committee have championed and
through the adoption of this bill. It is
a fight we can effectively wage in the
future.

Mr. Chairman, | urge my colleagues
to support this bill.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, | yield
3 minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. TAYLOR).

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. Mr.
Chairman, let me begin by compli-
menting the gentleman from South
Carolina (Chairman SPENCE). | think it
is very appropriate that the bill is
named after him. He is truly a gen-
tleman who has been a great patriot
and a great Congressman.
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The bill overall does a heck of a lot
of good things. The bill, unfortunately,
fails to address adequately the problem
of dealing with health care fraud and
the Nation’s military retirees. It is for
that reason that eight of us, Democrats
and Republicans alike, went to the
Committee on Rules and asked for an
opportunity to have an up or down vote
on the prospect of Medicare subvention
for our Nation’s military retirees.

Unfortunately, the Committee on
Rules has failed to even vote on that.
For the citizens who are watching, we
have but one chance a year to change
that. Medicare subvention involves
Medicare. It involves something going
out of the Committee on Commerce,
and it involves Armed Services. So we
really only have one chance a year to
address that, and that is today.

Mr. Chairman, and it is for that rea-
son if by 2 p.m., the Committee on
Rules has not ruled on this amendment
and giving the Members an opportunity
to vote on it, I will begin a series of
procedural moves to tie up the House
of Representatives, because all we are
asking for is for the sake of those peo-
ple who served our Nation so well for 20
years or more in horrible places away
from their families, all we are asking
for is the opportunity for 435 Members
of Congress to decide whether or not
we are going to improve their health
benefits and give them what they were
promised.

We just want an up or down vote, and
this is the only chance we get all year
long to do that. If we do not get it
today, we do not get it at all; other-
wise, it is a wonderful bill.

I am looking forward to the oppor-
tunity that once we further address
health care needs for military retirees,
to support it. But until then, we want
an up or down vote of giving to our Na-
tion’s military retirees that what was
promised to them so many years ago.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, | yield
30 seconds to the gentleman from Indi-
ana (Mr. BUYER).

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Chairman, | have
great respect for the gentleman that
just spoke, but | extend my even great-
er admiration to the chairman of the
full committee, who extended the abil-
ity of this committee to finally put our
arms around all of those demo pro-
grams.

This bill provides the road map actu-
ally to extend and remove these bar-
riers and extend that benefit the mili-
tary retiree is entitled to. Any Member
can stand in this well and embrace the
military retiree and the Veteran, it is
easy. But how do we finally put our
arms around all of these demos and ac-
tually deliver the right program that is
in the best interests? That is what this
bill lays out, the road map, and | thank
the chairman for giving me the ability
to do that.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman,
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, | yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Ala-
bama (Mr. RILEY).

I re-
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Mr. RILEY. Mr. Chairman, | rise
today to voice my strong support of
H.R. 4205, the Floyd D. Spence National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2001.

Before | speak to the bill itself, | feel
it is important to recognize the out-
standing work of six very distinguished
Members of our Committee on Armed
Services. We will certainly miss the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. KASICH), the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. BATE-
MAN), the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. TALENT), the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. PICKETT) and the gentle-
woman from Florida (Mrs. FOWLER). |
applaud their great work and their
tireless work on behalf of the men and
women in uniform, and | wish them the
very best.

Mr. Chairman, | believe it is fitting
that this bill will bear the name of our
distinguished chairman, the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. SPENCE). He
has guided us through recent lean
years and his leadership and tenacity
has resulted in our men and women in
uniform ending up every year more
than what had been proposed at the
outset.

Some have been quick to scream
pork, but everyone on this committee,
Mr. Chairman, knows what shape our
military would be in if those funding
victories had not been won.

Mr. Chairman, | applaud the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Chairman
SPENCE), the subcommittee chairman
and their staffs for the hard work they
put in to securing the $4.5 billion addi-
tional funding.

I urge my colleagues to support this
bill, and | appreciate the chairman for
yielding me the time.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Chairman, | would like to talk
about the young men and the young
women in uniform. Largely based upon
what the gentleman from Mississippi
(Mr. TAYLOR) has said, this is one time
a year when we consider the defense
bill. It is our time to tell them,
through our words and through our
votes, that they are important to us;
that those in uniform who sacrificed
daily, hard training away from home,
away from family, pay could probably
be better, although we have done bet-
ter here in Congress lately, all of those
items cause us to have the deep admi-
ration for the young men and women in
uniform.

True, there are series challenges
when it comes to recruiting and serious
challenge when it comes to retention,
but I hope this bill this year will give
added confidence to those who are con-
sidering joining the military and to
those who are in the military to look
at as possible because they are so im-
portant to our country, so important
to the future of this grand democracy
and this land that is known as the
grandest civilization ever known in the
history of mankind.

But | have a concern, Mr. Chairman,
that because of the victory in the Cold
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War, because fewer and fewer families
are being touched by sons and daugh-
ters and cousins and aunts and uncles
who wear the uniform, that the fact
that there is a need for a strong na-
tional security might be out of sight,
out of mind.

So this is our one chance to say on
this floor to those folks who serve us
well, whether they be in Bosnia,
Kosovo, aboard ship, in the Far East or
here in one of the posts or camps or
bases in this country, that we appre-
ciate their efforts; that we hope that
the work that we do today will meet
with their approval; that they will con-
tinue to serve and those that are con-
sidering serving will think possibly
upon the challenges of the military.

Mr. Chairman, it is a true oppor-
tunity for those of us who serve on this
committee to work with and for the
young people. And many of us make
trips to visit with them aboard the ship
at the post, the bases. | had the oppor-
tunity along with my wife, Susie, to
have Thanksgiving dinner in Bosnia
and Kosovo with the young folks, and
they are tremendous.

The morale is good. We hope to keep
those folks doing what they do so well
for our country, and this is our one
chance in this bill, this bill named
after the gentleman from South Caro-
lina (Mr. SPENCE+), our chairman, that
we can give added confidence to those
young people who are in uniform to let
them know that we work with them
and for them, and that we wish them
continued success as they serve the
United States of America.

Mr. Chairman, | reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, | yield 1
minute to another good member of our
committee, an able Member, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. PITTS).

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Chairman, | rise in
strong support of the Floyd D. Spence
National Defense Authorization Act.
Over the past 8 years, the current ad-
ministration has not only cut defense
spending in our military, the readiness
of our force has been permitted to dete-
riorate. This is unfortunate. It is unac-
ceptable.

Thankfully, the defense authoriza-
tion bill today before us continues the
Congress’ effort to rebuild our military
and improve the quality of life of our
military personnel and their families.

Specifically, I am pleased that this
bill authorizes funding for several elec-
tronic warfare initiatives, which 1is
very important to the defense of our
aircraft, most notably, the funding for
upgrades in the EA-6B Prowler. The
Prowler fleet is over-committed and
aging fast. Maintenance is frequently
deferred.

Mr. Chairman, the U.S. military su-
premacy in the 21st century promises
to be even more dependent upon con-
trol of the EW spectrum, than it was in
the past few decades. Unfortunately,
EW requirements are often overlooked,
and this is not the case in this author-
ization bill.
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I thank the gentleman from South
Carolina (Chairman SPENCE) for his
support of the vital electronic warfare
assets and capabilities in this bill, and
I urge support of the bill.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, | yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. LARSON).

Mr. LARSON. Mr. Chairman, | rise in
support of this legislation. And | want
to commend our distinguished chair-
man, the gentleman from South Caro-
lina (Mr. SPENCE) and, of course, the
great leadership of the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. SKELTON) as well.

This is an important bill in so many
respects, but | rise this afternoon con-
cerned about a very important seg-
ment, a segment that addresses the
concern of veterans and their health
care and the benefits that they so rich-
ly have earned and deserved.

This committee has distinguished
itself in the nature of its bipartisan ac-
cord and the way that we have been
able to come together around impor-
tant issues that concern this Nation’s
defense and the quality of life that is
needed within our military.

But at the heart of what this com-
mittee has stood for is a morale com-
mitment to those men and women who
wear the uniforms. | stand in support
of this bill and hope that we address
the concerns raised by the gentleman
from Mississippi (Mr. TAYLOR).

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, | yield 1
minute to the gentleman from the
Georgia (Mr. CHAMBLISS).

(Mr. CHAMBLISS asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. Chairman, |
rise in strong support of the Floyd
Spence National Defense Authorization
Act. Mr. Chairman, for 7 years, Amer-
ica’s Armed Forces has suffered the
strain of doing more with less. Funding
shortfalls have left a legacy of readi-
ness problems that plague our military
on a daily basis.

This bill not only provides a pay
raise for our troops, but we enhance
health care benefits and improve the
quality of life for our military men and
women and their families who sac-
rificed daily to protect and defend
America’s freedom.

Mr. Chairman, we must invest in
technologically-advanced equipment
that our soldiers, sailors and airmen
will need to meet the national security
challenges of the 21st century. Aircraft
like JSTARS, the C-17, C-130J and the
F-22 are critical platforms that will
help ensure successful military mis-
sions from Korea to Kosovo.
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Every day our military men and
women risk their lives to provide us
with peace of mind and a safe Nation.
It is crucial we repay their sacrifices
by providing them with the resources
and supports they deserve. After all,
the price of freedom is eternal vigi-
lance, and this bill is critical to meet-
ing that challenge. | urge my col-
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leagues to support this very important
bill.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, | yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. SWEENEY).

(Mr. SWEENEY asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SWEENEY. Mr. Chairman, |
want to thank the ranking member,
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
SKELTON), and the great chairman, the
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr.
SPENCE), and particularly the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HUNTER)
for their hard work and dedication in
developing the defense authorization
for fiscal year 2001.

I also want to thank the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. EVANS) for his lead-
ership in the arms initiative, and my
neighbor, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. McNuLTY), for working with
me to secure the future of the
Watervliet Arsenal, which serves the
21st and 22nd Congressional District in
upstate New York.

I am pleased to point out that H.R.
4205 dedicates $3.6 million for the stor-
age and maintenance of laid away
equipment and facilities at Hawthorne
Army Depot in Rock lIsland and the
Watervliet Arsenal. These arsenals are
an asset to our military and our re-
gion.

It is important to expand the arms
initiative to allow for the option of at-
tracting commercial tenants to these
arsenals. | am incredibly thankful for
the help of this committee and its
great work.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. SWEENEY. | yield to the gen-
tleman from California.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, | just
want to thank the gentleman for his
great leadership on behalf of his con-
stituents and the U.S. Armed Forces
for helping to put this thing together.
He did a lot of great work on it and we
appreciate it.

Mr. SWEENEY. Reclaiming my time,
Mr. Chairman, | thank the gentleman
from California (Mr. HUNTER) for his
kind words.

Mr. Chairman, this is vital to our na-
tional security, and | have to tell my
colleagues that, as a representative of
the people who have given their lives
to this facility, it is important to their
lives, and | want to really thank all my
colleagues very much for the hard
work they have put in, and thanks
again to the ranking member for yield-
ing me this time.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, | yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. CUNNINGHAM), our top gun
on another committee now, but he was
on our committee at one time.

And | also wish to thank, Mr. Chair-
man, the ranking member, the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON),
for yielding some of his time to our
people, as | do not have enough time
left.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Chairman,
first of all, there are no better commit-
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tees that one can serve on than the au-
thorization or appropriations defense
committee. Once we get to the floor,
that is different, because there are
those people that do not support na-
tional security.

Mr. Chairman, | want to talk about
the health care issue. And if the gen-
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. TAYLOR)
and the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
SKELTON) would listen, this is impor-
tant.

The subvention bill is my bill, my
original bill. I put it through to get 100
percent of coverage for the subvention
that the gentleman from Mississippi
wants to do. But | want to tell my col-
leagues that, even though it is my bill,
and | have the most to gain, | would
love to have the veterans saying,
““DUKE CUNNINGHAM’s bill is out there
and it is 100 percent,” it has its limita-
tions. If someone lives close to a hos-
pital, then subvention is good, but it is
just a Band-Aid.

| put it in because we were not doing
enough for our veterans and we could
not get movement. Tri-Care is the
same thing. We could go ahead and
make that 100 percent right now, but I
want to take care of those veterans
that are in the rural areas who do not
have access to Tri-Care or subvention.
If we do this, we could mess up the
whole program and what we are trying
to do to help veterans.

Do not demagogue the issue with the
Democrat leadership. And those people
that support what the gentleman from
Mississippi (Mr. TAYLOR) is doing are
mistaken.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, | yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. GUTKNECHT).

Mr. GUTKNECHT. Mr. Chairman, |
want to thank the gentleman from
Missouri for yielding to me, and 1 rise
in support of H.R. 4205, the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2001.

Mr. Chairman, | want to thank the
Chairman of the Subcommittee on
Military Installations and Facilities of
the Committee on Armed Services, the
gentleman from Colorado (Mr.
HEFLEY), for his work to include a land
transfer of the former Army Reserve
Center in Winona, Minnesota, to the
Winona State University Foundation.

Winona State University is in des-
perate need of student housing, and the
City of Winona has a family home
shortage as well and a severe parking
problem. The former Reserve Center
property can help solve these problems
by development into student housing
and parking. Also, the University’s
foundation is developing an agreement
to transfer the former Reserve Center’s
building to the American Legion Post 9
and the Veterans of Foreign Wars Post
1287, showing a tremendous amount of
cooperation between these fine organi-
zations.

This project enjoys enormous support
from the community. Resolutions were
passed by the city and county, and let-
ters of support have been sent to me by
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State and local officials and members
of the community. This land convey-
ance to the Winona State University
Foundation is the best possible use for
these facilities.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, | yield
myself such time as | may consume to
add a postscript to the very, very hard
working staff of the Committee on
Armed Services. Without exception,
they do yeomen’s work, and we would
not be where we are today but for their
bipartisan, lengthy, arduous efforts. So
I wish to just salute them for the work
they have done to help us get to this
point in this very important legisla-
tion.

Mrs. TAUSCHER. Mr. Chairman, | want to
take this opportunity to express my support for
the Enhancement of Authority of Military De-
partments to Lease Non-Excess Property that
is found in Section 2812 of the Mark. The
changes in this section will give military de-
partments the needed leasing flexibility to en-
sure that the men and women on our military
installations have ready access to important
institutions, such as their credit unions, and
the services they provide. By allowing these
services and this use of the property to count
as in-kind consideration for the lease, military
departments may treat credit unions on mili-
tary property much the same as credit unions
on other Federal property and effectively
charge them a nominal fee to lease land to
build facilities to serve military personnel.

Mrs. THURMAN. Mr. Chairman, thank you
for this opportunity to talk about an issue that
| have been working on for years—access to
prescription drugs for our military retirees.

| am pleased to support Section 721 H.R.
4205, the National Defense Authorization Act
for FY 2001. | am especially pleased that this
section includes the TRICARE Senior Phar-
macy Program which will enable our military
retirees to have easy access to necessary
prescription drugs. | have been working on
this issue for years and am glad that the Com-
mittee recognizes the important need to en-
sure that our military retirees have access to
necessary and often life-saving pharma-
ceuticals.

The TRICARE Senior Pharmacy program
would ensure that all Medicare-eligible military
retirees and eligible family members would
enjoy the same pharmacy benefit that military
retirees under the age 65 receive through the
TRICARE program. In particular, they would
have access to the national mail order pro-
gram and prescription drugs through both net-
work and out-of-network retail pharmacies.

Last year, | was pleased that the Committee
included in the FY 2000 Defense Authorization
bill language, that | originally authored, which
required DOD to conduct a demonstration pro-
gram of the military pharmacy program in two
TRICARE regions. The demonstration pro-
gram is currently going on in Okeechobee,
Florida, and Fleming, Kentucky. But, we need
to ensure that all eligible military retirees have
access to prescription drugs, not just a lucky
few.

Before they reach 65, retired military are eli-
gible for mail order prescription drugs through
TRICARE. Once they reach age 65 and come
under Medicare, they lose that mail-order ben-
efit. They get prescription drugs only if they
live near a military base. For many military re-
tirees, going on Medicare effectively ends their
prescription drug coverage.
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We have an obligation to keep the promises
that were made to the men and women who
dutifully served our country. Out of respect
and appreciation for their sacrifices, we must
provide our military retirees good, affordable
health care in their older years. That includes
affordable prescription drug coverage. We
made a promise, and it is time that we hon-
ored that promise. Today, we are taking one
step closer toward fulfilling a promise to our
nation’s servicemen and women with the ex-
panded mail-order TRICARE drug program for
military retirees.

It is also good to know that my colleagues
from both sides of the aisle on the Armed
Services Committee recognize the importance
of getting the best price for our seniors. Under
this provision, the prices for these drugs will
be negotiated by a government agency to en-
sure that we get the best price available to
other favored customers.

| urge my colleagues to support this legisla-
tion and cast a vote in support of a pharma-
ceutical benefit for our military retirees.

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Chairman, | rise in full sup-
port of H.R. 4205 and thank Chairman
SPENCE, Ranking Member SKELTON, and the
Armed Services Committee for the great work
in putting together this legislation. They are to
be commended for expertly balancing our na-
tional security interests with very unforgiving
budget constraints.

Even though the Army, in my opinion, has
shortsightedly threatened the superiority of our
heavy forces by terminating the Heavy Assault
Bridge program, the Committee is wisely sup-
porting the bridge and the most superior tank
in the world, the M1A2 Abrams.

The M1A2 Abrams System Enhancement
Program (SEP) tank is a major component of
the Army’s heavy forces and will remain so
through the year 2020. | am pleased the com-
mittee matches the President's request of
$512.8 for M1A2 SEP Abrams tanks. The
committee also recommends $55 million
($18.9 million more than the President's re-
quest) for M1 Abrams tank modifications.

The Wolverine Heavy Assault Bridge (HAB)
is a mobile bridge deployable in five minutes,
retrievable in less than ten minutes, and can
support 70-ton vehicles. Like the Grizzly
Breacher, the President's budget terminated
this program to pay for Army Transformation
efforts, even though Congress has provided
multi-year procurement authority and addi-
tional funds for HAB in recent years. It is the
top unfunded modernization requirement of
the Chief of Staff of the Army for fiscal year
2001. To restore this program, the committee
recommends $59.2 million for 12 HABs and
$13.1 million for advance procurement of
HABs in fiscal year 2002.

| urge all my colleagues to support this vital
legislation.

Mrs. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, | strongly
support the bill before us today, which con-
tains a badly needed $4.5 billion increase over
the President’'s 2001 request for defense.

Most importantly, the committee supported
significant improvements in the quality of life
of our men and women in uniform. This bill
would increase troop pay by 3.7 percent; in-
crease housing benefits for troops living off-
base; address serious deficiencies in the mili-
tary health care system; enhance recruitment
and retention incentives; and provide addi-
tional funding for military housing and child de-
velopment centers. It also provides up to $500

H3201

per month in supplemental assistance to mili-
tary families at the greatest level of economic
stress, a move that will take some 1,100 mili-
tary families off Food Stamps.

In addition to these critical steps, the bill
provides another $1.4 billion for critical readi-
ness accounts; $2.7 billion for key moderniza-
tion efforts, including $85 million more for na-
tional missile defense; and $400 million in mili-
tary construction enhancements.

Mr. Chairman, | congratulate the Chairman
and Ranking Member on this excellent bill,
and urge its support.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, | yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, | yield
back the balance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore (Mr.
LAHooD). All time for general debate
has expired.

Pursuant to rule, the committee
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute printed in the bill is considered
as an original bill for the purpose of
amendment, and is considered read.

The text of the committee amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute is as
follows:

H. R. 4205

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; FINDINGS.

(@) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ““Floyd D. Spence National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2001".

(b) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the following
findings:

(1) Representative Floyd D. Spence of South
Carolina was elected to the House of Represent-
atives in 1970, for service in the 92d Congress,
after serving in the South Carolina legislature
for 10 years, and he has been reelected to each
subsequent Congress.

(2) Representative Spence came to Congress as
a distinguished veteran of service in the Armed
Forces of the United States.

(3) Upon graduation from college in 1952, Rep-
resentative Spence was commissioned as an en-
sign in the United States Naval Reserve. After
entering active duty, he served with distinction
aboard the USS CARTER HALL and the USS
LSM-397 during the Korean War and later
served as commanding officer of a Naval Reserve
Surface Division and as group commander of all
Naval Reserve units in Columbia, South Caro-
lina. Representative Spence retired from the
Naval Reserve in 1988 in the grade of captain,
after 41 years of dedicated service.

(4) Upon election to the House of Representa-
tives, Representative Spence became a member of
the Committee on Armed Services of that body.
During 30 years of service on that committee
(four years of which were served while the com-
mittee was known as the Committee on National
Security), Representative Spence’s contributions
to the national defense and security of the
United States have been profound and long last-
ing.

?5) Representative Spence served as chairman
of that committee while known as the Committee
on National Security during the 104th and 105th
Congresses and serves as chairman of that com-
mittee for the 106th Congress. In addition, Rep-
resentative Spence served as the ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on Armed Services
during the 103d Congress.

(6) Dozens of awards from active duty and re-
serve military, veterans service, military retiree,
and industry organizations and associations
have recognized the distinguished character of
Representative Spence’s service to the Nation.

(7) Representative Spence has been a leading
figure in the debate over many of the most crit-
ical military readiness, health care, recruiting,
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and retention issues currently confronting the
Nation’s military. His concern for the men and
women in uniform has been unwavering, and
his accomplishments in promoting and gaining
support for those issues that preserve the combat
effectiveness, morale, and quality of life of the
Nation’s military personnel have been unparal-
leled.

(8) During his tenure as chairman of the Com-
mittee on National Security and the Committee
on Armed Services of the House of Representa-
tives, Representative Spence has—

(A) led efforts to identify and reverse the ef-
fect that declining resources and rising commit-
ments have had on military quality of life for
service members and their families, on combat
readiness, and on equipment modernization,
with a direct result of those diligent efforts and
of his willingness to be an outspoken proponent
for America’s military being that Congress has
added nearly $50,000,000,000 to the President’s
defense budgets over the past five years;

(B) been a leading proponent of the need to
expeditiously develop and field a national mis-
sile defense to protect American citizens and for-
ward deployed military forces from growing bal-
listic missile threats;

(C) advocated reversing the growing disparity
between actual military capability and the re-
quirements associated with the National Mili-
tary Strategy; and

(D) led efforts in Congress to reform Depart-
ment of Defense acquisition and management
headquarters and infrastructure and business
practices.

(9) This Act is the 30th annual authorization
bill for the Department of Defense for which
Representative Spence has taken a major re-
sponsibility as a member of the Committee on
Armed Services of the House of Representatives
(including four years while that committee was
known as the Committee on National Security).

(10) In light of the findings in the preceding
paragraphs, it is altogether fitting and proper
that this Act be named in honor of Representa-
tive Floyd D. Spence of South Carolina, as pro-
vided in subsection (a).

SEC. 2. ORGANIZATION OF ACT INTO DIVISIONS;
TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) DivisIONS.—This Act is organized
three divisions as follows:

(1) Division A—Department of Defense Au-
thorizations.

(2) Division B—Miilitary Construction Author-
izations.

(3) Division C—Department of Energy Na-
tional Security Authorizations and Other Au-
thorizations.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; findings.
Sec. 2. Organization of Act into divisions; table
of contents.
Sec. 3. Congressional defense committees de-
fined.
DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATIONS
TITLE I—PROCUREMENT
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
Sec. 101. Army.
Sec. 102. Navy and Marine Corps.
Sec. 103. Air Force.
Sec. 104. Defense-wide activities.
Sec. 105. Defense Inspector General.
Sec. 106. Chemical demilitarization program.
Sec. 107. Defense Health Program.
Subtitle B—Army Programs
Multiyear procurement authority.
Increase in limitation on number of
Bunker Defeat Munitions that
may be acquired.
Armament Retooling and Manufac-
turing Support Initiative.
Subtitle C—Navy Programs
Submarine force structure.

into

111.
112.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 113.

Sec. 121.
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Sec.
Sec.

122. Virginia class submarine program.

123. Retention of configuration of certain
Naval Reserve frigates.

124. Extension of multiyear procurement
authority for Arleigh Burke class
destroyers.

Subtitle D—Air Force Programs

131. Annual report on operational status of
B-2 bomber.

Subtitle E—Joint Programs

141. Study of production alternatives for
the Joint Strike Fighter program.

TITLE II—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,
TEST, AND EVALUATION

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 201. Authorization of appropriations.
Sec. 202. Amount for basic and applied re-
search.

Subtitle B—Program Requirements,
Restrictions, and Limitations

211. High energy laser programs.

212. Management of Space-Based Infrared
System—Low.

213. Joint strike fighter.

Subtitle C—Ballistic Missile Defense

231. Funding for fiscal year 2001.

232. Sense of Congress concerning commit-
ment to deployment of National
Missile Defense system.

Reports on ballistic missile threat
posed by North Korea.

Plan to modify ballistic missile defense
architecture to cover inter-
mediate-range  ballistic  missile
threats.

Designation of Airborne Laser Pro-
gram as a program element of Bal-
listic Missile Defense program.

Subtitle D—Other Matters

Recognition of those individuals in-
strumental to naval research ef-
forts during the period from be-
fore World War 11 through the
end of the Cold War.

TITLE III—OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 301. Operation and maintenance funding.

Sec. 302. Working capital funds.

Sec. 303. Armed Forces Retirement Home.

Sec. 304. Transfer from National Defense Stock-
pile Transaction Fund.

Subtitle B—Environmental Provisions

Sec. 311. Payment of fines and penalties im-
posed for environmental viola-
tions.

Sec. 312. Necessity of military low-level flight
training to protect national secu-
rity and enhance military readi-
ness.

Sec. 313. Use of environmental restoration ac-
counts to relocate activities from
defense environmental restoration
sites.

Subtitle C—Commissaries and
Nonappropriated Fund Instrumentalities
Sec. 321. Use of appropriated funds to cover op-
erating expenses of commissary

stores.

322. Adjustment of sales prices of com-

missary store goods and services
to cover certain expenses.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 233.

Sec. 234.

Sec. 235.

Sec. 241.

Sec.

Sec. 323. Use of surcharges for construction and
improvement of commissary stores.

Sec. 324. Inclusion of magazines and other peri-
odicals as an authorized com-
missary merchandise category.

Sec. 325. Use of most economical distribution
method for distilled spirits.

Sec. 326. Report on effects of availability of slot

machines on United States mili-
tary installations overseas.
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Subtitle D—Performance of Functions by
Private-Sector Sources

Sec. 331. Inclusion of additional information in
reports to Congress required be-
fore conversion of commercial or
industrial type functions to con-
tractor performance.

Sec. 332. Limitation on use of funds for Navy
Marine Corps intranet contract.

Subtitle E—Defense Dependents Education

Sec. 341. Assistance to local educational agen-
cies that benefit dependents of
members of the Armed Forces and
Department of Defense civilian
employees.

342. Eligibility for attendance at Depart-
ment of Defense domestic depend-
ent elementary and secondary
schools.

Subtitle F—Military Readiness Issues

351. Additional capabilities of, and report-
ing requirements for, the readi-
ness reporting system.

Reporting  requirements  regarding
transfers from high-priority readi-
ness appropriations.

Department of Defense strategic plan
to reduce backlog in maintenance
and repair of defense facilities.

Subtitle G—Other Matters

Authority to ensure demilitarization of
significant military equipment
formerly owned by the Depart-
ment of Defense.

Annual report on public sale of certain
military equipment identified on
United States Munitions List.

Registration of certain information
technology systems with chief in-
formation officer.

Studies and reports required as pre-
condition to certain manpower re-
ductions.

National Guard assistance for certain
youth and charitable organiza-
tions.

TITLE IV—MILITARY PERSONNEL
AUTHORIZATIONS

Subtitle A—Active Forces

End strengths for active forces.

Revision in permanent end strength
minimum levels.

Adjustment to end strength flexibility
authority.

Subtitle B—Reserve Forces

End strengths for Selected Reserve.

End strengths for Reserves on active
duty in support of the Reserves.

End strengths for military technicians
(dual status).

Increase in numbers of members in cer-
tain grades authorized to be on
active duty in support of the Re-
serves.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec. 352.

Sec. 353.

Sec. 361.

Sec. 362.

Sec. 363.
Sec. 364.

Sec. 365.

401.
402.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 403.

411.
412.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 413.

Sec. 414.

Subtitle C—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 421. Authorization of appropriations for
military personnel.

TITLE V—MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY
Subtitle A—General Personnel Management

Authorities
Sec. 501. Authority for Secretary of Defense to
suspend certain personnel

strength limitations during war or
national emergency.

Sec. 502. Authority to issue posthumous com-
missions in the case of members
dying before official recommenda-
tion for appointment or promotion
is approved by secretary con-
cerned.

Sec. 503. Technical correction to retired grade
rule for Army and Air Force offi-
cers.
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Sec. 504. Extension to end of calendar year of
expiration date for certain force
drawdown transition authorities.

Sec. 505. Clarification of requirements for com-
position of active-duty list selec-
tion boards when reserve officers
are under consideration.

Sec. 506. Voluntary Separation Incentive.

Sec. 507. Congressional review period for as-
signment of women to duty on
submarines and for any proposed
reconfiguration or design of sub-
marines to accommodate female
crew members.

Subtitle B—Reserve Component Personnel
Policy

Sec. 511. Exemption from active-duty list for re-
serve officers on active duty for a
period of three years or less.

Exemption of reserve component med-
ical and dental officers from
counting in grade strengths.

Continuation of officers on the reserve
active status list without require-
ment for application.

Authority to retain reserve component
chaplains and officers in medical
specialties until specified age.

Authority for temporary increase in
number of reserve component per-
sonnel serving on active duty or
full-time National Guard duty in
certain grades.

Authority for provision of legal serv-
ices to reserve component members
following release from active
duty.

Entitlement to separation pay for re-
serve officers released from active
duty upon declining selective con-
tinuation on active duty after sec-
ond failure of selection for pro-
motion.

Extension of involuntary civil service
retirement date for certain reserve
technicians.

Sec. 512.

Sec. 513.

Sec. 514.

Sec. 515.

Sec. 516.

Sec. 517.

Sec. 518.

Subtitle C—Education and Training

521. College tuition assistance program for
pursuit of degrees by members of
the Marine Corps Platoon Leaders
Class program.

522. Review of allocation of Junior Reserve
Officers Training Corps units
among the services.

523. Authority for Naval Postgraduate
School to enroll certain defense
industry civilians in specified pro-
grams relating to defense product
development.

Subtitle D—Decorations, Awards, and
Commendations

531. Authority for award of the Medal of
Honor to Andrew J. Smith for
valor during the Civil War.

Authority for award of the Medal of
Honor to Ed W. Freeman for valor
during the Vietnam Conflict.

Consideration of proposals for post-
humous or honorary promotions
or appointments of members or
former members of the Armed
Forces and other qualified per-
sons.

Waiver of time limitations for award of
Navy Distinguished Flying Cross
to certain persons.

Addition of certain information to
markers on graves containing re-
mains of certain unknowns from
the U.S.S. ARIZONA who died in
the Japanese attack on Pearl Har-
bor on December 7, 1941.

Sense of Congress regarding final crew
of U.S.S. INDIANAPOLIS.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
532.

Sec.

Sec. 533.

534.

Sec.

535.

Sec.

Sec. 536.
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Sec. 537. Posthumous advancement of Rear Ad-
miral (retired) Husband
E. Kimmel and Major General (re-
tired) Walter C. Short on retired
lists.

538. Commendation of citizens of Remy,
France, for World War Il actions.

Subtitle E—Military Justice Matters

541. Recognition by States of military tes-

tamentary instruments.

542. Probable cause required for entry of
names of subjects into official
criminal investigative reports.

Collection and use of DNA identifica-
tion information from violent and
sexual offenders in the Armed
Forces.

Limitation on Secretarial authority to
grant clemency for military pris-
oners serving sentence of confine-
ment for life without eligibility for
parole.

Authority for civilian special agents of
military department criminal in-
vestigative organizations to exe-
cute warrants and make arrests.

Subtitle F—Other Matters

Funeral honors duty compensation.

Test of ability of reserve component
intelligence units and personnel
to meet current and emerging de-
fense intelligence needs.

National Guard Challenge program.

Study of use of civilian contractor pi-
lots for operational support mis-
sions.

Pilot program to enhance military re-
cruiting by improving military
awareness of school counselors
and educators.

Reimbursement for expenses incurred
by members in connection with
cancellation of leave on short no-
tice.

TITLE VI—COMPENSATION AND OTHER
PERSONNEL BENEFITS

Subtitle A—Pay and Allowances

601. Increase in basic pay for fiscal year
2001.

Revised method for calculation of
basic allowance for subsistence.

Family subsistence supplemental al-
lowance for low-income members
of the Armed Forces.

Calculation of basic allowance for
housing for inside the United
States.

Equitable treatment of junior enlisted
members in computation of basic
allowance for housing.

Basic allowance for housing author-
ized for additional members with-
out dependents who are on sea
duty.

Personal money allowance for senior
enlisted members of the Armed
Forces.

Allowance for officers for purchase of
required uniforms and equipment.

Increase in monthly subsistence allow-
ance for members of
precommissioning programs.

Additional amount available for fiscal
year 2001 increase in basic allow-
ance for housing inside the
United States.

Subtitle B—Bonuses and Special and
Incentive Pays

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 543.

Sec. 544.

Sec. 545.

551.
552.

Sec.
Sec.

553.
554.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 555.

Sec. 556.

Sec.
Sec. 602.

Sec. 603.

Sec. 604.

Sec. 605.

Sec. 606.

Sec. 607.

Sec. 608.

Sec. 609.

Sec. 610.

Sec. 611. Extension of certain bonuses and spe-
cial pay authorities for reserve
forces.

Sec. 612. Extension of certain bonuses and spe-
cial pay authorities for nurse offi-
cer candidates, registered nurses,

and nurse anesthetists.
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Sec. 613. Extension of authorities relating to
payment of other bonuses and
special pays.

Sec. 614. Consistency of authorities for special
pay for reserve medical and den-

tal officers.

Sec. 615. Special pay for Coast Guard physician
assistants.

Sec. 616. Special duty assignment pay for en-
listed members.

Sec. 617. Revision of career sea pay.

Sec. 618. Revision of enlistment bonus author-
ity.

Sec. 619. Authorization of retention bonus for
members of the Armed Forces
qualified in a critical military
skill.

Sec. 620. Elimination of required congressional
notification before implementation
of certain special pay authority.

Subtitle C—Travel and Transportation
Allowances

631. Advance payments for temporary lodg-
ing of members and dependents.

632. Additional transportation allowance

regarding baggage and household
effects.

Equitable dislocation allowances for

junior enlisted members.

634. Authority to reimburse military re-
cruiters, Senior ROTC cadre, and
military entrance processing per-
sonnel for certain parking ex-
penses.

Sec. 635. Expansion of funded student travel for

dependents.

Subtitle D—Retirement and Survivor Benefit

Matters
Sec. 641. Increase in maximum number of re-
serve retirement points that may
be credited in any year.
Sec. 642. Reserve component survivor benefit
plan spousal consent requirement.
Subtitle E—Other Matters
Sec. 651. Participation in Thrift Savings Plan.
TITLE VII—HEALTH CARE PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Health Care Services

Sec. 701. Two-year extension of authority for
use of contract physicians at mili-
tary entrance processing stations
and elsewhere outside medical
treatment facilities.

702. Medical and dental care for medal of
honor recipients.

703. Provision of domiciliary and custodial
care for CHAMPUS beneficiaries
and certain former CHAMPUS
beneficiaries.

704. Demonstration project for expanded
access to mental health coun-
selors.

705. Teleradiology demonstration project.

Subtitle B—TRICARE Program

711. Additional beneficiaries under
TRICARE Prime Remote program
in the continental United States.

Elimination of copayments for imme-
diate family.

Modernization of TRICARE business
practices and increase of use of
military treatment facilities.

Claims processing improvements.

Prohibition against requirement for
prior authorization for certain re-
ferrals; report on nonavailability-
of-health-care statements.

Authority to establish special locality-
based reimbursement rates; re-
ports.

Reimbursement for certain travel ex-
penses.

Reduction of catastrophic cap.

Report on protections against health
care providers seeking direct reim-
bursement from members of the
uniformed services.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 633.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 712.

Sec. 713.

714.
715.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 716.

Sec. 717.

718.
719.

Sec.
Sec.
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Sec. 720. Disenrollment process for TRICARE
retiree dental program.
Subtitle C—Health Care Programs for Medi-
care-Eligible Department of Defense Bene-
ficiaries

Sec. 721. Implementation of TRICARE senior
pharmacy program.

Sec. 722. Study on health care options for medi-
care-eligible military retirees.

Sec. 723. Extended coverage under Federal Em-
ployees Health Benefits Program.

Sec. 724. Extension of TRICARE senior supple-
ment program.

Sec. 725. Extension of TRICARE senior prime
demonstration project.

Subtitle D—Other Matters

Sec. 731. Training in health care management
and administration.

Sec. 732. Study of accrual financing for health
care for military retirees.

Sec. 733. Tracking patient safety in military
medical treatment facilities.

Sec. 734. Pharmaceutical identification tech-
nology.

Sec. 735. Management of vaccine immunization
program.

Sec. 736. Study on feasibility of sharing bio-
medical research facility.

Sec. 737. Chiropractic health care for members
on active duty.

Sec. 738. VA-DOD sharing agreements for

health services.

TITLE VIII—ACQUISITION POLICY, ACQUI-
SITION MANAGEMENT, AND RELATED
MATTERS

Sec. 801. Extension of authority for Department
of Defense acquisition pilot pro-
grams; reports required.

Technical data rights for items devel-
oped exclusively at private ex-
pense.

Management of acquisition of mission-
essential software for major de-
fense acquisition programs.

Extension of waiver period for live-fire
survivability testing for MH-47E
and MH-60K helicopter modifica-
tion programs.

Three-year extension of authority of
Defense  Advanced Research
Projects Agency to carry out cer-
tain prototype projects.

Certification of major automated in-
formation systems as to compli-
ance with Clinger-Cohen Act.

Limitations on procurement of certain
items.

Multiyear services contracts.

Study on impact of foreign sourcing of
systems on long-term military
readiness and related industrial
infrastructure.

Prohibition against use of Department
of Defense funds to give or with-
hold a preference to a marketer or
vendor of firearms or ammunition.

Sec. 811. Study and report on practice of con-

tract bundling in military con-
struction contracts.

TITLE IX—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT

Sec. 901. Change of title of certain positions in
the Headquarters, Marine Corps.

Further reductions in defense acquisi-
tion and support workforce.

Clarification of scope of inspector gen-
eral authorities under military
whistleblower law.

Report on number of personnel as-
signed to legislative liaison func-
tions.

Joint report on establishment of na-
tional collaborative information
analysis capability.

Organization and management of Civil
Air Patrol.

Sec. 802.

Sec. 803.

Sec. 804.

Sec. 805.

Sec. 806.

Sec. 807.

808.
809.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 810.

Sec. 902.

Sec. 903.

Sec. 904.
Sec. 905.

Sec. 906.
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Sec. 907. Report on Network Centric Warfare.
Sec. 908. Defense Institute for Hemispheric Se-
curity Cooperation.

Sec. 909. Department of Defense regional cen-
ters for security studies.

Sec. 910. Change in name of Armed Forces Staff
College to Joint Forces Staff Col-
lege.

TITLE X—GENERAL PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Financial Matters

Sec. 1001. Transfer authority.

Sec. 1002. Incorporation of classified annex.

Sec. 1003. Authorization of emergency supple-
mental appropriations for fiscal
year 2000.

Sec. 1004. Contingent repeal of certain provi-
sions shifting certain outlays from
one fiscal year to another.

Sec. 1005. Limitation on funds for Bosnia and

Kosovo peacekeeping operations
for fiscal year 2001.

Subtitle B—Naval Vessels and Shipyards
Sec. 1011. National Defense Features Program.
Subtitle C—Counter-Drug Activities

Sec. 1021. Report on Department of Defense ex-
penditures to support foreign
counter-drug activities.

1022. Report on tethered aerostat radar
system.

Subtitle D—Other Matters

1031. Funds for administrative expenses
under Defense Export Loan Guar-
antee program.

1032. Technical and clerical amendments.

1033. Transfer of Vietnam era TA-4 air-
craft to nonprofit foundation.

1034. Transfer of 19th century cannon to
museum.

1035. Expenditures for declassification ac-
tivities.

1036. Authority to provide loan guarantees
to improve domestic preparedness
to combat cyberterrorism.

Sec. 1037. V-22 cockpit aircraft voice and flight

data recorders.

TITLE XI—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
CIVILIAN PERSONNEL

Sec. 1101. Employment and compensation provi-
sions for employees of temporary
organizations established by law
or executive order.

1102. Restructuring the restriction on de-
gree training.

1103. Continuation of tuition reimburse-
ment and training for certain ac-
quisition personnel.

1104. Extension of authority for civilian
employees of the Department of
Defense to participate voluntarily
in reductions in force.

1105. Expansion of defense civilian intel-
ligence personnel system posi-
tions.

1106. Pilot program for reengineering the
equal employment opportunity
complaint process.

TITLE XII—MATTERS RELATING TO OTHER
NATIONS

Sec. 1201. Support of United Nations-sponsored
efforts to inspect and monitor
Iraqi weapons activities.

Sec. 1202. Annual report assessing effect of con-
tinued operations in the Balkans
region on readiness to execute the
national military strategy.

Sec. 1203. Situation in the Balkans.

Sec. 1204. Limitation on number of military per-
sonnel in Colombia.

TITLE XIII—COOPERATIVE THREAT RE-
DUCTION WITH STATES OF THE FORMER
SOVIET UNION

Sec. 1301. Specification of Cooperative Threat
Reduction programs and funds.

Sec. 1302. Funding allocations.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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Prohibition on use of funds for elimi-
nation of conventional weapons.

Limitations on use of funds for fissile
material storage facility.

Limitation on use of funds until sub-
mission of multiyear plan.

Russian nonstrategic nuclear arms.

Limitation on use of funds to support
warhead dismantlement proc-
essing.

Agreement on nuclear weapons stor-
age sites.

Prohibition on use of funds for con-
struction of fossil fuel energy
plants.

Audits of Cooperative Threat Reduc-
tion programs.

Limitation on use of funds for pre-
vention of biological weapons pro-
liferation in Russia.

TITLE XIV—COMMISSION TO ASSESS THE
THREAT TO THE UNITED STATES FROM
ELECTROMAGNETIC PULSE (EMP) AT-
TACK

Sec. 1401.

Sec. 1402.

Sec. 1403.

Sec. 1404.

Sec. 1405.

Sec. 1406.

Sec. 1407.

Sec. 1303.

Sec. 1304.
Sec. 1305.

1306.
1307.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 1308.

Sec. 1309.

Sec. 1310.

Sec. 1311.

Establishment of commission.
Duties of commission.
Report.
Powers.
Commission procedures.
Personnel matters.
Miscellaneous administrative provi-
sions.
1408. Funding.
1409. Termination of the commission.
TITLE XV—PROVISIONS REGARDING
VIEQUES ISLAND, PUERTO RICO

Sec. 1501. Conditions on disposal of Naval Am-

Sec.
Sec.

munition Support Detachment,
Vieques Island.

Sec. 1502. Retention of eastern portion of
Vieques Island.

Sec. 1503. Limitations on military use of

Vieques Island.
Sec. 1504. Economic assistance for residents of
Vieques Island.
DIVISION B—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION
AUTHORIZATIONS
Short title.
TITLE XXI—ARMY
Authorized Army construction and
land acquisition projects.

Sec. 2001.

Sec. 2101.

Sec. 2102. Family housing.

Sec. 2103. Improvements to military family
housing units.

Sec. 2104. Authorization of appropriations,
Army.

Sec. 2105. Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 1999
project.

TITLE XXII—NAVY

Sec. 2201. Authorized Navy construction and
land acquisition projects.

Sec. 2202. Family housing.

Sec. 2203. Improvements to military family
housing units.

Sec. 2204. Authorization of appropriations,
Navy.

Sec. 2205. Modification of authority to carry
out fiscal year 1997 project at Ma-
rine Corps Combat Development
Command, Quantico, Virginia.

TITLE XXIII—AIR FORCE

Sec. 2301. Authorized Air Force construction
and land acquisition projects.

Sec. 2302. Family housing.

Sec. 2303. Improvements to military family
housing units.

Sec. 2304. Authorization of appropriations, Air

Force.

TITLE XXIV—DEFENSE AGENCIES

2401. Authorized Defense Agencies con-
struction and land acquisition
projects.

2402. Authorization of appropriations, De-
fense Agencies.

Sec.

Sec.
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TITLE XXV—NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY

ORGANIZATION SECURITY INVESTMENT

PROGRAM

Sec. 2501. Authorized NATO construction and
land acquisition projects.

Sec. 2502. Authorization of appropriations,
NATO.

TITLE XXVI—GUARD AND RESERVE
FORCES FACILITIES

Sec. 2601. Authorized Guard and Reserve con-
struction and land acquisition
projects.

TITLE XXVII—EXPIRATION AND
EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS

Sec. 2701. Expiration of authorizations and
amounts required to be specified
by law.

Sec. 2702. Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 1998 projects.

Sec. 2703. Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 1997 projects.

Sec. 2704. Effective date.

TITLE XXVIII—GENERAL PROVISIONS

Subtitle A—Military Construction Program
and Military Family Housing Changes
Sec. 2801. Revision of limitations on space by

pay grade.

Sec. 2802. Leasing of military family housing,
United States Southern Com-
mand, Miami, Florida.

Sec. 2803. Extension of alternative authority for
acquisition and improvement of
military housing.

Sec. 2804. Expansion of definition of armory to
include readiness centers.

Subtitle B—Real Property and Facilities
Administration

Sec. 2811. Increase in threshold for notice and
wait requirements for real prop-
erty transactions.

2812. Enhancement of authority of military
departments to lease non-excess
property.

2813. Conveyance authority regarding util-
ity systems of military depart-
ments.

Subtitle C—Land Conveyances
PART I—ARMY CONVEYANCES

2831. Transfer of jurisdiction, Rock Island
Arsenal, lllinois.

Land conveyance, Army Reserve Cen-
ter, Galesburg, Illinois.

Land conveyance, Army Reserve Cen-
ter, Winona, Minnesota.

Land conveyance, Fort Polk, Lou-
isiana.

Land conveyance, Fort Pickett, Vir-
ginia.

Land conveyance, Fort Dix, New Jer-
sey.

Land conveyance, Nike Site
Elrama, Pennsylvania.

Land exchange, Fort Hood, Texas.
Land conveyance, Charles Melvin
Price Support Center, Illinois.
Land conveyance, Army Reserve
Local Training Center, Chat-

tanooga, Tennessee.

PART II—NAVY CONVEYANCES

2851. Modification of authority for Oxnard
Harbor District, Port Hueneme,
California, to use certain Navy
property.

Modification of land conveyance,
Marine Corps Air Station, EI
Toro, California.

Transfer of jurisdiction, Marine
Corps Air Station, Miramar, Cali-
fornia.

Lease of property, Marine Corps Air
Station, Miramar, California.

Lease of property, Naval Air Station,
Pensacola, Florida.

Land exchange, Marine Corps Re-
cruit Depot, San Diego, Cali-
fornia.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 2832.

Sec. 2833.

Sec. 2834.

Sec. 2835.

Sec. 2836.

Sec. 2837. 43,
2838.

2839.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 2840.

Sec.

Sec. 2852.

Sec. 2853.

Sec. 2854.

Sec. 2855.

Sec. 2856.
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Sec. 2857. Land exchange, Naval Air Reserve
Center, Columbus, Ohio.
Sec. 2858. Land conveyance, Naval
Center, Tampa, Florida.

PART I1I—AIR FORCE CONVEYANCES

2861. Land conveyance, Wright Patterson
Air Force Base, Ohio.

2862. Land conveyance, Point Arena Air
Force Station, California.

2863. Land conveyance, Los Angeles Air
Force Base, California.

PART IV—OTHER CONVEYANCES

2871. Conveyance of Army and Air Force
Exchange Service property, Farm-
ers Branch, Texas.

Subtitle D—Other Matters

Relation of easement authority to
leased parkland, Marine Corps
Base, Camp Pendleton, Cali-
fornia.

Extension of demonstration project
for purchase of fire, security, po-
lice, public works, and utility
services from local government
agencies.

Establishment of World War 11 memo-
rial on Guam.

Naming of Army missile testing range
at Kwajalein Atoll as the Ronald
Reagan Ballistic Missile Defense
Test Site at Kwajalein Atoll.

Designation of building at Fort
Belvoir, Virginia, in honor of An-
drew T. McNamara.

Designation of Balboa Naval Hos-
pital, San Diego, California, in
honor of Bob Wilson, a former
Member of the House of Rep-
resentatives.

Sense of Congress regarding impor-
tance of expansion of National
Training Center, Fort Irwin, Cali-
fornia.

DIVISION C—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

NATIONAL SECURITY AUTHORIZATIONS
AND OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS

TITLE XXXI—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS

Subtitle A—National Security Programs
Authorizations

National Nuclear Security Adminis-
tration.

Defense environmental restoration
and waste management.

Other defense activities.

Defense facilities closure projects.

Defense environmental management
privatization.

3106. Defense nuclear waste disposal.

Subtitle B—Recurring General Provisions

Sec. 3121. Reprogramming.

Sec. 3122. Limits on general plant projects.

Sec. 3123. Limits on construction projects.

Sec. 3124. Fund transfer authority.

Sec. 3125. Authority for conceptual and con-
struction design.

Authority for emergency planning,
design, and construction activi-
ties.

Availability of funds.

Transfers of defense environmental
management funds.

Subtitle C—Program Authorizations,
Restrictions, and Limitations

3131. Funding for termination costs for
tank waste remediation system en-
vironmental project, Richland,
Washington.

3132. Enhanced cooperation between Na-
tional Nuclear Security Adminis-
tration and Ballistic Missile De-
fense Organization.

Reserve

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 2881.

Sec. 2882.

Sec. 2883.

Sec. 2884.

Sec. 2885.

Sec. 2886.

Sec. 2887.

Sec. 3101.

Sec. 3102.
3103.
3104.
3105.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 3126.

3127.
3128.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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3133. Required contents of future-years nu-
clear security program to be sub-
mitted with fiscal year 2002 budg-
et and limitation on the obligation
of certain funds pending submis-
sion of that program.

3134. Limitation on obligation of certain
funds.

TITLE XXXII—DEFENSE NUCLEAR

FACILITIES SAFETY BOARD

3201. Authorization.

TITLE XXXIII—NATIONAL DEFENSE
STOCKPILE

3301. Authorized uses of stockpile funds.

3302. Use of excess titanium sponge in the
National Defense Stockpile to
manufacture Department of De-
fense equipment.

TITLE XXXIV—MARITIME

ADMINISTRATION

3401. Authorization of appropriations for
fiscal year 2001.

3402. Extension of period for disposal of ob-
solete vessels in the National De-
fense Reserve Fleet.

3403. Authority to convey National Defense
Reserve Fleet vessel, GLACIER.

SEC. 3. CONGRESSIONAL DEFENSE COMMITTEES

DEFINED.

For purposes of this Act, the term ‘‘congres-
sional defense committees’ means—

(1) the Committee on Armed Services and the
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate; and

(2) the Committee on Armed Services and the
Committee on Appropriations of the House of
Representatives.

DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATIONS
TITLE I—PROCUREMENT
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

SEC. 101. ARMY.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2001 for procurement for
the Army as follows:

(1) For aircraft, $1,542,762,000.

(2) For missiles, $1,367,681,000.

(3) For weapons and tracked combat vehicles,
$2,167,938,000.

(4) For ammunition, $1,199,323,000.

(5) For other procurement, $4,095,270,000.

SEC. 102. NAVY AND MARINE CORPS.

(@) NAvY.—Funds are hereby authorized to be
appropriated for fiscal year 2001 for procure-
ment for the Navy as follows:

(1) For aircraft, $8,205,758,000.

(2) For weapons, including missiles and tor-
pedoes, $1,562,250,000.

(3) For shipbuilding
$11,981,968,000.

(4) For other procurement, $3,432,011,000.

(b) MARINE CORPS.—Funds are hereby author-
ized to be appropriated for fiscal year 2001 for
procurement for the Marine Corps in the
amount of $1,254,735,000.

(c) NAVY AND MARINE CORPS AMMUNITION.—
Funds are hereby authorized to be appropriated
for fiscal year 2001 for procurement of ammuni-
tion for the Navy and the Marine Corps in the
amount of $481,349,000.

SEC. 103. AIR FORCE.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2001 for procurement for
the Air Force as follows:

(1) For aircraft, $10,267,153,000.

(2) For missiles, $3,046,715,000.

(3) For ammunition, $638,808,000.

(4) For other procurement, $7,869,903,000.

SEC. 104. DEFENSE-WIDE ACTIVITIES.

(a) AMOUNT AUTHORIZED.—Funds are hereby
authorized to be appropriated for fiscal year
2001 for Defense-wide procurement in the
amount of $2,309,074,000.

(b) AMOUNT FOR NATIONAL MISSILE DE-
FENSE.—Of the funds authorized to be appro-
priated in subsection (a), $74,500,000 shall be

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

and conversion,
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available for the National Missile Defense pro-
gram.
SEC. 105. DEFENSE INSPECTOR GENERAL.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2001 for procurement for
the Inspector General of the Department of De-
fense in the amount of $3,300,000.

SEC. 106. CHEMICAL DEMILITARIZATION PRO-

There is hereby authorized to be appropriated
for fiscal year 2001 the amount of $877,100,000
for—

(1) the destruction of lethal chemical agents
and munitions in accordance with section 1412
of the Department of Defense Authorization
Act, 1986 (50 U.S.C. 1521); and

(2) the destruction of chemical warfare mate-
riel of the United States that is not covered by
section 1412 of such Act.

SEC. 107. DEFENSE HEALTH PROGRAMS.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2001 for the Department
of Defense for procurement for carrying out
health care programs, projects, and activities of
the Department of Defense in the total amount
of $290,006,000.

Subtitle B—Army Programs
SEC. 111. MULTIYEAR PROCUREMENT AUTHOR-
ITY.

(a) M2A3 BRADLEY FIGHTING VEHICLE.—(1)
Beginning with the fiscal year 2001 program
year, the Secretary of the Army may, in accord-
ance with section 2306b of title 10, United States
Code, enter into one or more multiyear contracts
for procurement of M2A3 Bradley fighting vehi-
cles.

(2) The Secretary of the Army may execute a
contract authorized by paragraph (1) only
after—

(A) there is a successful completion of a M2A3
Bradley initial operational test and evaluation
(IOT&E); and

(B) the Secretary certifies in writing to the
congressional defense committees that the vehi-
cle met all required test parameters.

(b) UTILITY HELICOPTERS.—Beginning with
the fiscal year 2002 program year, the Secretary
of the Army may, in accordance with section
2306b of title 10, United States Code, enter into
one or more multiyear contracts for procurement
of UH-60 Blackhawk utility helicopters and,
acting as executive agent for the Department of
the Navy, CH-60 Knighthawk utility heli-
copters.

SEC. 112. INCREASE IN LIMITATION ON NUMBER
OF BUNKER DEFEAT MUNITIONS
THAT MAY BE ACQUIRED.

Section 116(2) of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1995 (Public Law
103-337; 108 Stat. 2862) is amended by striking
““6,000”” and inserting ‘‘8,500’.

SEC. 113. ARMAMENT RETOOLING AND MANUFAC-
TURING SUPPORT INITIATIVE.

(a) EXPANSION OF AUTHORITY.—The Arma-
ment Retooling and Manufacturing Support Act
of 1992 (subtitle H of title | of Public Law 102-
484; 10 U.S.C. 2501 note) is amended—

(1) in section 193—

(A) in subsection (a), by striking ‘2001’ and
inserting ‘“2002"’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

““(d) INCLUSION OF MANUFACTURING ARSE-
NALS.—For purposes of this Act, a manufac-
turing arsenal of the Department of the Army
shall be treated as a Government-owned, con-
tractor-operated manufacturing facility of the
Department of the Army.”’; and

(2) in section 194—

(A) by striking subsection (a)(1) and inserting
the following:

““(1) to use the facility for any period of time
that the Secretary determines is appropriate for
the accomplishment of, and consistent with, the
needs of the Department of the Army and the
purposes of the ARMS Initiative; and’’; and
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(B) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

““(c) AUTHORITY TO ACCEPT NON-MONETARY
CONSIDERATION FOR USE OF FACILITIES.—The
Secretary may accept non-monetary consider-
ation in lieu of rental payments for use of a fa-
cility under a contract entered into under this
section.””.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than July 1, 2001, the
Secretary of the Army shall submit to the con-
gressional defense committees a report on the
progress of the implementation of the ARMS Ini-
tiative at manufacturing arsenals of the Depart-
ment of the Army under the Armament Retool-
ing and Manufacturing Support Act of 1992 (as
amended by subsection (a)). The report shall
contain a comprehensive review of contracting
at the manufacturing arsenals of the Depart-
ment of the Army and such recommendations as
the Secretary considers appropriate.

Subtitle C—Navy Programs
SEC. 121. SUBMARINE FORCE STRUCTURE.

(a) LIMITATION ON RETIREMENT OF SUB-
MARINES.—The Secretary of Defense may not re-
tire from the active force structure of the Navy
any Los Angeles class nuclear-powered attack
submarine (SSN) which has less than 30 years of
active service.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than April 15, 2001, the
President shall submit to Congress a report on
the required force structure for nuclear-powered
submarines, including attack submarines
(SSNs), ballistic missile submarines (SSBNs),
and cruise missile submarines (SSGNs), to sup-
port the national military strategy through 2020.
The report shall include a detailed discussion of
the acquisition strategy and fleet maintenance
requirements to achieve and maintain that force
structure through—

(1) the procurement of new construction sub-
marines;

(2) the refueling of Los Angeles class attack
submarines (SSNs) to achieve the maximum
amount of operational useful service; and

(3) the conversion of Ohio class submarines
that are no longer required for the strategic de-
terrence mission from their current ballistic mis-
sile (SSBN) configuration to a cruise-missile
(SSGN) configuration.

SEC. 122. VIRGINIA CLASS SUBMARINE PROGRAM.

(a) CONTRACT AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of
the Navy is authorized to enter into a contract
or contracts for the procurement of five Virginia
class submarines during fiscal years 2003
through 2006. Any such contract shall provide
that any obligation of the United States to make
payments under the contract is subject to the
availability of funds provided in advance in ap-
propriations Acts. The submarines authorized to
be procured under this subsection are in addi-
tion to the submarines authorized under section
121(b) of the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 1998 (Public Law 105-85; 111
Stat. 1648).

(b) SHIPBUILDER TEAMING.—Paragraphs
(2)(A), (3), and (4) of section 121(b) of National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1998
(Public Law 105-85; 111 Stat. 1648) apply to the
procurement of submarines under this section.

(c) LIMITATION OF LIABILITY.—If a contract
entered into under this section is terminated,
the United States shall not be liable for termi-
nation costs in excess of the total amount appro-
priated for the Virginia class submarine pro-
gram.

SEC. 123. RETENTION OF CONFIGURATION OF
CERTAIN NAVAL RESERVE FRIGATES.

For each FFG-7 class frigate produced in
Flight I or Flight Il of that class that is commis-
sioned in active service, the Secretary of the
Navy shall, for so long as the vessel remains
commissioned in active service—

(1) provide for the vessel to be configured and
equipped with the complete organic weapons
system capability for that vessel, as specified in
the Navy’s Operational Requirements Docu-
ment; and
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(2) retain those operational assets that are in-
tegral to the FFG-7 weapons system in their
current (as of the enactment of this Act) loca-
tions in order to avoid disruption of established
training and operational cycles.

SEC. 124. EXTENSION OF MULTIYEAR PROCURE-
MENT AUTHORITY FOR ARLEIGH
BURKE CLASS DESTROYERS.

(a) AUTHORITY FOR ADDITIONAL MULTIYEAR
PROCUREMENT.—Section 122(b) of the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1997
(Public Law 104-201; 110 Stat. 2446), as amended
by section 122(a) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (Public Law
106-65; 113 Stat. 534), is amended—

(1) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘18
Arleigh Burke class destroyers’ and all that fol-
lows through ‘2003’" and inserting ‘‘Arleigh
Burke class destroyers’’; and

(2) by inserting after the first sentence the fol-
lowing new sentence: ‘“Vessels authorized under
this subsection shall be acquired at a procure-
ment rate of three ships per year in each of fis-
cal years 1998 through 2001 and up to three
ships per year in each of fiscal years 2002
through 2005.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The heading for
such subsection is amended by striking ‘““OF 18
VESSELS™".

Subtitle D—Air Force Programs
SEC. 131. ANNUAL REPORT ON OPERATIONAL
STATUS OF B-2 BOMBER.

(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) Chapter 136 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:

“§2282. B-2 bomber: annual report on oper-
ational status

“Not later than March 1 of each year, the
Secretary of Defense shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services of the Senate and the
Committee on Armed Services of the House of
Representatives a report on the operational sta-
tus of the B-2 bomber. Each such report shall
include the following:

“(1) An assessment as to whether the B-2 air-
craft has a high probability of being able to per-
form its intended missions.

““(2) Identification of all planned or ongoing
development of technologies to enhance B-2 air-
craft capabilities for which funds are pro-
grammed in the future years defense program
and an assessment as to whether those
technologies—

““(A) are consistent with the Air Force bomber
roadmap in effect at the time of the report;

““(B) are consistent with the recommendations
of the report of the Long-Range Air Power
panel established by section 8131 of the Depart-
ment of Defense Appropriations Act, 1998 (Pub-
lic Law 105-56); and

““(C) will be sufficient to assure that the B-2
aircraft will have a high probability of being
able to perform its intended missions in the fu-
ture.

““(3) Definition of any additional technology
development required to assure that the B-2 air-
craft will retain a high probability of being able
to perform its intended missions and an estimate
of the funding required to develop those addi-
tional technologies.

““(4) An assessment as to whether the tech-
nologies identified pursuant to paragraph (2)
are adequately funded in the budget request for
the next fiscal year and whether funds have
been identified throughout the future years de-
fense program to continue those technology de-
velopments at an adequate level.””.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by adding at the end
the following new item:

‘2282. B-2 bomber: annual report on operational
status.”.

(b) REPEAL OF SUPERSEDED REPORTING RE-
QUIREMENT.—Section 112 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Years 1990
and 1991 (Public Law 101-189) is repealed.
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Subtitle E—Joint Programs
SEC. 141. STUDY OF PRODUCTION ALTERNATIVES
FOR THE JOINT STRIKE FIGHTER
PROGRAM.

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 180
days after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to Con-
gress a report providing the results of a study of
production alternatives for the Joint Strike
Fighter aircraft program and the effects on the
tactical fighter aircraft industrial base of each
alternative considered.

(b) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—The report
under subsection (a) shall include the following:

(1) Examination of alternative production
strategies for the program, including—

(A) production of all aircraft under the pro-
gram at one location;

(B) production at dual locations; and

(C) production at multiple locations using fa-
cilities of the existing bomber and fighter air-
craft production base.

(2) Identification of each major Government or
industry facility that is a potential location for
production of such aircraft.

(3) Identification of the anticipated costs of
production of that aircraft at each facility iden-
tified pursuant to paragraph (2) under each of
the alternative production strategies examined
pursuant to paragraph (1), based upon a rea-
sonable profile for the annual procurement of
that aircraft once it enters production.

(4) A comparison, for each such production
strategy, of the anticipated costs of carrying out
production of that aircraft at each such location
with the costs of carrying out such production
at each of the other such locations.

(c) CosT COMPARISON.—In identifying costs
under subsection (b)(3) and carrying out the
cost comparisons required by subsection (b)(4),
the Secretary shall include consideration of
each of the following factors:

(1) State tax credits.

(2) State and local incentives.

(3) Skilled resident workforce.

(4) Supplier and technical support bases.

(5) Available stealth production facilities.

(6) Environmental standards.

TITLE II—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,
TEST, AND EVALUATION
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
SEC. 201. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2001 for the use of the De-
partment of Defense for research, development,
test, and evaluation as follows:

(1) For the Army, $5,500,246,000.

(2) For the Navy, $8,834,477,000.

(3) For the Air Force, $13,677,108,000.

(4) For Defense-wide activities, $11,297,323,000,
of which $219,560,000 is authorized for Oper-
ational Test and Evaluation, Defense.

SEC. 202. AMOUNT FOR BASIC AND APPLIED RE-
SEARCH.

(a) Fi1scAL YEAR 2001.—Of the amounts au-
thorized to be appropriated by section 201,
$4,435,354,000 shall be available for basic re-
search and applied research projects.

(b) BASIC RESEARCH AND APPLIED RESEARCH
DEFINED.—For purposes of this section, the term
“‘basic research and applied research’ means
work funded in program elements for defense re-
search and development under Department of
Defense category 6.1 or 6.2.

Subtitle B—Program Requirements,
Restrictions, and Limitations
SEC. 211. HIGH ENERGY LASER PROGRAMS.

(a) FUNDING FOR FISCAL YEAR 2001.—(1) Of
the amount authorized to be appropriated by
section 201(4), $30,000,000 is authorized for high
energy laser development.

(2) Funds available under this section are
available to supplement the high energy laser
programs of the military departments and De-
fense Agencies, as determined by the official
designated under subsection (b).
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(b) DESIGNATION OF OFFICIAL FOR HIGH EN-
ERGY LASER PROGRAMS.—(1) The Secretary of
Defense shall designate a senior civilian official
in the Office of the Secretary of Defense (in this
section referred to as the ‘‘designated official’’)
to carry out responsibilities for the programs for
which funds are provided under this section.
The designated official shall report directly to
the Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition,
Technology, and Logistics for matters con-
cerning the responsibilities specified in para-
graph (2).

(2) The primary responsibilities of the des-
ignated official shall include the following:

(A) Establishment of priorities for the high en-
ergy laser programs of the military departments
and the Defense Agencies.

(B) Coordination of high energy laser pro-
grams among the military departments and the
Defense Agencies.

(C) Identification of promising high energy
laser technologies for which funding should be
a high priority for the Department of Defense
and establishment of priority for funding among
those technologies.

(D) Preparation, in coordination with the Sec-
retaries of the military departments and the Di-
rectors of the Defense Agencies, of a detailed
technology plan to develop and mature high en-
ergy laser technologies.

(E) Planning and programming appropriate to
rapid evolution of high energy laser technology.

(F) Ensuring that high energy laser programs
of each military department and the Defense
Agencies are initiated and managed effectively
and are complementary with programs managed
by the other military departments and Defense
Agencies and by the Office of the Secretary of
Defense.

(G) Ensuring that the high energy laser pro-
grams of the military department and the De-
fense Agencies comply with the requirements
specified in subsection (c).

(c) COORDINATION AND FUNDING BALANCE.—In
carrying out the responsibilities specified in sub-
section (b)(2), the designated official shall en-
sure that—

(1) high energy laser programs of each mili-
tary department and of the Defense Agencies
are consistent with the priorities identified in
the designated official’s planning and program-
ming activities;

(2) funding provided by the Office of the Sec-
retary of Defense for high energy laser research
and development complements high energy laser
programs for which funds are provided by the
military departments and the Defense Agencies;

(3) beginning with fiscal year 2002, funding
from the Office of the Secretary of Defense in
applied research and advanced technology de-
velopment program elements is not applied to
technology efforts in support of high energy
laser programs that are not funded by a military
department or the Defense Agencies; and

(4) funding from the Office of the Secretary of
Defense to complement an applied research or
advanced technology development high energy
laser program for which funds are provided by
one of the military departments or the Defense
Agencies do not exceed the amount provided by
the military department or the Defense Agencies
for that program.

(d) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that—

(1) the Department of Defense should estab-
lish funding for high energy laser programs
within the science and technology programs of
each of the military departments and the Bal-
listic Missile Defense Organization; and

(2) the Secretary of Defense should establish a
goal that basic, applied, and advanced research
in high energy laser technology should con-
stitute at least 4.5 percent of the total science
and technology budget of the Department of De-
fense by fiscal year 2004.

(e) INTERAGENCY MEMORANDUM OF AGREE-
MENT.—(1) The Secretary of Defense and the
Administrator for Nuclear Security of the De-
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partment of Energy shall enter into a memo-
randum of agreement to conduct joint research
and development on military applications of
high energy lasers.

(2) The projects pursued under the memo-
randum of agreement—

(A) shall be of mutual benefit to the national
security programs of the Department of Defense
and the National Nuclear Security Administra-
tion of the Department of Energy;

(B) shall be prioritized jointly by officials des-
ignated to do so by the Secretary of Defense and
the Administrator; and

(C) shall be consistent with the technology
plan prepared pursuant to subsection (b)(2) and
the requirements identified in subsection (c).

(3) Costs of each project pursued under the
memorandum of agreement shall be shared
equally by the Department of Defense and the
National Nuclear Security Administration.

(4) The memorandum of agreement shall pro-
vide for appropriate peer review of projects pur-
sued under the memorandum of agreement.

(f) TECHNOLOGY PLAN.—The designated offi-
cial shall submit to the congressional defense
committees by February 15 of each fiscal year
the technology plan prepared pursuant to sub-
section (b)(2). The report shall be submitted in
unclassified and, if necessary, classified form.

(g) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than Feb-
ruary 15 of 2001, 2002, and 2003, the Secretary of
Defense shall submit to the congressional de-
fense committees a report on high energy laser
programs of the Department of Defense. Each
report shall include an assessment of the fol-
lowing:

(1) The adequacy of the management struc-
ture of the Department of Defense for high en-
ergy laser programs.

(2) The funding available for high energy
laser programs.

(3) The technical progress achieved for high
energy laser programs.

(4) The extent to which goals and objectives of
the high energy laser technology plan have been
met.

(h) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this section,
the term ‘*high energy laser’” means a laser that
has average power in excess of one kilowatt and
that has potential weapons applications.

SEC. 212. MANAGEMENT OF SPACE-BASED INFRA-
RED SYSTEM—LOW.

The Secretary of Defense shall direct that the
Director of the Ballistic Missile Defense Organi-
zation shall have authority for program man-
agement for the ballistic missile defense program
known on the date of the enactment of this Act
as the Space-Based Infrared System—Low.

SEC. 213. JOINT STRIKE FIGHTER.

The Joint Strike Fighter program may not be
approved for entry into the Engineering and
Manufacturing Development (EMD) stage of the
acquisition process until the Secretary of De-
fense certifies to the congressional defense com-
mittees that the technological maturity of key
technologies for the program is sufficient to
warrant entry of the program into the Engineer-
ing and Manufacturing Development stage.

Subtitle C—Ballistic Missile Defense
SEC. 231. FUNDING FOR FISCAL YEAR 2001.

Of the funds authorized to be appropriated in
section 201(4), $2,066,200,000 shall be available
for the National Missile Defense program.

SEC. 232. SENSE OF CONGRESS CONCERNING
COMMITMENT TO DEPLOYMENT OF
NATIONAL MISSILE DEFENSE SYS-
TEM.

(a) STATEMENT OF PoLicy.—Congress reaf-
firms the policy of the United States declared in
the National Missile Defense Act of 1999 (Public
Law 106-38, signed into law by the President on
July 22, 1999).

(b) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the following
findings:

(1) An effective National Missile Defense sys-
tem is technologically feasible.

(2) Hostile ‘“‘rogue’ nations are capable of
posing missile threats the United States which
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justify deployment of a National Missile Defense

system.

(c) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that the action of the President in
signing the National Missile Defense Act of 1999
entails a commitment by the President to exe-
cute the policy declared in that Act.

SEC. 233. REPORTS ON BALLISTIC MISSILE
THREAT POSED BY NORTH KOREA.

(a) REPORT ON BALLISTIC MISSILE THREAT.—
Not later than two weeks after the next flight
test by North Korea of a long-range ballistic
missile, or 60 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, whichever is sooner, the Presi-
dent shall submit to Congress, in classified and
unclassified form, a report on the North Korean
ballistic missile threat to the United States. The
report shall include the following:

(1) An assessment of the current North Korean
missile threat to the 50 States.

(2) An assessment of whether the United
States is capable of defeating the North Korean
long-range missile threat to the United States as
of the date of the report.

(3) An assessment of when the United States
will be capable of defeating the North Korean
missile threat to the United States.

(4) An assessment of the potential for pro-
liferation of North Korean missile technologies
to other states and whether such proliferation
will accelerate the development of additional
long-range ballistic missile threats to the United
States.

(b) REPORT ON REDUCING VULNERABILITY.—
Not later than two weeks after the next flight
test by North Korea of a long-range ballistic
missile, the President shall submit to Congress a
report providing the following:

(1) Any additional steps the President intends
to take to reduce the period of time during
which the Nation is vulnerable to the North Ko-
rean long-range ballistic missile threat.

(2) The technical and programmatic viability
of testing any other missile defense systems
against targets with flight characteristics simi-
lar to the North Korean long-range missile
threat, and plans to do so if such tests are con-
sidered to be a viable alternative.

SEC. 234. PLAN TO MODIFY BALLISTIC MISSILE
DEFENSE ARCHITECTURE TO COVER
INTERMEDIATE-RANGE ~ BALLISTIC
MISSILE THREATS.

(a) PLAN.—The Director of the Ballistic Mis-
sile Defense Organization shall develop a plan
to adapt ballistic missile defense systems and ar-
chitectures to counter potential threats to the
United States, United States forces deployed
outside the United States, and other United
States national security interests that are posed
by ballistic missiles with ranges of 1,500 to 2,500
miles.

(b) USE OF SPACE-BASED SENSORS INCLUDED.—
The plan shall include—

(1) potential use of space-based sensors, in-
cluding the SBIRS Low and SBIRS High sys-
tems, Navy theater missile defense assets, up-
grades of land-based theater missile defenses,
the airborne laser, and other assets available in
the European theater; and

(2) a schedule for ground and flight testing
against the identified threats.

(c) REPORT.—The Secretary of Defense shall
assess the plan and, not later than February 15,
2001, shall submit to the congressional defense
committees a report on the results of the assess-
ment.

SEC. 235. DESIGNATION OF AIRBORNE LASER
PROGRAM AS A PROGRAM ELEMENT
OF BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE
PROGRAM.

Section 223(a) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended by adding at the end the following
new paragraph:

““(13) Airborne Laser program.”.
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Subtitle D—Other Matters
SEC. 241. RECOGNITION OF THOSE INDIVIDUALS
INSTRUMENTAL TO NAVAL RE-
SEARCH EFFORTS DURING THE PE-
RIOD FROM BEFORE WORLD WAR II
THROUGH THE END OF THE COLD
WAR.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the following
findings:

(1) The contributions of the Nation’s scientific
community and of science research to the vic-
tory of the United States and its allies in World
War Il resulted in the understanding that
science and technology are of critical impor-
tance to the future security of the Nation.

(2) Academic institutions and oceanographers
provided vital support to the Navy and the Ma-
rine Corps during World War I1.

(3) Congress created the Office of Naval Re-
search in the Department of the Navy in 1946 to
ensure the availability of resources for research
in oceanography and other fields related to the
missions of the Navy and Marine Corps.

(4) The Office of Naval Research of the De-
partment of the Navy, in addition to its support
of naval research within the Federal Govern-
ment, has also supported the conduct of oceano-
graphic and scientific research through partner-
ships with educational and scientific institu-
tions throughout the Nation.

(5) These partnerships have long been recog-
nized as among the most innovative and produc-
tive research partnerships ever established by
the Federal Government and have resulted in a
vast improvement in understanding of basic
ocean processes and the development of new
technologies critical to the security and defense
of the Nation.

(b) CONGRESSIONAL RECOGNITION AND APPRE-
CIATION.—Congress—

(1) applauds the commitment and dedication
of the officers, scientists, researchers, students,
and administrators who were instrumental to
the program of partnerships for oceanographic
and scientific research between the Federal Gov-
ernment and academic institutions, including
those individuals who helped forge that program
before World War 11, implement it during World
War 11, and improve it throughout the Cold
War;

(2) recognizes that the Nation, in ultimately
prevailing in the Cold War, relied to a signifi-
cant extent on research supported by, and tech-
nologies developed through, those partnerships
and, in particular, on the superior under-
standing of the ocean environment generated
through that research;

(3) supports efforts by the Secretary of the
Navy and the Chief of Naval Research to honor
those individuals, who contributed so greatly
and unselfishly to the naval mission and the na-
tional defense, through those partnerships dur-
ing the period beginning before World War 11
and continuing through the end of the Cold
War; and

(4) expresses appreciation for the ongoing ef-
forts of the Office of Naval Research to support
oceanographic and scientific research and the
development of researchers in those fields, to en-
sure that such partnerships will continue to
make important contributions to the defense and
the general welfare of the Nation.

TITLE III—OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
SEC. 301. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE FUND-
ING.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2000 for the use of the
Armed Forces and other activities and agencies
of the Department of Defense for expenses, not
otherwise provided for, for operation and main-
tenance, in amounts as follows:

(1) For the Army, $19,492,617,000.

(2) For the Navy, $23,321,809,000.

(3) For the Marine Corps, $2,851,678,000.

(4) For the Air Force, $22,351,164,000.
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(5) For Defense-wide activities, $11,673,852,000.

(6) For the Army Reserve, $1,565,918,000.

(7) For the Naval Reserve, $967,646,000.

(8 For the Marine Corps Reserve,
$150,469,000.

(9) For the Air Force Reserve, $1,890,859,000.

(10) For the Army National Guard,
$3,236,835,000.

(11) For the Air National Guard,
$3,461,875,000.

(12) For the Defense Inspector General,

$144,245,000.

(13) For the United States Court of Appeals
for the Armed Forces, $8,574,000.

(14) For Environmental Restoration, Army,
$389,932,000.

(15) For Environmental
$294,038,000.

(16) For Environmental
Force, $376,300,000.

(17) For Environmental Restoration, Defense-
wide, $23,412,000.

(18) For Environmental Restoration, Formerly
Used Defense Sites, $186,499,000.

(19) For Overseas Humanitarian,
and Civic Aid programs, $55,800,000.

(20) For Drug Interdiction and Counter-drug
Activities, Defense-wide, $841,500,000.

(21) For the Kaho’olawe Island Conveyance,
Remediation, and Environmental Restoration
Trust Fund, $25,000,000.

(22) For Defense
$11,571,523,000.

(23) For Cooperative Threat Reduction pro-
grams, $433,400,000.

(24) For Overseas Contingency Operations
Transfer Fund, $4,100,577,000.

SEC. 302. WORKING CAPITAL FUNDS.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2000 for the use of the
Armed Forces and other activities and agencies
of the Department of Defense for providing cap-
ital for working capital and revolving funds in
amounts as follows:

(1) For the Defense Working Capital Funds,
$916,276,000.

(2) For the National Defense Sealift Fund,
$737,109,000.

SEC. 303. ARMED FORCES RETIREMENT HOME.

There is hereby authorized to be appropriated
for fiscal year 2000 from the Armed Forces Re-
tirement Home Trust Fund the sum of
$69,832,000 for the operation of the Armed
Forces Retirement Home, including the United
States Soldiers’ and Airmen’s Home and the
Naval Home.

SEC. 304. TRANSFER FROM NATIONAL DEFENSE
STOCKPILE TRANSACTION FUND.

(a) TRANSFER AUTHORITY.—To the extent pro-
vided in appropriations Acts, not more than
$150,000,000 is authorized to be transferred from
the National Defense Stockpile Transaction
Fund to operation and maintenance accounts
for fiscal year 2000 in amounts as follows:

(1) For the Army, $50,000,000.

(2) For the Navy, $50,000,000.

(3) For the Air Force, $50,000,000.

(b) TREATMENT OF TRANSFERS.—Amounts
transferred under this section—

(1) shall be merged with, and be available for
the same purposes and the same period as, the
amounts in the accounts to which transferred;
and

(2) may not be expended for an item that has
been denied authorization of appropriations by
Congress.

(c) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER TRANSFER AU-
THORITY.—The transfer authority provided in
this section is in addition to the transfer author-
ity provided in section 1001.

Subtitle B—Environmental Provisions
SEC. 311. PAYMENT OF FINES AND PENALTIES IM-
POSED FOR ENVIRONMENTAL VIOLA-
TIONS.

(a) ARMY VIOLATIONS.—Using amounts au-
thorized to be appropriated by section 301(1) for
operation and maintenance for the Army, the

Restoration, Navy,

Restoration, Air

Disaster,

Health Program,
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Secretary of the Army may pay the following
amounts in connection with environmental vio-
lations at the following locations:

(1) $993,000 for Walter Reed Army Medical
Center, Washington, D.C., in satisfaction of a
fine imposed by Region 3 of the Environmental
Protection Agency for a supplemental environ-
mental project.

(2) $377,250 for Fort Campbell, Kentucky, in
satisfaction of a fine imposed by Region 4 of the
Environmental Protection Agency for a supple-
mental environmental project.

(3) $20,701 for Fort Gordon, Georgia, in satis-
faction of a fine imposed by the State of Georgia
for a supplemental environmental project.

(4) $78,500 for Pueblo Chemical Depot, Colo-
rado, in satisfaction of a fine imposed by the
State of Colorado for supplemental environ-
mental projects.

(5) $20,000 for Deseret Chemical Depot, Utah,
in satisfaction of a fine imposed by the State of
Utah for a supplemental environmental project.

(b) NAVY VIOLATIONS.—Using amounts au-
thorized to be appropriated by section 301(2) for
operation and maintenance for the Navy, the
Secretary of the Navy may pay not more than
the following amounts in connection with envi-
ronmental violations at the following military
installations:

(1) $108,800 for Allegany Ballistics Laboratory,
West Virginia, in satisfaction of a penalty im-
posed by the West Virginia Division of Environ-
mental Protection.

(2) $5,000 for Naval Air Station, Corpus Chris-
ti, Texas, in satisfaction of a penalty imposed by
Region 6 of the Environmental Protection Agen-
cy.
(c) REDUCTION IN PAYMENT AMOUNTS.—AnN
amount specified in subsection (a) or (b) as the
authorized payment for an environmental viola-
tion shall be reduced to reflect any amounts pre-
viously paid by the Secretary concerned in con-
nection with that violation.

SEC. 312. NECESSITY OF MILITARY LOW-LEVEL
FLIGHT TRAINING TO PROTECT NA-
TIONAL SECURITY AND ENHANCE
MILITARY READINESS.

(a) NECESSITY OF CURRENT TRAINING ROUTES
AND AREAS.—The environmental impact state-
ments completed as of the date of the enactment
of this Act for each special use airspace des-
ignated by a military department for the per-
formance of low-level training flights, including
each military training route, slow speed route,
military operations area, restricted area, or low
altitude tactical navigation area, are deemed to
satisfy the requirements of the National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et
seq.) and regulations implementing such law.

(b) PROTECTING FUTURE FLEXIBILITY OF NET-
WORK.—On and after the date of the enactment
of this Act, a proposal by a military department
to establish or to expand or otherwise modify a
special use airspace for low-level training flights
shall be considered separately to determine
whether the proposal is a major Federal action
significantly affecting the quality of the human
environment for purposes of the National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act of 1969.

SEC. 313. USE OF ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORA-
TION ACCOUNTS TO RELOCATE AC-
TIVITIES FROM DEFENSE ENVIRON-
MENTAL RESTORATION SITES

Subsection (b) of section 2703 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended to read as fol-
lows:

““(b) OBLIGATION OF AUTHORIZED AMOUNTS.—
(1) Funds authorized for deposit in an account
under subsection (a) may be obligated or ex-
pended from the account only—

“(A) to carry out the environmental restora-
tion functions of the Secretary of Defense and
the Secretaries of the military departments
under this chapter and under any other provi-
sion of law; and

“(B) to relocate activities from defense sites,
including sites formerly used by the Department
of Defense that are released from Federal Gov-
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ernment control, at which the Secretary is re-

sponsible for environmental restoration func-

tions.

““(2) The authority provided by paragraph
(1)(B) expires September 30, 2003. Not more than
five percent of the funds deposited in an ac-
count under subsection (a) for a fiscal year may
be used for activities under paragraph (1)(B).

““(3) If relocation assistance under paragraph
(1)(B) is to be provided with respect to a site for-
merly used by the Department of Defense, but
now released from Federal Government control,
the Secretary of Defense or the Secretary of the
military department concerned may use only
fund transfer mechanisms otherwise available to
the Secretary. The Secretary may not provide
assistance under such paragraph for permanent
relocation from the affected site unless the Sec-
retary determines that permanent relocation is
the most cost effective method of dealing with
the activities located at the affected site and no-
tifies the Congress of the determination before
providing the assistance.

““(4) Funds authorized for deposit in an ac-
count under subsection (a) shall remain avail-
able until expended.””.

Subtitle C—Commissaries and
Nonappropriated Fund Instrumentalities
SEC. 321. USE OF APPROPRIATED FUNDS TO
COVER OPERATING EXPENSES OF

COMMISSARY STORES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) Section 2484 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended to read as fol-
lows:

“§2484. Commissary stores: use of appro-
priated funds to cover operating expenses
‘‘(a) OPERATION OF AGENCY AND SYSTEM.—EXx-

cept as otherwise provided in this title, the oper-
ation of the Defense Commissary Agency and
the defense commissary system may be funded
using such amounts as are appropriated for
such purpose.

““(b) OPERATING EXPENSES OF COMMISSARY
STORES.—Appropriated funds may be used to
cover the expenses of operating commissary
stores and central product processing facilities
of the defense commissary system. For purposes
of this subsection, operating expenses include
the following:

‘(1) Salaries of employees of the United
States, host nations, and contractors supporting
commissary store operations.

“(2) Utilities.

““(3) Communications.

‘‘(4) Operating supplies and services.

““(5) Second destination transportation costs
within or outside the United States.

“(6) Any cost associated with above-store level
management or other indirect support of a com-
missary store or a central product processing fa-
cility, including equipment maintenance and in-
formation technology costs.”.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
chapter 147 of such title is amended by striking
the item relating to section 2484 and inserting
the following new item:

‘“2484. Commissary stores: use of appropriated
funds to cover operating ex-
penses.”’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall take effect on October 1,
2001.

SEC. 322. ADJUSTMENT OF SALES PRICES OF

COMMISSARY STORE GOODS AND
SERVICES TO COVER CERTAIN EX-
PENSES.

(a) ADJUSTMENT REQUIRED.—Section 2486 of
title 10, United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘section
2484(b) or’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection (d) or sec-
tion’’; and

(2) in subsection (d)—

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘sections
2484 and’’ and inserting ‘‘section’’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

““(3) The sales price of merchandise and serv-
ices sold in, at, or by commissary stores shall be
adjusted to cover the following:
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“(A) The cost of first destination commercial
transportation of the merchandise in the United
States to the place of sale.

“(B) The actual or estimated cost of shrink-
age, spoilage, and pilferage of merchandise
under the control of commissary stores.””.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall take effect on October 1,
2001.

SEC. 323. USE OF SURCHARGES FOR CONSTRUC-
TION AND IMPROVEMENT OF COM-
MISSARY STORES.

(a) EXPANSION OF AUTHORIZED USES.—Sub-
section (b) of section 2685 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended to read as follows:

“(b) USe FOR CONSTRUCTION, REPAIR, IM-
PROVEMENT, AND MAINTENANCE.—(1) The Sec-
retary of Defense may use the proceeds from the
adjustments or surcharges authorized by sub-
section (a) only—

“(A) to acquire (including acquisition by
lease), construct, convert, expand, improve, re-
pair, maintain, and equip the physical infra-
structure of commissary stores and central prod-
uct processing facilities of the defense com-
missary system; and

“(B) to cover environmental evaluation and
construction costs, including surveys, adminis-
tration, overhead, planning, and design, related
to activities described in paragraph (1).

“(2) In paragraph (1), the term ‘physical in-
frastructure’ includes real property, utilities,
and equipment (installed and free standing and
including computer equipment), necessary to
provide a complete and usable commissary store
or central product processing facility.””.

(b) AUTHORITY OF SECRETARY OF DEFENSE.—
Such section is further amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘Secretary of
a military department, under regulations estab-
lished by him and approved by the Secretary of
Defense,”” and inserting ‘‘Secretary of Defense’’;

(2) in subsection (c)—

(A) by striking “‘Secretary of a military de-
partment, with the approval of the Secretary of
Defense and’ and inserting ‘‘Secretary of De-
fense, with the approval of’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘Secretary of the military de-
partment determines” and inserting ‘‘Secretary
determines’’; and

(3) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘Secretary of
a military department’” and inserting ‘‘Secretary
of Defense”.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by subsection (a) shall take effect on October 1,
2001.

SEC. 324. INCLUSION OF MAGAZINES AND OTHER
PERIODICALS AS AN AUTHORIZED
COMMISSARY MERCHANDISE CAT-
EGORY.

(a) ADDITIONAL AUTHORIZED CATEGORY.—
Subsection (b) of section 2486 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraph (11) as para-
graph (12); and

(2) by inserting after paragraph (10) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

““(11) Magazines and other periodicals.”.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Subsection (f)
of such section is amended—
(1) by striking “(1)”

standing’’;

(2) by striking “‘items in the merchandise cat-
egories specified in paragraph (2)” and inserting
‘‘tobacco products’’; and

(3) by striking paragraph (2).

SEC. 325. USE OF MOST ECONOMICAL DISTRIBU-
TION METHOD FOR DISTILLED SPIR-
ITS.

Section 2488(c) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) by striking paragraph (2); and

(2) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-
graph (2).

SEC. 326. REPORT ON EFFECTS OF AVAILABILITY
OF SLOT MACHINES ON UNITED
STATES MILITARY INSTALLATIONS
OVERSEAS.

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than March
31, 2001, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to

before “‘Notwith-
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Congress a report evaluating the effect that the

ready availability of slot machines as a morale,

welfare, and recreation activity on United

States military installations outside of the

United States has on members of the Armed

Forces, their dependents, and other persons who

use such slot machines, the morale of military

communities overseas, and the personal finan-
cial stability of members of the Armed Forces.

(b) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—The Secretary
shall include in the report—

(1) an estimate of the number of persons who
used such slot machines during the preceding
two years and, of such persons, the percentage
who were enlisted members (shown both in the
aggregate and by pay grade), officers (shown
both in the aggregate and by pay grade), De-
partment of Defense civilians, other United
States persons, and foreign nationals;

(2) to the extent feasible, information with re-
spect to military personnel referred to in para-
graph (1) showing the number (as a percentage
and by pay grade) who have—

(A) sought financial services counseling at
least partially due to the use of such slot ma-
chines;

(B) qualified for Government financial assist-
ance at least partially due to the use of such
slot machines; or

(C) had a personal check returned for insuffi-
cient funds or received any other nonpayment
notification from a creditor at least partially
due to the use of such slot machines; and

(3) to the extent feasible, information with re-
spect to the average amount expended by each
category of persons referred to in paragraph (1)
in using such slot machines per visit, to be
shown by pay grade in the case of military per-
sonnel.

Subtitle D—Performance of Functions by

Private-Sector Sources

SEC. 331. INCLUSION OF ADDITIONAL INFORMA-
TION IN REPORTS TO CONGRESS RE-
QUIRED BEFORE CONVERSION OF
COMMERCIAL OR INDUSTRIAL TYPE
FUNCTIONS TO CONTRACTOR PER-
FORMANCE.

(a) INFORMATION REQUIRED BEFORE COM-
MENCEMENT OF CONVERSION ANALYSIS.—Sub-
section (b)(1)(D) of section 2461 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by inserting be-
fore the period the following: *‘, and a certifi-
cation that funds are specifically budgeted to
pay for the cost of the analysis’.

(b) INFORMATION REQUIRED IN NOTIFICATION
OF DECISION.—Subsection (c)(1) of such section
is amended—

(1) by redesignating subparagraphs (A), (B),
(©), (D), and (E) as subparagraphs (B), (C), (D),
(F), and (G), respectively;

(2) by inserting before subparagraph (B), as so
redesignated, the following new subparagraph:

““(A) The date when the analysis of that com-
mercial or industrial type function for possible
change to performance by the private sector was
commenced.’’; and

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (D), as so
redesignated, the following new subparagraph:

““(E) The number of Department of Defense ci-
vilian employees who were performing the func-
tion when the analysis was commenced and the
number of such employees whose employment
was terminated or otherwise adversely affected
in implementing the most efficient organization
of the function or whose employment will be ter-
minated or otherwise adversely affected by the
change to performance of the function by the
private sector.”.

SEC. 332. LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR
NAVY MARINE CORPS INTRANET
CONTRACT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—None of the funds author-
ized to be appropriated for fiscal year 2001 for
the Department of the Navy may be obligated or
expended to carry out a Navy Marine Corps
Intranet contract until the date that is 60 days
after the date that the Secretary submits to Con-
gress the following information:
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(1) Outcome-oriented performance measures
regarding such contract.

(2) A description of the alternatives considered
to such contract, and the factors relied on in de-
termining not to pursue such alternatives.

(3) A description of the baseline of current
costs to the Department of the Navy for per-
forming information technology services that
would be carried out under such contract and
current mission capability regarding such serv-
ices.

(4) An analysis of how civilian and military
personnel who currently perform information
technology functions would be impacted by such
contract, including a description of—

(A) the number such personnel currently per-
forming such functions at the Echelon | level;

(B) the number of such personnel who would
no longer perform such functions as a result of
the Navy Marine Corps Intranet contract, and
what functions such personnel would perform
after the implementation of such contract; and

(C) whether a reduction in force would be nec-
essary as a result of such contract.

(5) A complete funding profile with respect to
such contract, including a description of—

(A) the amount of funds obligated or expended
in fiscal years 1999 and 2000 for information
technology at the Echelon 1 level, and from
what accounts such funds were obligated or ex-
pended; and

(B) the accounts from which funds would be
used for the purpose of carrying out a Navy Ma-
rine Corps Intranet contract in fiscal year 2001
and throughout the period of the future-years
defense plan of the Department of Defense.

(6) A risk assessment which—

(A) describes the probability of achieving cost,
schedule, and performance goals with respect to
such contract;

(B) categorizes all identified risks in terms of
the likelihood of occurrence and potential im-
pact of such risks; and

(C) establishes a plan for mitigation of each
risk that is identified as of high importance.

(7) A certification that, beginning in fiscal
year 2002, the Department of the Navy will com-
ply with the requirements in OMB Circular A-
11.

(b) GAO REPORT.—INn any case in which the
Secretary of the Navy submits to Congress the
information described in subsection (a), not
later than 60 days after the date that the Sec-
retary submits such information the Comptroller
General shall review and submit a report on the
information to the congressional defense com-
mittees.

(c) NAVY MARINE CORPS INTRANET CONTRACT
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘““Navy Ma-
rine Corps Intranet contract’” means a long-term
arrangement with the commercial sector that
transfers the responsibility and risk for pro-
viding and managing the vast majority of desk-
top, server, infrastructure, and communication
assets and services of the Department of the
Navy.

Subtitle E—Defense Dependents Education
SEC. 341. ASSISTANCE TO LOCAL EDUCATIONAL

AGENCIES THAT BENEFIT DEPEND-
ENTS OF MEMBERS OF THE ARMED
FORCES AND DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE CIVILIAN EMPLOYEES.

(a) CONTINUATION OF DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE PROGRAM FOR FISCAL YEAR 2001.—Of the
amount authorized to be appropriated by section
301(5) for operation and maintenance for De-
fense-wide activities, $35,000,000 shall be avail-
able only for the purpose of providing edu-
cational agencies assistance (as defined in sub-
section (d)(1)) to local educational agencies.

(b) NoTIFICATION.—Not later than June 30,
2001, the Secretary of Defense shall notify each
local educational agency that is eligible for edu-
cational agencies assistance for fiscal year 2001
of—

(1) that agency’s eligibility for educational
agencies assistance; and

(2) the amount of the educational agencies as-
sistance for which that agency is eligible.
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(c) DISBURSEMENT OF FUNDS.—The Secretary
of Defense shall disburse funds made available
under subsection (a) not later than 30 days after
the date on which notification to the eligible
local educational agencies is provided pursuant
to subsection (b).

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term ‘“‘educational agencies assist-
ance’” means assistance authorized under sec-
tion 386(b) of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 102—
484; 20 U.S.C. 7703 note).

(2) The term ‘“‘local educational agency’ has
the meaning given that term in section 8013(9) of
the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of
1965 (20 U.S.C. 7713(9)).

SEC. 342. ELIGIBILITY FOR ATTENDANCE AT DE-
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE DOMESTIC
DEPENDENT ELEMENTARY AND SEC-
ONDARY SCHOOLS.

Section 2164(c) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) in the subsection heading, by inserting
““AND OTHER PERSONS’’ after ‘““EMPLOYEES’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

“(3)(A) The Secretary may authorize the de-
pendent of an American Red Cross employee de-
scribed in subparagraph (B) to enroll in an edu-
cation program provided by the Secretary pursu-
ant to subsection (a) if the American Red Cross
agrees to reimburse the Secretary for the edu-
cational services so provided.

““(B) An employee referred to in subparagraph
(A) is an American Red Cross employee who—

““(i) resides in Puerto Rico; and

““(ii) performs, on a full-time basis, emergency
services on behalf of members of the armed
forces.

““(C) Amounts received under this paragraph
as reimbursement for educational services shall
be treated in the same manner as amounts re-
ceived under subsection (g).”".

Subtitle F—Military Readiness Issues

SEC. 351. ADDITIONAL CAPABILITIES OF, AND RE-
PORTING REQUIREMENTS FOR, THE
READINESS REPORTING SYSTEM.

(a) MEASURING CANNIBALIZATION OF PARTS,
SUPPLIES, AND EQUIPMENT.—Subsection (c) of
section 117 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following
new paragraph:

““(7) Measure, on a quarterly basis, the extent
to which units of the armed forces remove serv-
iceable parts, supplies, or equipment from one
vehicle, vessel, or aircraft in order to render a
different vehicle, vessel, or aircraft oper-
ational.”.

(b) FUNDING TO ADDRESS DEFICIENCIES.—Sub-
section (e) of such section is amended—

(1) by inserting ““(1)” before ““The Secretary’’;

(2) by striking ‘“‘Each such report’” and insert-
ing the following:

““(3) Each report under this subsection’’; and

(3) by inserting after the first sentence the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

“(2) The monthly report submitted under
paragraph (1) that covers the first quarter of the
then current fiscal year shall also include a de-
scription of the funding proposed in the Presi-
dent’s budget for the next fiscal year, and for
the subsequent fiscal years covered by the most
recent future-years defense program submitted
under section 221 of this title, to address each
deficiency in readiness identified during the
joint readiness review conducted for the first
quarter of the current fiscal year.”.

SEC. 352. REPORTING REQUIREMENTS REGARD-
ING TRANSFERS FROM HIGH-PRI-
ORITY READINESS APPROPRIA-
TIONS.

(a) CONTINUATION OF REPORTING REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Section 483 of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by striking subsection (e).

(b) LEVEL OF DETAIL.—Subsection (c)(2) of
such section is amended by inserting before the
period the following: “‘, including identification
of the sources from which funds were trans-
ferred into that activity and identification of
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the recipients of the funds transferred out of
that activity”’.

(c) ADDITIONAL COVERED BUDGET ACTIVI-
TIES.—Subsection (d)(5) of such section is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subparagraphs:

““(G) Combat Enforcement Forces.

““(H) Combat Communications.”.

SEC. 353. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE STRATEGIC
PLAN TO REDUCE BACKLOG IN MAIN-
TENANCE AND REPAIR OF DEFENSE
FACILITIES.

(a) PLAN REQUIRED.—Section 2661 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new subsection:

““(c) PLAN TO ADDRESS MAINTENANCE AND RE-
PAIR BACKLOG.—(1) The Secretary of Defense
shall develop, and update annually thereafter,
a strategic plan to reduce the backlog in mainte-
nance and repair needs of facilities and infra-
structure under the jurisdiction of the Depart-
ment of Defense or a military department. At a
minimum, the plan shall include or address the
following:

“(A) A comprehensive strategy for the repair
and revitalization of facilities and infrastruc-
ture, or for the demolition and replacement of
unusable facilities, carried as backlog by the
Secretary concerned.

“(B) Measurable goals, over specified time
frames, for achieving the objectives of the strat-
egy.
““(C) Expected funding for each military de-
partment and Defense Agency to carry out the
strategy during the period covered by the most
recent future-years defense program submitted
to Congress pursuant to section 221 of this title.

‘(D) The cost of the current backlog in main-
tenance and repair for each military department
and Defense Agency, which shall be determined
using the standard costs to standard facility
categories in the Department of Defense Facili-
ties Cost Factors Handbook, shown both in the
aggregate and individually for each major mili-
tary installation.

“(E) The total number of square feet of build-
ing space of each military department and De-
fense Agency to be demolished or proposed for
demolition under the plan, shown both in the
aggregate and individually for each major mili-
tary installation.

“(F) The initiatives underway to identify fa-
cility and infrastructure requirements at mili-
tary installation to accommodate new and de-
veloping weapons systems and to prepare instal-
lations to accommodate these systems.

““(2) Not later than March 15, 2001, the Sec-
retary shall submit the strategic plan to Con-
gress. The annual updates shall be submitted to
Congress each year at or about the time that the
President’s budget is submitted to Congress that
year under section 1105(a) of title 31.”".

(b) STYLISTIC AMENDMENTS.—Such section is
further amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘“‘AVAIL-
ABILITY OF OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
FUNDsS.—" after ““(a)’’; and

(2) in subsection (b), by inserting ‘““GENERAL
LEASING AUTHORITY; MAINTENANCE OF DEFENSE
ACCESS RoOADs.—" after ““(b)”.

Subtitle G—Other Matters
SEC. 361. AUTHORITY TO ENSURE DEMILITARIZA-
TION OF SIGNIFICANT MILITARY
EQUIPMENT FORMERLY OWNED BY
THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE.

(a) AUTHORITY TO REQUIRE DEMILITARIZATION
AFTER DISPOSAL.—Chapter 153 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 2572 the following new section:
“§2573. Significant military equipment: con-

tinued authority to require demilitarization

after disposal

““(a) AUTHORITY TO REQUIRE DEMILITARIZA-
TION.—The Secretary of Defense may require
any person in possession of significant military
equipment formerly owned by the Department of
Defense—
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““(1) to demilitarize the equipment,

““(2) to have the equipment demilitarized by a
third party; or

““(3) to return the equipment to the Govern-
ment for demilitarization.

““(b) COST AND VALIDATION OF DEMILITARIZA-
TION.—When the demilitarization of significant
military equipment is carried out by the person
in possession of the equipment pursuant to
paragraph (1) or (2) of subsection (a), the per-
son shall be solely responsible for all demili-
tarization costs, and the United States shall
have the right to validate that the equipment
has been demilitarized.

““(c) RETURN OF EQUIPMENT TO GOVERN-
MENT.—When the Secretary of Defense requires
the return of significant military equipment for
demilitarization by the Government, the Sec-
retary shall bear all costs to transport and de-
militarize the equipment. If the person in posses-
sion of the significant military equipment ob-
tained the property in the manner authorized by
law or regulation and the Secretary determines
that the cost to demilitarize and return the
property to the person is prohibitive, the Sec-
retary shall reimburse the person for the pur-
chase cost of the property and for the reason-
able transportation costs incurred by the person
to purchase the equipment.

‘“(d) ESTABLISHMENT OF DEMILITARIZATION
STANDARDS.—The Secretary of Defense shall
prescribe by regulation what constitutes demili-
tarization for each type of significant military
equipment.

‘“(e) EXCEPTION FOR GOVERNMENT CON-
TRACTS.—This section does not apply when a
person is in possession of significant military
equipment formerly owned by the Department of
Defense for the purpose of demilitarizing the
equipment pursuant to a Government contract.

“(f) DEFINITION OF SIGNIFICANT MILITARY
EQUIPMENT.—In this section, the term ‘signifi-
cant military equipment’ means—

‘(1) an article for which special export con-
trols are warranted under the Arms Export Con-
trol Act (22 U.S.C. 2751 et seq.) because of its ca-
pacity for substantial military utility or capa-
bility, as identified on the United States Muni-
tions List maintained under section 121.1 of title
22, Code of Federal Regulations; and

““(2) any other article designated by the De-
partment of Defense as requiring demilitariza-
tion before its disposal.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to section
2572 the following new item:

*“2573. Significant military equipment: continued
authority to require demilitariza-
tion after disposal.”’.

SEC. 362. ANNUAL REPORT ON PUBLIC SALE OF
CERTAIN  MILITARY EQUIPMENT
IDENTIFIED ON UNITED STATES MU-
NITIONS LIST.

(a) ANNUAL REPORT REQUIRED.—Chapter 153
of title 10, United States Code, is amended by
adding at the end the following new section:

“§2582. Military equipment identified on
United States munitions list: annual report
of public sales

““(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—The Secretary of
Defense shall prepare an annual report identi-
fying each public sale conducted by a military
department or Defense Agency of military items
that are—

‘(1) identified on the United States Munitions
List maintained under section 121.1 of title 22,
Code of Federal Regulations; and

““(2) assigned a demilitarization code of ‘B’ or
its equivalent.

““(b) ELEMENTS OF REPORT.—(1) A report
under this section shall cover all public sales de-
scribed in subsection (a) that were conducted
during the preceding fiscal year.

““(2) The report shall specify the following for
each sale:

““(A) The date of the sale.
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“(B) The military department or Defense
Agency conducting the sale.

““(C) The manner in which the sale was con-
ducted.

“(D) The military items described in sub-
section (a) that were sold or offered for sale.

““(E) The purchaser of each item.

““(F) The stated end-use of each item sold.

““(c) SuBMISSION OF REPORT.—Not later than
March 31 of each year, the Secretary of Defense
shall submit to the Committee on Armed Services
of the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Armed Services of the Senate the re-
port required by this section for the preceding
fiscal year.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:
‘2582. Military equipment identified on United

States munitions list: annual re-
port of public sales.”’.

SEC. 363. REGISTRATION OF CERTAIN INFORMA-

TION TECHNOLOGY SYSTEMS WITH
CHIEF INFORMATION OFFICER.

(a) REGISTRATION REQUIRED.—During fiscal
years 2001, 2002, and 2003, no funds available to
the Department of Defense may be used for a
mission critical or mission essential information
technology system (including a system funded
by the defense working capital fund) that is not
registered with the Chief Information Officer of
the Department of Defense.

(b) MANNER OF REGISTRATION.—A system shall
be considered to be registered with the Chief In-
formation Officer upon the furnishing to that
officer of notice of the system, together with
such information concerning the system as the
Secretary of Defense may prescribe.

(c) QUARTERLY UPDATES.—In the case of each
information technology system registered pursu-
ant to this section, the information required
under subsection (b) to be submitted as part of
the registration shall be updated on not less
than a quarterly basis.

(d) COVERED INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SYS-
TEMS.—AnN information technology system shall
be considered to be a mission critical or mission
essential information technology system for pur-
poses of this section as defined by the Secretary
of Defense.

(e) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this section:

(1) The term ‘‘Chief Information Officer”
means the senior official of the Department of
Defense designated by the Secretary of Defense
pursuant to section 3506 of title 44, United
States Code.

(2) The term “‘information technology system’’
has the meaning given the term ‘“‘information
technology’” in section 5002 of the Clinger-
Cohen Act of 1996 (40 U.S.C. 1401).

SEC. 364. STUDIES AND REPORTS REQUIRED AS

PRECONDITION TO CERTAIN MAN-
POWER REDUCTIONS.

(a) REQUIRED STUDIES AND REPORTS.—Chap-
ter 146 of title 10, United States Code, is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new sec-
tion:

“§2475. Consolidation of functions or activi-
ties and reengineering or restructuring of
organizations, functions, or activities: re-
quired studies and reports before manpower
reductions
‘“(a) REPORTING AND ANALYSIS REQUIREMENTS

AS PRECONDITION TO MANPOWER REDUCTIONS.—

The Secretary of Defense may not initiate man-

power reductions at organizations or activities,

or within functions, that are commercial, com-
mercial exempt from competition, military essen-
tial, or inherently governmental until the Sec-
retary fully complies with the reporting and
analysis requirements specified in subsections

(b) and (c).

““(b) NOTIFICATION AND ELEMENTS OF ANAL-
Ysis.—Before commencing to analyze any com-
mercial, commercial exempt from competition,
military essential, or inherently governmental
organization, function, or activity for the con-
solidation, restructuring, or reengineering of
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military personnel or Department of Defense ci-
vilian employees, the Secretary of Defense shall
submit to Congress a report containing the fol-
lowing:

““(1) The organization, function, or activity to
be analyzed for possible consolidation, restruc-
turing, or reengineering.

““(2) The location or locations at which mili-
tary personnel or Department of Defense civil-
ian employees would be affected.

““(3) The number of military personnel or De-
partment of Defense civilian employee positions
potentially affected.

““(4) A description of the organization, func-
tion, or activity to be analyzed for possible con-
solidation, restructuring, or reengineering, in-
cluding a description of all missions, duties, or
military requirements that might be affected.

“(5) An examination of the cost incurred by
the Department of Defense to perform the func-
tion or to operate the organization or activity
that will be analyzed.

““(6) A certification that a proposed consolida-
tion, restructuring, or reengineering of a com-
mercial, commercial exempt from competition,
military essential, or inherently governmental
organization, function, or activity is not a result
of a decision by an official of a military depart-
ment or Defense Agency to impose predeter-
mined constraints or limitations on the number
of military personnel or Department of Defense
civilian employees.

““(c) NOTIFICATION OF DECISION.—If, as a re-
sult of the completion of an analysis carried out
consistent with the requirements of subsection
(b), a decision is made to consolidate, restruc-
ture, or reengineer an organization, function, or
activity, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to
the Committee on Armed Services of the House
of Representatives and the Committee on Armed
Services of the Senate a report describing that
decision. The report shall contain the following:

““(1) The Secretary’s certification that the con-
solidation, restructuring, or reengineering that
was analyzed will yield savings to the Depart-
ment of Defense.

““(2) A projection of the savings that will be
realized as a result of the consolidation, restruc-
turing, or reengineering, compared with the cost
incurred by the Department of Defense to per-
form the function or to operate the organization
or activity prior to such proposed consolidation,
restructuring, or reengineering.

““(3) A description of all missions, duties, or
military requirements that will be affected as a
result of the decision to consolidate, restructure,
or reengineer the organization, function, or ac-
tivity that was analyzed.

““(4) The Secretary’s certification that the con-
solidation, restructuring or reengineering will
not result in any diminution of military readi-
ness.

““(5) A schedule for performing the consolida-
tion, restructuring or reengineering.

““(6) The Secretary’s certification that the en-
tire analysis is available for examination.

‘‘(d) DELEGATION.—The responsibility to pre-
pare reports under subsections (b) and (c) may
be delegated to the Deputy Under Secretary of
Defense for Installations.

‘“(e) COMMENCEMENT; WAIVER FOR SMALL
FUNCTIONS.—(1) The consolidation, restruc-
turing, or reengineering of an organization,
function, or activity for which a report is re-
quired under subsection (c) shall not begin until
at least 45 days after the submission of the re-
port to the Committee on Armed Services of the
House of Representatives and the Committee on
Armed Services of the Senate.

““(2) Subsection (c) shall not apply to a con-
solidation, restructuring, or reengineering that
will result in the elimination of 10 or fewer mili-
tary or Department of Defense civilian employee
positions.

“(f) COMPTROLLER GENERAL REVIEW.—Not
later than March 1 of each year, the Comp-
troller General shall submit to Congress a report
reviewing decisions taken by the Secretary of
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Defense to consolidate, restructure, or reengi-
neer organizations, functions, or activities dur-
ing the previous year and assessing the Sec-
retary’s compliance with this section. The report
shall include a detailed assessment by the
Comptroller General of whether the savings pro-
jected by the Secretary to result from such deci-
sions are likely to be realized, and whether any
decision taken by the Secretary is likely to re-
sult in a diminution of military readiness. The
report shall also include detailed audits of se-
lected analyses performed by the Secretary.

““(g) RELATION TO OTHER LAw.—Nothing in
this section shall be construed to obviate the re-
quirements set forth in section 1597 of this
title.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:
*2475. Consolidation of functions or activities

and reengineering or restruc-
turing of organizations, func-
tions, or activities: required stud-
ies and reports before manpower
reductions.”.

SEC. 365. NATIONAL GUARD ASSISTANCE FOR
CERTAIN YOUTH AND CHARITABLE
ORGANIZATIONS.

Section 508 of title 32, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in subsection (b)(2), by inserting “‘or any
other youth or charitable organization des-
ignated by the Secretary of Defense’” after “‘Spe-
cial Olympics’’; and

(2) in subsection (d)(1)—

(A) by redesignating paragraph (14) as para-
graph (15); and

(B) by inserting after paragraph (13) the fol-
lowing new paragraph (14):

““(14) Reach For Tomorrow.”’.

TITLE IV—MILITARY PERSONNEL
AUTHORIZATIONS
Subtitle A—Active Forces

SEC. 401. END STRENGTHS FOR ACTIVE FORCES.

The Armed Forces are authorized strengths
for active duty personnel as of September 30,
2001, as follows:

(1) The Army, 480,000.

(2) The Navy, 372,642.

(3) The Marine Corps, 172,600.

(4) The Air Force, 357,000.

SEC. 402. REVISION IN PERMANENT END
STRENGTH MINIMUM LEVELS.

(a) REVISED END STRENGTH FLOORS.—Section
691(b) of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking “*371,781"" and
inserting “*372,000"";

(2) in paragraph (3), by striking “172,148’* and
inserting ““172,600’’; and

(3) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘“360,877"* and
inserting ‘*357,000"".

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by subsection (a) shall take effect on October 1,
2000.

SEC. 403. ADJUSTMENT TO END STRENGTH
FLEXIBILITY AUTHORITY.

Section 691(e) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended by inserting ‘‘or greater than’’ after
“‘identical to’.

Subtitle B—Reserve Forces

SEC. 411. END STRENGTHS FOR SELECTED RE-
SERVE.

(&) IN GENERAL.—The Armed Forces are au-
thorized strengths for Selected Reserve per-
sonnel of the reserve components as of Sep-
tember 30, 2001, as follows:

(1) The Army National Guard of the United
States, 350,526.

(2) The Army Reserve, 205,300.

(3) The Naval Reserve, 88,900.

(4) The Marine Corps Reserve, 39,558.

(5) The Air National Guard of the United
States, 108,000.

(6) The Air Force Reserve, 74,358.

(7) The Coast Guard Reserve, 8,000.
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(b) ADJUSTMENTS.—The end strengths pre-
scribed by subsection (a) for the Selected Re-
serve of any reserve component shall be propor-
tionately reduced by—

(1) the total authorized strength of units orga-
nized to serve as units of the Selected Reserve of
such component which are on active duty (other
than for training) at the end of the fiscal year;
and
(2) the total number of individual members not
in units organized to serve as units of the Se-
lected Reserve of such component who are on
active duty (other than for training or for un-
satisfactory participation in training) without
their consent at the end of the fiscal year.
Whenever such units or such individual mem-
bers are released from active duty during any
fiscal year, the end strength prescribed for such
fiscal year for the Selected Reserve of such re-
serve component shall be proportionately in-
creased by the total authorized strengths of
such units and by the total number of such indi-
vidual members.

SEC. 412. END STRENGTHS FOR RESERVES ON AC-
TIVE DUTY IN SUPPORT OF THE RE-
SERVES.

Within the end strengths prescribed in section
411(a), the reserve components of the Armed
Forces are authorized, as of September 30, 2001,
the following number of Reserves to be serving
on full-time active duty or full-time duty, in the
case of members of the National Guard, for the
purpose of organizing, administering, recruiting,
instructing, or training the reserve components:

(1) The Army National Guard of the United
States, 22,974.

(2) The Army Reserve, 13,106.

(3) The Naval Reserve, 14,649.

(4) The Marine Corps Reserve, 2,261.

(5) The Air National Guard of the United
States, 11,148.

(6) The Air Force Reserve, 1,336.

SEC. 413. END STRENGTHS FOR MILITARY TECH-
NICIANS (DUAL STATUS).

The minimum number of military technicians
(dual status) as of the last day of fiscal year
2001 for the reserve components of the Army and
the Air Force (notwithstanding section 129 of
title 10, United States Code) shall be the fol-
lowing:

(1) For the Army Reserve, 5,921.

(2) For the Army National
United States, 23,129.

(3) For the Air Force Reserve, 9,785.

(4) For the Air National Guard of the United
States, 22,247.

SEC. 414. INCREASE IN NUMBERS OF MEMBERS
IN CERTAIN GRADES AUTHORIZED
TO BE ON ACTIVE DUTY IN SUPPORT
OF THE RESERVES.

(a) OFFICERS.—The table in section 12011(a) of
title 10, United States Code, is amended to read
as follows:

Guard of the

Air Ma-
“Grade Army | Navy | zoe.o | rine
Corps
Major or Lieutenant
Commander .......... 3,405 1,071 998 140
Lieutenant Colonel
or Commander ...... 1,830 520 859 90
Colonel or Navy Cap-
tain ... 547 188 317 30"

(b) SENIOR ENLISTED MEMBERS.—The table in
section 12012(a) of such title is amended to read
as follows:

Air | Ma

“Grade Army | Navy | £oree | rine
Corps

E-Q i 866 202 502 20
E-8 iirireieieieee 2,966 429 | 1,131 947,

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall take effect on October 1,
2000.
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Subtitle C—Authorization of Appropriations
SEC. 421. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS
FOR MILITARY PERSONNEL.

There is hereby authorized to be appropriated
to the Department of Defense for military per-
sonnel for fiscal year 2001 a total of
$75,801,666,000. The authorization in the pre-
ceding sentence supersedes any other authoriza-
tion of appropriations (definite or indefinite) for
such purpose for fiscal year 2001.

TITLE V—MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY
Subtitle A—General Personnel Management
Authorities
SEC. 501. AUTHORITY FOR SECRETARY OF DE-
FENSE TO SUSPEND CERTAIN PER-
SONNEL STRENGTH LIMITATIONS
DURING WAR OR NATIONAL EMER-

GENCY.

(a) SENIOR ENLISTED MEMBERS ON ACTIVE
DuTY.—Section 517 of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subsection:

““(c) Whenever under section 527 of this title
the President may suspend the operation of any
provision of section 523, 525, or 526 of this title,
the Secretary of Defense may suspend the oper-
ation of any provision of this section. Any such
suspension shall, if not sooner ended, end in the
manner specified in section 527 for a suspension
under that section.”.

(b) FIELD GRADE RESERVE COMPONENT OFFI-
CERS.—Section 12011 of such title is amended by
adding at the end the following new subsection:

““(c) Whenever under section 527 of this title
the President may suspend the operation of any
provision of section 523, 525, or 526 of this title,
the Secretary of Defense may suspend the oper-
ation of any provision of this section. Any such
suspension shall, if not sooner ended, end in the
manner specified in section 527 for a suspension
under that section.”.

(c) SENIOR ENLISTED MEMBER IN RESERVE
COMPONENTS.—Section 12012 of such title is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

““(c) Whenever under section 527 of this title
the President may suspend the operation of any
provision of section 523, 525, or 526 of this title,
the Secretary of Defense may suspend the oper-
ation of any provision of this section. Any such
suspension shall, if not sooner ended, end in the
manner specified in section 527 for a suspension
under that section.”.

SEC. 502. AUTHORITY TO ISSUE POSTHUMOUS
COMMISSIONS IN THE CASE OF MEM-
BERS DYING BEFORE OFFICIAL REC-
OMMENDATION FOR APPOINTMENT
OR PROMOTION IS APPROVED BY
SECRETARY CONCERNED.

(a) REPEAL OF LIMITATION TO DEATHS OCCUR-
RING AFTER SECRETARIAL APPROVAL.—Sub-
section (a)(3) of section 1521 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by striking “‘and the
recommendation for whose appointment or pro-
motion was approved by the Secretary con-
cerned”’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE OF COMMISSION.—Sub-
section (b) of such section is amended by strik-
ing ‘“‘approval’’ both places it appears and in-
serting ‘‘official recommendation”.

SEC. 503. TECHNICAL CORRECTION TO RETIRED
GRADE RULE FOR ARMY AND AIR
FORCE OFFICERS.

(a) ARMY.—Section 3961(a) of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘or for non-
regular service under chapter 1223 of this title’.

(b) AIR FORCE.—Section 8961(a) of such title is
amended by striking ‘“‘or for nonregular service
under chapter 1223 of this title™”.

(c) EFFeCTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by subsections (a) and (b) shall apply to Reserve
officers who are promoted to a higher grade as
a result of selection for promotion under chapter
36 or chapter 1405 of title 10, United States
Code, or having been found qualified for Fed-
eral recognition in a higher grade under chapter
3 of title 32, United States Code, after October 5,
1994.
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SEC. 504. EXTENSION TO END OF CALENDAR
YEAR OF EXPIRATION DATE FOR
CERTAIN FORCE DRAWDOWN TRAN-
SITION AUTHORITIES.

(&) EARLY RETIREMENT AUTHORITY FOR AcC-
TIVE FORCE MEMBERS.—Section 4403(i) of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1993 (10 U.S.C. 1293 note) is amended by
striking ‘‘October 1, 2001”” and inserting ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2001°".

(b) SSB AND VSI.—Sections 1174a(h) and
1175(d)(3) of title 10, United States Code, are
amended by striking ‘‘September 30, 2001 and
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2001".

(C) SELECTIVE EARLY RETIREMENT BOARDS.—
Section 638a(a) of such title is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘September 30, 2001* and inserting ‘‘Decem-
ber 31, 2001"".

(d) TIME-IN-GRADE REQUIREMENT FOR RETEN-
TION OF GRADE UPON VOLUNTARY RETIRE-
MENT.—Section 1370(a)(2)(A) of such title is
amended by striking ‘“‘September 30, 2001’ and
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2001"".

(e) MINIMUM COMMISSIONED SERVICE FOR
VOLUNTARY RETIREMENT AS AN OFFICER.—Sec-
tions 3911(b), 6323(a)(2), and 8911(b) of such title
are amended by striking ‘‘September 30, 2001
and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2001"".

(f) TRAVEL, TRANSPORTATION, AND STORAGE
BENEFITS.—Sections 404(c)(1)(C), 404(f)(2)(B)(v),
406(a)(2)(B)(v), and 406(g)(1)(C) of title 37,
United States Code, and section 503(c) of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1991 (37 U.S.C. 406 note) are amended by
striking ‘‘September 30, 2001” and inserting
‘‘December 31, 2001”.

(g) EDUCATIONAL LEAVE FOR PUBLIC AND
COMMUNITY SERVICE.—Section 4463(f) of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1993 (10 U.S.C. 1143a note) is amended by
striking ‘‘September 30, 2001 and inserting
‘‘December 31, 2001".

(h) TRANSITIONAL HEALTH BENEFITS.—Sub-
sections (a)(1), (c)(1), and (e) of section 1145 of
title 10, United States Code, are amended by
striking ‘‘September 30, 2001 and inserting
“‘December 31, 2001".

(i) TRANSITIONAL COMMISSARY AND EXCHANGE
BENEFITS.—Section 1146 of such title is amended
by striking ‘‘September 30, 2001’" both places it
appears and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2001".

(J) TRANSITIONAL USE OF MILITARY HOUS-
ING.—Paragraphs (1) and (2) of section 1147(a)
of such title are amended by striking ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2001 and inserting ‘‘December 31,
2001"".

(k) CONTINUED ENROLLMENT OF DEPENDENTS
IN DEFENSE DEPENDENTS’ EDUCATION SYSTEM.—
Section 1407(c)(1) of the Defense Dependents’
Education Act of 1978 (20 U.S.C. 926(c)(1)) is
amended by striking ‘“‘September 30, 2001’ and
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2001"".

(I) FORCE REDUCTION TRANSITION PERIOD
DEFINITION.—Section 4411 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (10
U.S.C. 12681 note) is amended by striking “‘Sep-
tember 30, 2001 and inserting ‘‘December 31,
2001,

(m) TEMPORARY SPECIAL AUTHORITY FOR
FORCE REDUCTION PERIOD RETIREMENTS.—Sec-
tion 4416(b)(1) of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (10 U.S.C. 12681
note) is amended by striking ‘“‘October 1, 2001’
and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2001"".

(n) RETIRED PAY FOR NON-REGULAR SERV-
ICE.—(1) Section 12731(f) of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘September
30, 2001’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2001"".

(2) Section 12731a of such title is amended in
subsections (a)(1)(B) and (b) by striking ‘‘Octo-
ber 1, 2001 and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2001"".

(0) REDUCTION OF TIME-IN-GRADE REQUIRE-
MENT FOR RETENTION OF GRADE UPON VOL-
UNTARY RETIREMENT.—Section 1370(d)(5) of
such title is amended by striking ‘‘September 30,
2001 and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2001".

(p) AFFILIATION WITH GUARD AND RESERVE
UNITS; WAIVER OF CERTAIN LIMITATIONS.—Sec-
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tion 1150(a) of such title is amended by striking

‘“‘September 30, 2001”" and inserting ‘‘December

31, 2001
(q) RESERVE MONTGOMERY Gl BILL.—Section

16133(b)(1)(B) of such title is amended by strik-

ing ‘‘September 30, 2001”" and inserting ‘‘Decem-

ber 31, 2001"".

SEC. 505. CLARIFICATION OF REQUIREMENTS

FOR COMPOSITION OF ACTIVE-DUTY
LIST SELECTION BOARDS WHEN RE-
SERVE OFFICERS ARE UNDER CON-
SIDERATION.

(a) CLARIFICATION.—Section 612(a) of title 10,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—

(A) by striking ‘““who are on the active-duty
list”” in the second sentence; and

(B) by inserting after the second sentence the
following new sentence: ‘“‘Each member of a se-
lection board (except as provided in paragraphs
(2), (3), and (4)) shall be an officer on the ac-
tive-duty list.”’; and

(2) in paragraph (3)—

(A) by striking ‘‘of that armed force, with the
exact number of reserve officers to be”” and in-
serting ‘‘of that armed force on active duty
(whether or not on the active-duty list). The ac-
tual number of reserve officers shall be’’; and

(B) by striking ‘“‘his discretion, except that”
and inserting ‘‘the Secretary’s discretion. Not-
withstanding the first sentence of this para-
graph,”.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by subsection (a) shall apply to any selection
board convened under section 611(a) of title 10,
United States Code, on or after August 1, 1981.
SEC. 506. VOLUNTARY SEPARATION INCENTIVE.

(a) AUTHORITY FOR TERMINATION UPON ENTI-
TLEMENT TO RETIRED PAY.—Section 1175(e)(3) of
title 10, United States Code, is amended—

(1) inserting “‘(A)’’ after **(3)”’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraph:

“(B) If a member is receiving simultaneous
voluntary separation incentive payments and
retired or retainer pay, the member may elect to
terminate the receipt of voluntary separation in-
centive payments. Any such election is perma-
nent and irrevocable. The rate of monthly
recoupment from retired or retainer pay of vol-
untary separation incentive payments received
after such an election shall be reduced by a per-
centage that is equal to a fraction with a de-
nominator equal to the number of months that
the voluntary separation incentive payments
were scheduled to be paid and a numerator
equal to the number of months that would not
be paid as a result of the member’s decision to
terminate the voluntary separation incentive.””.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Subparagraph (B) of
section 1175(e)(3) of title 10, United States Code,
as added by subsection (a), shall apply with re-
spect to decisions by members to terminate vol-
untary separation incentive payments under
section 1175 of title 10, United States Code, to be
effective after September 30, 2000.

SEC. 507. CONGRESSIONAL REVIEW PERIOD FOR

ASSIGNMENT OF WOMEN TO DUTY
ON SUBMARINES AND FOR ANY PRO-
POSED RECONFIGURATION OR DE-
SIGN OF SUBMARINES TO ACCOMMO-
DATE FEMALE CREW MEMBERS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) Chapter 555 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:

“§6035. Female members: congressional re-
view period for assignment to duty on sub-
marines or for reconfiguration of sub-
marines
““(a) No change in the Department of the

Navy policy limiting service on submarines to

males, as in effect on May 10, 2000, may take ef-

fect until—

““(1) the Secretary of Defense submits to Con-
gress written notice of the proposed change; and

““(2) a period of 120 days of continuous session
of Congress expires following the date on which
the notice is received.
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““(b) No funds available to the Department of
the Navy may be expended to reconfigure any
existing submarine, or to design any new sub-
marine, to accommodate female crew members
until—

““(1) the Secretary of Defense submits to Con-
gress written notice of the proposed reconfigura-
tion or design; and

““(2) a period of 120 days of continuous session
of Congress expires following the date on which
the notice is received.

“‘(c) For purposes of this section—

““(1) the continuity of a session of Congress is
broken only by an adjournment of the Congress
sine die; and

““(2) the days on which either House of Con-
gress is not in session because of an adjourn-
ment of more than three days to a day certain
are excluded in the computation of such 120-day
period.”.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by adding at the end
the following new item:

““6035. Female members: congressional review pe-
riod for assignment to duty on
submarines or for reconfiguration
of submarines.””.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section
542(a)(1) of the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (10 U.S.C. 113 note) is
amended by inserting “‘or by section 6035 of title
10, United States Code’ after ‘‘Except in a case
covered by subsection (b)”’.

Subtitle B—Reserve Component Personnel
Policy
SEC. 511. EXEMPTION FROM ACTIVE-DUTY LIST
FOR RESERVE OFFICERS ON ACTIVE
DUTY FOR A PERIOD OF THREE
YEARS OR LESS.

Section 641(1) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) by redesignating subparagraphs (D)
through (G) as subparagraphs (E) through (H),
respectively; and

(2) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the
following new subparagraph:

““(D) on the reserve active-status list who are
on active duty under section 12301(d) of this
title, other than as provided in subparagraph
(C), under a call or order to active duty speci-
fying a period of three years or less;”.

SEC. 512. EXEMPTION OF RESERVE COMPONENT

MEDICAL AND DENTAL OFFICERS
FROM COUNTING IN GRADE
STRENGTHS.

Section 12005(a)(1) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new sentence: ‘“Medical officers and den-
tal officers shall be excluded in computing and
determining the authorized strengths under this
subsection.””.

SEC. 513. CONTINUATION OF OFFICERS ON THE
RESERVE ACTIVE STATUS LIST WITH-
OUT REQUIREMENT FOR APPLICA-
TION.

Section 14701(a) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by striking “Upon applica-
tion, a reserve officer’” and inserting ““A reserve
officer”’.

SEC. 514. AUTHORITY TO RETAIN RESERVE COM-
PONENT CHAPLAINS AND OFFICERS
IN MEDICAL SPECIALTIES UNTIL
SPECIFIED AGE.

Section 14703(a)(3) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘veterinary offi-
cers” and all that follows through the period
and inserting “‘Air Force nurse, Medical Service
Corps officer, biomedical sciences officer, or
chaplain.”.

SEC. 515. AUTHORITY FOR TEMPORARY INCREASE
IN NUMBER OF RESERVE COMPO-
NENT PERSONNEL SERVING ON AC-
TIVE DUTY OR FULL-TIME NATIONAL
GUARD DUTY IN CERTAIN GRADES.

(a) FIELD GRADE OFFICERS.—Section 12011 of
title 10, United States Code, as amended by sec-
tion 501(b), is amended by adding at the end the
following new subsection:
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““(d) Upon a determination by the Secretary of
Defense that such action is in the national in-
terest, the Secretary may increase the number of
officers serving in any grade for a fiscal year
pursuant to subsection (a) by not more than the
percent authorized by the Secretary under sec-
tion 115(c)(2) of this title.”.

(b) SENIOR ENLISTED MEMBERS.—Section 12012
of such title, as amended by section 501(c), is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

““(d) Upon a determination by the Secretary of
Defense that such action is in the national in-
terest, the Secretary may increase the number of
enlisted members serving in any grade for a fis-
cal year pursuant to subsection (a) by not more
than the percent authorized by the Secretary
under section 115(c)(2) of this title.””.

SEC. 516. AUTHORITY FOR PROVISION OF LEGAL
SERVICES TO RESERVE COMPONENT
MEMBERS FOLLOWING RELEASE
FROM ACTIVE DUTY.

(a) LEGAL SERVICES.—Section 1044(a) of title
10, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraph (4) as para-
graph (5); and

(2) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

““(4) Members of a reserve component not cov-
ered by paragraph (1) or (2), but only during a
period, following a release from active duty
under a call or order to active duty for more
than 29 days under a mobilization authority (as
determined by the Secretary of Defense), that is
not in excess of twice the length of time served
on active duty.”’.

(b) DEPENDENTS.—Paragraph (5) of such sec-
tion 1044(a) (as redesignated by subsection (a))
is amended by striking ‘“‘and (3)’" and inserting
“(3), and (4)".

(c) IMPLEMENTING REGULATIONS.—Regulations
to implement the amendments made by sub-
sections (a) and (b) shall be prescribed not later
than 180 days after the date of the enactment of
this Act.

SEC. 517. ENTITLEMENT TO SEPARATION PAY FOR
RESERVE  OFFICERS  RELEASED
FROM ACTIVE DUTY UPON DECLIN-
ING SELECTIVE CONTINUATION ON
ACTIVE DUTY AFTER SECOND FAIL-
URE OF SELECTION FOR PRO-
MOTION.

(a) DISCHARGE OR RELEASE TO BE CONSID-
ERED INVOLUNTARY.—Section 1174(c) of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new paragraph:

‘“(4) The discharge or release from active duty
of an officer under a law or regulation requiring
that an officer who has failed of selection for
promotion to the next higher grade for the sec-
ond time, or who declines continuation on ac-
tive duty after such a failure, be discharged or
released from active duty shall be considered to
be involuntary for purposes of paragraph
BA).".

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Paragraph (4) of sec-
tion 1174(c) of title 10, United States Code, as
added by subsection (a), shall apply with re-
spect to an offer for selective continuation on
active duty that is declined on or after the date
of the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 518. EXTENSION OF INVOLUNTARY CIVIL
SERVICE RETIREMENT DATE FOR
CERTAIN RESERVE TECHNICIANS.

(a) MANDATORY RETIREMENT NOT APPLICABLE
UNTIL AGE 60.—Section 10218 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) by inserting ““and is age 60 or older at that
time” after ‘‘unreduced annuity’’ in paragraph
(2);

(B) by inserting ‘“‘or is under age 60 at that
time” after ‘“‘unreduced annuity’’ in paragraph
®3)(A); and

(C) by inserting ““and becoming 60 years of
age’” after ‘““unreduced annuity’ in paragraph
@)(B)(ih(1); and

(2) in subsection (b)—
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(A) by inserting ‘“‘and is age 60 or older’ after
““‘unreduced annuity’’ in paragraph (1);

(B) by inserting ‘“‘or is under age 60" after
““‘unreduced annuity’’ in paragraph (2)(A); and

(C) by inserting ‘““‘and becoming 60 years of
age’’ after “‘unreduced annuity’’ in paragraph
@@B)[nM.

(b) TRANSITION PROVISION.—(1) An individual
who before the date of the enactment of this Act
was involuntarily separated or retired from em-
ployment as an Army Reserve or Air Force Re-
serve technician under section 10218 of title 10,
United States Code, and who would not have
been so separated if the provisions of subsection
(c) of that section, as amended by subsection
(a), had been in effect at the time of such sepa-
ration may, with the approval of the Secretary
concerned, be reinstated to the technician status
held by that individual immediately before that
separation.

(2) The authority under paragraph (1) applies
only to reinstatement for which an application
is received by the Secretary concerned before the
end of the one-year period beginning on the
date of the enactment of this Act.

Subtitle C—Education and Training
SEC. 521. COLLEGE TUITION ASSISTANCE PRO-
GRAM FOR PURSUIT OF DEGREES BY
MEMBERS OF THE MARINE CORPS
PLATOON LEADERS CLASS PRO-
GRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 16401 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended as follows:

(1) The section heading is amended to read as
follows:

“§16401. Marine Corps Platoon Leaders Class
program: college tuition assistance pro-
gram’.

(2) Subsection (a) is amended—

(A) by striking ‘““FINANCIAL” in the subsection
heading and inserting ‘“COLLEGE TUITION"’;

(B) by striking ‘“‘an eligible enlisted’” in the
matter preceding paragraph (1) and inserting
“a’”; and

(C) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘three’” and
inserting ‘“four”.

(3) Subsection (b)(1) is amended—

(A) by striking ““‘an enlisted’” and inserting

(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘““an offi-
cer candidate in’’ and inserting ‘‘a member of’’;

(C) by striking subparagraph (B) and redesig-
nating subparagraphs (C) and (D) as subpara-
graphs (B) and (C), respectively; and

(D) in subparagraph (C) (as so redesignated),
by striking ““(3)’” and inserting ““(2)”.

(4) Subsection (b) is amended by striking para-
graph (2) and redesignating paragraph (3) as
paragraph (2).

(5) Subsection (f)(1) is amended by striking ‘A
member’” and inserting ‘“‘An enlisted member’’.

(b) COMPUTATION OF CREDITABLE SERVICE.—
Section 205(f) of title 37, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘“‘section 12209’ and inserting
“‘section 12203’’; and

(2) by striking ““a member’” and inserting ‘‘an
enlisted member”’.

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The item relating
to section 16401 in the table of sections at the be-
ginning of chapter 1611 of such title is amended
to read as follows:

““16401. Marine Corps Platoon Leaders Class
program: college tuition assist-
ance program.”.

SEC. 522. REVIEW OF ALLOCATION OF JUNIOR RE-

SERVE OFFICERS TRAINING CORPS
UNITS AMONG THE SERVICES.

(a) REALLOCATION OF JROTC UNITS.—Not
later than March 31, 2001, the Secretary of De-
fense shall—

(1) review the allocation among the military
departments of the statutory maximum number
of Junior Reserve Officers’ Training Corps
(JROTC) units; and

(2) redistribute the allocation of those units
planned (as of the date of the enactment of this
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Act) for fiscal years 2001 through 2006 so as to
increase the number of units for a military de-
partment that proposes to more quickly elimi-
nate the current waiting list for such units and
to commit the necessary resources for that pur-
pose.

(b) PROPOSAL FOR INCREASE IN STATUTORY
MAXIMUM.—If, based on the review under sub-
section (a) and the redistribution of the alloca-
tion of JROTC units under that subsection, the
Secretary determines that an increase in the
statutory maximum number of such units is
warranted, the Secretary shall include a pro-
posal for such an increase in the budget pro-
posal of the Department of Defense for fiscal
year 2002.
SEC. 523. AUTHORITY FOR NAVAL POST-
GRADUATE SCHOOL TO ENROLL
CERTAIN DEFENSE INDUSTRY CIVIL-
IANS IN SPECIFIED PROGRAMS RE-
LATING TO DEFENSE PRODUCT DE-
VELOPMENT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) Chapter 605 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:

“§ 7049. Defense industry civilians: admission
to defense product development program

““(a) AUTHORITY FOR ADMISSION.—The Sec-
retary of the Navy may permit eligible defense
industry employees to receive instruction at the
Naval Postgraduate School in accordance with
this section. Any such defense industry em-
ployee may only be enrolled in, and may only be
provided instruction in, a program leading to a
masters’s degree in a curriculum related to de-
fense product development. No more than 10
such defense industry employees may be en-
rolled at any one time. Upon successful comple-
tion of the course of instruction in which en-
rolled, any such defense industry employee may
be awarded an appropriate degree under section
7048 of this title.

““(b) ELIGIBLE DEFENSE INDUSTRY EMPLOY-
EES.—For purposes of this section, an eligible
defense industry employee is an individual em-
ployed by a private firm that is engaged in pro-
viding to the Department of Defense significant
and substantial defense-related systems, prod-
ucts, or services. A defense industry employee
admitted for instruction at the school remains
eligible for such instruction only so long at that
person remains employed by the same firm.

““(c) ANNUAL CERTIFICATION BY THE SEC-
RETARY OF THE NAvy.—Defense industry em-
ployees may receive instruction at the school
during any academic year only if, before the
start of that academic year, the Secretary of the
Navy determines, and certifies to the Committee
on Armed Services of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on Armed Services of the House of Rep-
resentatives, that providing instruction to de-
fense industry employees under this section dur-
ing that year—

“(1) will further the military mission of the
school;

“(2) will enhance the ability of the Depart-
ment of Defense and defense-oriented private
sector contractors engaged in the design and de-
velopment of defense systems to reduce the prod-
uct and project lead times required to bring such
systems to initial operational capability; and

“(3) will be done on a space-available basis
and not require an increase in the size of the
faculty of the school, an increase in the course
offerings of the school, or an increase in the lab-
oratory facilities or other infrastructure of the
school.

“‘(d) PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS.—The Secretary
of the Navy shall ensure that—

““(1) the curriculum for the defense product
development program in which defense industry
employees may be enrolled under this section is
not readily available through other schools and
concentrates on defense product development
functions that are conducted by military organi-
zations and defense contractors working in close
cooperation; and
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““(2) the course offerings at the school con-
tinue to be determined solely by the needs of the
Department of Defense.

‘“(e) TUITION.—The Superintendent of the
school shall charge tuition for students enrolled
under this section at a rate not less than the
rate charged for employees of the United States
outside the Department of the Navy.

““(f) STANDARDS OF CONDUCT.—While receiv-
ing instruction at the school, students enrolled
under this section, to the extent practicable, are
subject to the same regulations governing aca-
demic performance, attendance, norms of behav-
ior, and enrollment as apply to Government ci-
vilian employees receiving instruction at the
school.

““(g) USe oF FUNDS.—Amounts received by the
school for instruction of students enrolled under
this section shall be retained by the school to
defray the costs of such instruction. The source,
and the disposition, of such funds shall be spe-
cifically identified in records of the school.”.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by adding at the end
the following new item:

*“7049. Defense industry civilians: admission to
defense product development pro-
gram.”.

(b) PROGRAM EVALUATION AND REPORT.—(1)
Before the start of the fourth year of instruc-
tion, but no earlier than the start of the third
year of instruction, of defense industry employ-
ees at the Naval Postgraduate School under sec-
tion 7049 of title 10, United States Code, as
added by subsection (a), the Secretary of the
Navy shall conduct an evaluation of the admis-
sion of such students under that section. The
evaluation shall include the following:

(A) An assessment of whether the authority
for instruction of nongovernment civilians at
the school has resulted in a discernible benefit
for the Government.

(B) Determination of whether the receipt and
disposition of funds received by the school as
tuition for instruction of such civilians at the
school have been properly identified in records
of the school.

(C) An assessment of the disposition of those
funds.

(D) An assessment of whether instruction of
such civilians at the school is in the best inter-
ests of the Government.

(2) Not later than 30 days after completing the
evaluation referred to in paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary of the Navy shall submit to the Secretary
of Defense a report on the program under such
section. The report shall include—

(A) the results of the evaluation under para-
graph (1);

(B) the Secretary’s conclusions and rec-
ommendation with respect to continuing to
allow nongovernment civilians to receive in-
struction and the Naval Postgraduate School as
part of a program related to defense product de-
velopment; and

(C) any proposals for legislative changes rec-
ommended by the Secretary.

(3) Not later than 60 days after receiving the
report of the Secretary of the Navy under para-
graph (2), the Secretary of Defense shall submit
the report, together with any comments that the
Secretary considers appropriate, to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services of the Senate and the
Committee on Armed Services of the House of
Representatives.

Subtitle D—Decorations, Awards, and
Commendations

SEC. 531. AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF THE MEDAL
OF HONOR TO ANDREW J. SMITH

FOR VALOR DURING THE CIVIL WAR.

(&) WAIVER OF TIME LIMITATIONS.—Notwith-
standing the time limitations specified in section
3744 of title 10, United States Code, or any other
time limitation with respect to the awarding of
certain medals to persons who served in the mili-
tary service, the President may award the medal
of honor, posthumously, under section 3741 of
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that title to Andrew J. Smith of Clinton, Illinois,

for the acts of valor during the Civil War de-

scribed in subsection (b).

(b) AcTION DESCRIBED.—The acts of valor re-
ferred to in subsection (a) are the actions of An-
drew J. Smith during the Civil War on November
30, 1864, while serving as an infantry corporal
in the 55th Massachusetts Voluntary Infantry
during the Battle of Honey Hill in South Caro-
lina.

SEC. 532. AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF THE MEDAL

OF HONOR TO ED W. FREEMAN FOR
VALOR DURING THE VIETNAM CON-
FLICT.

(a) WAIVER OF TIME LIMITATIONS.—Notwith-
standing the time limitations specified in section
3744 of title 10, United States Code, or any other
time limitation with respect to the awarding of
certain medals to persons who served in the mili-
tary service, the President may award the
Medal of Honor, posthumously, under section
3741 of that title to Ed W. Freeman of Boise,
Idaho, for the acts of valor during the Vietnam
Conflict described in subsection (b).

(b) AcTiON DESCRIBED.—The acts of valor re-
ferred to in subsection (a) are the actions of Ed
W. Freeman on November 14, 1965, as a flight
leader and second in command of a 16-helicopter
lift unit, serving in the grade of captain at
Landing Zone X-Ray in the battle of the
laDrang Valley, Republic of Vietnam, with
Alpha Company, 229th Assault Helicopter Bat-
talion, 101st Cavalry Division (Airmobile).

SEC. 533. CONSIDERATION OF PROPOSALS FOR

POSTHUMOUS OR HONORARY PRO-
MOTIONS OR APPOINTMENTS OF
MEMBERS OR FORMER MEMBERS OF
THE ARMED FORCES AND OTHER
QUALIFIED PERSONS.

(@) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 80 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:

“§ 1563. Consideration of proposals for post-
humous and honorary promotions and ap-
pointments: procedures for review and rec-
ommendation
““(a) REVIEW BY SECRETARY CONCERNED.—

Upon request of a Member of Congress, the Sec-

retary concerned shall review a proposal for the

posthumous or honorary promotion or appoint-
ment of a member or former member of the armed
forces, or any other person considered qualified,
that is not otherwise authorized by law. Based

upon such review, the Secretary shall make a

determination as to the merits of approving the

posthumous or honorary promotion or appoint-
ment and the other determinations necessary to

comply with subsection (b).

““(b) NOTICE OF RESULTS OF REVIEW.—Upon
making a determination under subsection (a) as
to the merits of approving the posthumous or
honorary promotion or appointment, the Sec-
retary concerned shall submit to the Committee
on Armed Services of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on Armed Services of the House of Rep-
resentatives and to the requesting Member of
Congress notice in writing of one of the fol-
lowing:

‘(1) The posthumous or honorary promotion
or appointment does not warrant approval on
the merits.

““(2) The posthumous or honorary promotion
or appointment warrants approval and author-
ization by law for the promotion or appointment
is recommended.

““(3) The posthumous or honorary promotion
or appointment warrants approval on the merits
and has been recommended to the President as
an exception to policy.

““(4) The posthumous or honorary promotion
or appointment warrants approval on the merits
and authorization by law for the promotion or
appointment is required but is not recommended.
A notice under paragraph (1) or (4) shall be ac-
companied by a statement of the reasons for the
decision of the Secretary.

‘“(c) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term
‘Member of Congress’ means—
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““(1) a Senator; or

“(2) a Representative in, or a Delegate or
Resident Commissioner to, Congress.””.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:
‘“1563. Consideration of proposals for post-

humous and honorary promotions
and appointments: procedures for
review and recommendation.”.
SEC. 534. WAIVER OF TIME LIMITATIONS FOR
AWARD OF NAVY DISTINGUISHED
FLYING CROSS TO CERTAIN PER-
SONS.

(a) WAIVER.—AnNy limitation established by
law or policy for the time within which a rec-
ommendation for the award of a military deco-
ration or award must be submitted shall not
apply to awards of decorations described in this
section, the award of each such decoration hav-
ing been determined by the Secretary concerned
to be warranted in accordance with section 1130
of title 10, United States Code.

(b) DISTINGUISHED FLYING CROSS.—Subsection
(a) applies to the award of the Distinguished
Flying Cross for service during World War 11 or
Korea (including multiple awards to the same
individual) in the case of each individual con-
cerning whom the Secretary of the Navy (or an
officer of the Navy acting on behalf of the Sec-
retary) submitted to the Committee on Armed
Services of the House of Representatives and the
Committee on Armed Services of the Senate, dur-
ing the period beginning on October 5, 1999, and
ending on the day before the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, a notice as provided in section
1130(b) of title 10, United States Code, that the
award of the Distinguished Flying Cross to that
individual is warranted and that a waiver of
time restrictions prescribed by law for rec-
ommendation for such award is recommended.
SEC. 535. ADDITION OF CERTAIN INFORMATION

TO MARKERS ON GRAVES CON-
TAINING REMAINS OF CERTAIN UN-
KNOWNS FROM THE U.S.S. ARIZONA
WHO DIED IN THE JAPANESE AT-
TACK ON PEARL HARBOR ON DECEM-
BER 7, 1941.

(a) INFORMATION TO BE PROVIDED SECRETARY
OF VETERANS AFFAIRS.—The Secretary of the
Army shall provide to the Secretary of Veterans
Affairs certain information, as specified in sub-
section (b), pertaining to the remains of certain
unknown persons that are interred in the Na-
tional Memorial Cemetery of the Pacific, Hono-
lulu, Hawaii. The Secretary of Veterans Affairs
shall add to the inscriptions on the markers on
the graves containing those remains the infor-
mation provided.

(b) INFORMATION TO BE ADDED—The informa-
tion to be added to grave markers under sub-
section (a)—

(1) shall be determined by the Secretary of the
Army, based on a review of the information
that, as of the date of the enactment of this Act,
has been authenticated by the director of the
Navy Historical Center, Washington, D.C., per-
taining to the interment of remains of certain
unknown casualties from the U.S.S. Arizona
who died as a result of the Japanese attack on
Pearl Harbor on December 7, 1941; and

(2) shall, at a minimum, indicate that the in-
terred remains are from the U.S.S. Arizona.

(c) LIMITATION OF SCOPE OF SECTION.—This
section does not impose any requirement on the
Secretary of the Army to undertake a review of
any information pertaining to the interred re-
mains of any unknown person other than as
provided in subsection (b).

SEC. 536. SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING
FINAL CREW OF U.S.S. INDIANAP-
OLIS.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the following:

(1) Shortly after midnight on the night of July
30, 1945, during the closing days of World War
11, the United States Navy heavy cruiser U.S.S.
INDIANAPOLIS (CA-35) was torpedoed and
sunk by a Japanese submarine.
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(2) Of the 1,196 crew members, only 316 sur-
vived the attack and subsequent five-day ordeal
adrift at sea, the rest dying from battle wounds,
drowning, shark attacks, exposure, or lack of
food and water, making the sinking of the IN-
DIANAPOLIS the worst sea disaster in United
States naval history.

(3) Following the rescue of the surviving crew
members, the commanding officer of the INDI-
ANAPOLIS, Captain Charles Butler McVay 111,
who survived the sinking and the ordeal at sea,
was charged with ““‘suffering a vessel to be haz-
arded through negligence”” and was convicted
by a court-martial of that charge, notwith-
standing a great many extenuating cir-
cumstances, some of which were not presented
at the court-martial trial.

(4) Captain McVay had an excellent record
throughout his naval career before the sinking
of the INDIANAPOLIS, beginning with his
graduation from the United States Naval Acad-
emy in 1919 and including an excellent combat
record that included participation in the land-
ings in North Africa and award of the Silver
Star for courage under fire earned during the
Solomon Islands campaign.

(5) After assuming command of the INDIAN-
APOLIS on November 18, 1944, Captain McVay
led the ship during her participation in the as-
saults on Iwo Jima and Okinawa.

(6) During the latter assault, the INDIANAP-
OLIS suffered a damaging kamikaze attack
which penetrated the ship’s hull, but the ship
was made seaworthy and skillfully returned by
Captain McVay and her crew to San Francisco
for repairs.

(7) Following completion of those repairs, the
INDIANAPOLIS was given the mission of trans-
porting to the island of Tinian vital parts of the
atomic bomb which was dropped on Hiroshima,
a mission which was completed successfully on
July 26, 1945, at a record average speed of 29
knots.

(8) Following the accomplishment of that mis-
sion, the INDIANAPOLLIS sailed from Tinian to
Guam and from there embarked for Leyte Gulf
in the Philippines to join training with the fleet
assembling for the final assault on the Japanese
mainland.

(9) As the INDIANAPOLIS began its trip
across the Philippine Sea on July 28, 1945, the
war was virtually over in that area of the south
Pacific, with hostilities having moved 1,000 miles
to the north, the Japanese navy’s surface fleet
was nonexistent, and United States naval intel-
ligence reported only four operational Japanese
submarines in the entire Pacific theater of war,
all of which resulted in the state of alert among
shore-based personnel routing and tracking the
INDIANAPOLIS across the Philippine Sea being
affected accordingly.

(10) Before departure from Guam Captain
McVay requested a destroyer escort because his
ship was not equipped with antisubmarine de-
tection devices, but, despite the fact that no
capital ship such as the INDIANAPOLIS had
made the transit between Guam and the Phil-
ippines without escort during World War II,
that request was denied, and a 1996 report by
the Navy’s Judge Advocate General’s office con-
cedes that ““‘Captain McVay and the routing of-
ficer did not discuss the availability of an escort
after the operations officer for
COMMARIANNAS confirmed that an escort was
not necessary”’.

(11) Although Captain McVay was informed
of ““submarine sightings’ in the Philippine Sea,
such sightings were commonplace, and none of
those reported to Captain McVay had been con-
firmed, and at the same time there was a failure
to inform him that a submarine within range of
his path had sunk the U.S.S. UNDERHILL four
days before his departure from Guam.

(12) United States military intelligence activi-
ties, through a code-breaking system called
ULTRA, had learned that the Japanese sub-
marine 1-58 was operating in the Philippine Sea
area, but Captain McVay was not told of this
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intelligence, which remained classified as Top
Secret until the early 1990’s, and this intel-
ligence (and the fact that it was withheld from
Captain McVay when he sailed from Guam) was
not brought to light at his court-martial.

(13) The INDIANAPOLIS was sunk by this
same submarine.

(14) the commander of that submarine,
Mochitsura Hashimoto, testified at the court-
martial that once he had detected the ship, he
would have been able to make a successful tor-
pedo attack whether or not the ship was zig-
zagging.

(15) With visibility severely limited by a heavy
overcast at approximately 11 p.m. on the night
of July 29, 1945, Captain McVay gave the order
to cease zigzagging and retired to his cabin and
shortly after midnight the INDIANAPOLIS was
struck by two torpedoes and sunk within 12
minutes.

(16) The formal charge upon which Captain
McVay was convicted for ‘‘suffering a vessel to
be hazarded through negligence’ contained the
phrase ‘“‘in good visibility”” in reference to the
weather conditions on that night, which is con-
trary to the recollection of all survivors, who re-
call that the visibility was very poor.

(17) After the INDIANAPOLIS was sunk, var-
ious Navy shore offices compounded the pre-
vious errors which had led to the ship being
placed in jeopardy by failing to report the ship’s
overdue arrival, thus leaving the approximately
950 members of the crew who survived the sink-
ing of the ship adrift for four days and five
nights until by chance the survivors were spot-
ted by a routine air patrol.

(18) A court of inquiry to investigate the sink-
ing was convened in Guam on August 13, 1945,
just two weeks after the sinking and nine days
after the survivors were rescued (a date so soon
after the sinking that Captain William Hillbert,
the Navy judge advocate for the inquiry, admit-
ted that the inquiry was so rushed that they
were ‘‘. . . starting the proceedings without
having available all the necessary data’’) and
recommended that Captain McVay be issued a
Letter of Reprimand and that he be court-
martialed.

(19) The headquarters staff of CINCPAC (com-
manded by Fleet Admiral Chester Nimitz) dis-
agreed with the recommendation of the court of
inquiry, stating that in not maintaining a zig-
zag course Captain McVay at worst was guilty
only of an error in judgment and not gross neg-
ligence and concluded that the rule requiring
zigzagging would not have applied in any event
since Captain McVay’s orders gave him discre-
tion on that matter and took precedence over all
other orders (a point that was never made by
Captain McVay’s attorney during the court-
martial).

(20) The Department of the Navy delayed the
announcement of the sinking of the INDIANAP-
OLIS for almost two weeks to coincide with the
announcement of the surrender of Japan, thus
diverting attention from the magnitude of the
disaster and lessening its public impact, and
then, despite opposition by Admiral Nimitz and
Admiral Raymond Spruance (for whom the IN-
DIANAPOLIS had served as flagship), it
brought court-martial charges against Captain
McVay in a rare instance when a commanding
officer’s recommendations are contravened.

(21) Captain McVay thus became the first
United States Navy commanding officer brought
to trial for losing his ship in combat during
World War 11, despite the fact that over 700
ships were lost during World War 11, including
some under questionable circumstances.

(22) Captain McVay was convicted on Feb-
ruary 23, 1946, on the charge of ‘“‘suffering a
vessel to be hazarded through negligence’, thus
permanently damaging his career as a naval of-
ficer, although when Admiral Nimitz was ad-
vanced to the position of Chief of Naval Oper-
ations later that same year, he remitted Captain
McVay’s sentence and restored him to active
duty.
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(23) Following his court-martial conviction,
Captain McVay remained on active duty until
retiring in 1949 upon completion of 30 years of
active naval service, with a final promotion, in
accordance with then-applicable law, to the
grade of rear admiral, effective upon the date of
his retirement.

(24) Rear Admiral Charles Butler McVay 111
(retired), died on November 6, 1968, without hav-
ing been exonerated from responsibility for the
loss of his ship and the lives of 880 members of
her crew.

(25) The survivors of the INDIANAPOLIS still
living have remained steadfast in their support
of the exoneration of Captain McVay.

(26) In 1993, Congress, in section 1165 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1994 (Public Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 1765; 16
U.S.C. 431 note), recognized the memorial to the
U.S.S. INDIANAPOLIS (CA-35) in Indianapolis,
Indiana, as the national memorial to that his-
toric warship and to her final crew.

(27) In 1994, Congress, in section 1052 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1995 (Public Law 103-337; 108 Stat. 2844),
stating that it was acting on behalf of the grate-
ful people of the United States—

(A) recognized the invaluable contributions of
the U.S.S. INDIANAPOLIS to the ending of
World War 11; and

(B) on the occasion of the 50th anniversary of
her tragic sinking, and the dedication of the na-
tional memorial in Indianapolis on July 30, 1995,
commended that ship and her crew for selfless
and heroic service to the United States.

(b) COURT-MARTIAL CONVICTION OF CHARLES
BUTLER MCVAY, Ill.—It is the sense of Congress
that—

(1) the court-martial charges against then-
Captain Charles Butler McVay I1l, United
States Navy, arising from the sinking of the
U.S.S. INDIANAPOLIS (CA-35) on July 30,
1945, while under his command were not morally
sustainable;

(2) Captain McVay’s conviction was a mis-
carriage of justice that led to his unjust humil-
iation and damage to his naval career; and

(3) the American people should now recognize
Captain McVay’s lack of culpability for the
tragic loss of the U.S.S. INDIANAPOLIS and
the lives of the men who died as a result of her
sinking.

(c) PRESIDENTIAL UNIT CITATION.—(1) It is the
sense of Congress that the President should
award a Presidential Unit Citation to the final
crew of the U.S.S. INDIANAPOLIS (CA-35) in
recognition of the courage and fortitude dis-
played by the members of that crew in the face
of tremendous hardship and adversity after
their ship was torpedoed and sunk on July 30,
1945.

(2) A citation described in paragraph (1) may
be awarded without regard to any provision of
law or regulation prescribing a time limitation
that is otherwise applicable with respect to rec-
ommendation for, or the award of, such a cita-
tion.

SEC. 537. POSTHUMOUS ADVANCEMENT OF REAR
ADMIRAL (RETIRED) HUSBAND E.
KIMMEL AND MAJOR GENERAL (RE-
TIRED) WALTER C. SHORT ON RE-
TIRED LISTS.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the following
findings:

(1) The late Rear Admiral (retired) Husband
E. Kimmel, formerly serving in the grade of ad-
miral as the Commander in Chief of the United
States Fleet and the Commander in Chief,
United States Pacific Fleet, had an excellent
and unassailable record throughout his career
in the United States Navy prior to the December
7, 1941, attack on Pearl Harbor.

(2) The late Major General (retired) Walter C.
Short, formerly serving in the grade of lieuten-
ant general as the Commander of the United
States Army Hawaiian Department, had an ex-
cellent and unassailable record throughout his
career in the United States Army prior to the
December 7, 1941, attack on Pearl Harbor.
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(3) Numerous investigations following the at-
tack on Pearl Harbor have documented that
then Admiral Kimmel and then Lieutenant Gen-
eral Short were not provided necessary and crit-
ical intelligence that was available, that
foretold of war with Japan, that warned of im-
minent attack, and that would have alerted
them to prepare for the attack, including such
essential communiques as the Japanese Pearl
Harbor Bomb Plot message of September 24,
1941, and the message sent from the Imperial
Japanese Foreign Ministry to the Japanese Am-
bassador in the United States from December 6-
7, 1941, known as the Fourteen-Part Message.

(4) On December 16, 1941, Admiral Kimmel and
Lieutenant General Short were relieved of their
commands and returned to their permanent
ranks of rear admiral and major general.

(5) Admiral William Harrison Standley, who
served as a member of the investigating commis-
sion known as the Roberts Commission that ac-
cused Admiral Kimmel and Lieutenant General
Short of ‘‘dereliction of duty’ only six weeks
after the attack on Pearl Harbor, later dis-
avowed the report maintaining that ‘“‘these two
officers were martyred”” and “‘if they had been
brought to trial, both would have been cleared
of the charge””.

(6) On October 19, 1944, a Naval Court of
Inquiry—

(A) exonerated Admiral Kimmel on the
grounds that his military decisions and the dis-
position of his forces at the time of the December
7, 1941, attack on Pearl Harbor were proper ‘‘by
virtue of the information that Admiral Kimmel
had at hand which indicated neither the prob-
ability nor the imminence of an air attack on
Pearl Harbor’’;

(B) criticized the higher command for not
sharing with Admiral Kimmel ‘‘during the very
critical period of 26 November to 7 December
1941, important information . . . regarding the
Japanese situation’’; and

(C) concluded that the Japanese attack and
its outcome was attributable to no serious fault
on the part of anyone in the naval service.

(7) On June 15, 1944, an investigation con-
ducted by Admiral T. C. Hart at the direction of
the Secretary of the Navy produced evidence,
subsequently confirmed, that essential intel-
ligence concerning Japanese intentions and war
plans was available in Washington but was not
shared with Admiral Kimmel.

(8) On October 20, 1944, the Army Pearl Har-
bor Board of Investigation determined that—

(A) Lieutenant General Short had not been
kept ““fully advised of the growing tenseness of
the Japanese situation which indicated an in-
creasing necessity for better preparation for
war’’;

(B) detailed information and intelligence
about Japanese intentions and war plans were
available in ““abundance’’, but were not shared
with Lieutenant General Short’s Hawaii com-
mand; and

(C) Lieutenant General Short was not pro-
vided ‘‘on the evening of December 6th and the
early morning of December 7th, the critical in-
formation indicating an almost immediate break
with Japan, though there was ample time to
have accomplished this’’.

(9) The reports by both the Naval Court of In-
quiry and the Army Pearl Harbor Board of In-
vestigation were kept secret, and Rear Admiral
(retired) Kimmel and Major General (retired)
Short were denied their requests to defend them-
selves through trial by court-martial.

(10) The joint committee of Congress that was
established to investigate the conduct of Admi-
ral Kimmel and Lieutenant General Short com-
pleted, on May 31, 1946, a 1,075-page report
which included the conclusions of the committee
that the two officers had not been guilty of
dereliction of duty.

(11) The Officer Personnel Act of 1947, in es-
tablishing a promotion system for the Navy and
the Army, provided a legal basis for the Presi-
dent to honor any officer of the Armed Forces of
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the United States who served his country as a
senior commander during World War Il with a
placement of that officer, with the advice and
consent of the Senate, on the retired list with
the highest grade held while on the active duty
list.

(12) On April 27, 1954, the then Chief of Naval
Personnel, Admiral J. L. Holloway, Jr., rec-
ommended that Rear Admiral Kimmel be ad-
vanced in rank in accordance with the provi-
sions of the Officer Personnel Act of 1947.

(13) On November 13, 1991, a majority of the
members of the Board for the Correction of Mili-
tary Records of the Department of the Army
found that the late Major General (retired)
Short ““‘was unjustly held responsible for the
Pearl Harbor disaster’” and that ‘“‘it would be
equitable and just” to advance him to the rank
of lieutenant general on the retired list’".

(14) In October 1994, the then Chief of Naval
Operations, Admiral Carlisle Trost, withdrew
his 1988 recommendation against the advance-
ment of Rear Admiral (retired) Kimmel (by then
deceased) and recommended that the case of
Rear Admiral Kimmel be reopened.

(15) Although the Dorn Report, a report on
the results of a Department of Defense study
that was issued on December 15, 1995, did not
provide support for an advancement of the late
Rear Admiral (retired) Kimmel or the late Major
General (retired) Short in grade, it did set forth
as a conclusion of the study that “‘responsibility
for the Pearl Harbor disaster should not fall
solely on the shoulders of Admiral Kimmel and
Lieutenant General Short, it should be broadly
shared”’.

(16) The Dorn Report found—

(A) that ““Army and Navy officials in Wash-
ington were privy to intercepted Japanese diplo-
matic communications. . .which provided crucial
confirmation of the imminence of war’’;

(B) that ‘“‘the evidence of the handling of
these messages in Washington reveals some in-
eptitude, some unwarranted assumptions and
misestimations, limited coordination, ambiguous
language, and lack of clarification and follow-
up at higher levels’’; and

(C) that ‘‘together, these characteristics re-
sulted in failure...to appreciate fully and to
convey to the commanders in Hawaii the sense
of focus and urgency that these intercepts
should have engendered’’.

(17) On July 21, 1997, Vice Admiral David C.
Richardson (United States Navy, retired) re-
sponded to the Dorn Report with his own study
which confirmed findings of the Naval Court of
Inquiry and the Army Pearl Harbor Board of
Investigation and established, among other
facts, that the war effort in 1941 was under-
mined by a restrictive intelligence distribution
policy, and the degree to which the commanders
of the United States forces in Hawaii were not
alerted about the impending attack on Hawaii
was directly attributable to the withholding of
intelligence from then Admiral Kimmel and
Lieutenant General Short.

(18) Rear Admiral (retired) Kimmel and Major
General (retired) Short are the only two officers
eligible for advancement under the Officer Per-
sonnel Act of 1947 as senior World War Il com-
manders who were excluded from the list of re-
tired officers presented for advancement on the
retired lists to their highest wartime ranks
under that Act.

(19) This singular exclusion from advancement
of Rear Admiral (retired) Kimmel and Major
General (retired) Short from the Navy retired list
and the Army retired list, respectively, serves
only to perpetuate the myth that the senior com-
manders in Hawaii were derelict in their duty
and responsible for the success of the attack on
Pearl Harbor, and is a distinct and unaccept-
able expression of dishonor toward two of the
finest officers who have served in the Armed
Forces of the United States.

(20) Major General (retired) Walter Short died
on September 23, 1949, and Rear Admiral (re-
tired) Husband Kimmel died on May 14, 1968,



H3218

without having been accorded the honor of
being returned to their wartime ranks as were
their fellow veterans of World War 11.

(21) The Veterans of Foreign Wars, the Pearl
Harbor Survivors Association, the Admiral Nim-
itz Foundation, the Naval Academy Alumni As-
sociation, the Retired Officers Association, the
Pearl Harbor Commemorative Committee, and
other associations and numerous retired military
officers have called for the rehabilitation of the
reputations and honor of the late Rear Admiral
(retired) Kimmel and the late Major General (re-
tired) Short through their posthumous advance-
ment on the retired lists to their highest wartime
grades.

(b) REQUEST FOR ADVANCEMENT ON RETIRED
LiIsTS.—(1) The President is requested—

(A) to advance the late Rear Admiral (retired)
Husband E. Kimmel to the grade of admiral on
the retired list of the Navy; and

(B) to advance the late Major General (re-
tired) Walter C. Short to the grade of lieutenant
general on the retired list of the Army.

(2) Any advancement in grade on a retired list
requested under paragraph (1) shall not in-
crease or otherwise modify the compensation or
benefits from the United States to which any
person is now or may in the future be entitled
based upon the military service of the officer ad-
vanced.

(c) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that—

(1) the late Rear Admiral (retired) Husband E.
Kimmel performed his duties as Commander in
Chief, United States Pacific Fleet, competently
and professionally, and, therefore, the losses in-
curred by the United States in the attacks on
the naval base at Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, and
other targets on the island of Oahu, Hawaii, on
December 7, 1941, were not a result of dereliction
in the performance of those duties by the then
Admiral Kimmel; and

(2) the late Major General (retired) Walter C.
Short performed his duties as Commanding Gen-
eral, Hawaiian Department, competently and
professionally, and, therefore, the losses in-
curred by the United States in the attacks on
Hickam Army Air Field and Schofield Barracks,
Hawaii, and other targets on the island of
Oahu, Hawaii, on December 7, 1941, were not a
result of dereliction in the performance of those
duties by the then Lieutenant General Short.
SEC. 538. COMMENDATION OF CITIZENS OF REMY,

FRANCE, FOR WORLD WAR II AC-
TIONS.

(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds the fol-
lowing:

(1) On August 2, 1944, a squadron of P-51s
from the United States 364th Fighter Group
strafed a German munitions train in Remy,
France.

(2) The resulting explosion killed Lieutenant
Houston Braly, one of the attacking pilots, and
destroyed much of the village of Remy, includ-
ing seven stained glass windows in the 13th
Century church.

(3) Despite threats of reprisals from the occu-
pying German authorities, the citizens of Remy
recovered Lieutenant Braly’s body from the
wreckage, buried his body with dignity and
honor in the church’s cemetery, and decorated
the grave site daily with fresh flowers.

(4) On Armistice Day, 1995, the village of
Remy renamed the crossroads near the site of
Lieutenant Braly’s death in his honor.

(5) The surviving members of the 364th Fighter
Group desire to express their gratitude to the
brave citizens of Remy.

(6) To express their gratitude, the surviving
members of the 364th Fighter Group have orga-
nized a nonprofit corporation to raise funds,
through its project ‘“Windows for Remy”’, to re-
store the church’s stained glass windows.

(b) COMMENDATION AND RECOGNITION.—The
Congress commends the bravery and honor of
the citizens of Remy, France, for their actions
with respect to the American fighter pilot Lieu-
tenant Houston Braly during and after August
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1944, and recognizes the efforts of the surviving
members of the United States 364th Fighter
Group to raise funds to restore the stained glass
windows of Remy’s 13th Century church.
Subtitle E—Military Justice Matters
SEC. 541. RECOGNITION BY STATES OF MILITARY
TESTAMENTARY INSTRUMENTS.
(@) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 53 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 1044c the following new section:

“§1044d. Military testamentary instruments:
requirement for recognition by States

‘“(a) TESTAMENTARY INSTRUMENTS TO BE
GIVEN LEGAL EFFECT.—A military testamentary
instrument—

““(1) is exempt from any requirement of form,
formality, or recording before probate that is
provided for testamentary instruments under the
laws of a State; and

““(2) has the same legal effect as a testa-
mentary instrument prepared and executed in
accordance with the laws of the State in which
it is presented for probate.

“(b)  MILITARY  TESTAMENTARY  INSTRU-
MENTS.—For purposes of this section, a military
testamentary instrument is an instrument that
is prepared with testamentary intent in accord-
ance with regulations prescribed under this sec-
tion and that—

‘(1) is executed in accordance with subsection
(c) by (or on behalf of) a person, as a testator,
who is eligible for military legal assistance;

““(2) makes a disposition of property of the tes-
tator; and

““(3) takes effect upon the death of the tes-
tator.

““(c) REQUIREMENTS FOR EXECUTION OF MILI-
TARY TESTAMENTARY INSTRUMENTS.—AN instru-
ment is valid as a military testamentary instru-
ment only if—

‘(1) the instrument is executed by the testator
(or, if the testator is unable to execute the in-
strument personally, the instrument is executed
in the presence of, by the direction of, and on
behalf of the testator);

““(2) the instrument is executed in the presence
of a military legal assistance counsel acting as
presiding attorney;

““(3) the instrument is executed in the presence
of at least two disinterested witnesses (in addi-
tion to the presiding attorney), each of whom
attests to witnessing the testator’s execution of
the instrument by signing it; and

““(4) the instrument is executed in accordance
with such additional requirements as may be
provided in regulations prescribed under this
section.

““(d) SELF-PROVING MILITARY TESTAMENTARY
INSTRUMENTS.—(1) If the document setting forth
a military testamentary instrument meets the re-
quirements of paragraph (2), then the signature
of a person on the document as the testator, an
attesting witness, a notary, or the presiding at-
torney, together with a written representation of
the person’s status as such and the person’s
military grade (if any) or other title, is prima
facie evidence of the following:

““(A) That the signature is genuine.

‘“(B) That the signatory had the represented
status and title at the time of the execution of
the will.

““(C) That the signature was executed in com-
pliance with the procedures required under the
regulations prescribed under subsection (f).

““(2) A document setting forth a military testa-
mentary instrument meets the requirements of
this paragraph if it includes (or has attached to
it), in a form and content required under the
regulations prescribed under subsection (f), each
of the following:

“(A) A certificate, executed by the testator,
that includes the testator’s acknowledgment of
the testamentary instrument.

“(B) An affidavit, executed by each witness
signing the testamentary instrument, that at-
tests to the circumstances under which the tes-
tamentary instrument was executed.
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““(C) A notarization, including a certificate of
any administration of an oath required under
the regulations, that is signed by the notary or
other official administering the oath.

‘“(e) STATEMENT TO BE INCLUDED.—(1) Under
regulations prescribed under this section, each
military testamentary instrument shall contain
a statement that sets forth the provisions of sub-
section (a).

““(2) Paragraph (1) shall not be construed to
make inapplicable the provisions of subsection
(a) to a testamentary instrument that does not
include a statement described in that para-
graph.

““‘(f) REGULATIONS.—Regulations for the pur-
poses of this section shall be prescribed jointly
by the Secretary of Defense and by the Sec-
retary of Transportation with respect to the
Coast Guard when it is not operating as a serv-
ice in the Department of the Navy.

““(g) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

““(1) The term ‘person eligible for military
legal assistance’ means a person who is eligible
for legal assistance under section 1044 of this
title.

““(2) The term ‘military legal assistance coun-
sel” means—

““(A) a judge advocate (as defined in section
801(13) of this title); or

““(B) a civilian attorney serving as a legal as-
sistance officer under the provisions of section
1044 of this title.

““(3) The term ‘State’ includes the District of
Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico,
the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Is-
lands, and each possession of the United
States.””.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to section
1044c the following new item:

‘“1044d. Military testamentary instruments: re-

quirement for recognition by
States.””.
SEC. 542. PROBABLE CAUSE REQUIRED FOR
ENTRY OF NAMES OF SUBJECTS
INTO OFFICIAL CRIMINAL INVES-
TIGATIVE REPORTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) Chapter 80 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding after
section 1563, as added by section 533(a), the fol-
lowing new section:

“§1564. Military criminal investigations:
probable cause required for entry of names
of subjects into official investigative reports
““(@) PROBABLE CAUSE REQUIRED FOR ‘TI-

TLING’.—The Secretary of Defense shall require
that an employee of a military criminal inves-
tigative organization or a member of the armed
forces assigned to a military criminal investiga-
tive organization, in connection with the inves-
tigation of a reported crime, may not designate
any person, by name or by any other identifying
information, as a suspect in the case in any offi-
cial investigative report, or in a central index
for potential retrieval and analysis by law en-
forcement organizations, unless there is prob-
able cause to believe that that person committed
the crime.

“‘(b) STANDARD FOR REMOVAL OF ‘TITLING’ IN-
FORMATION FROM RECORDS.—The Secretary of
Defense shall establish a uniform standard ap-
plicable throughout the Department of Defense
for removal from an official investigative report
of a reported crime, and from any applicable
central index, of the name of a person (and any
other identifying information about that person)
that was entered in the report or index to des-
ignate that person as a suspect in the case when
it is subsequently determined that there is not
probable cause to believe that that person com-
mitted the crime.

““(c) CRIMINAL INVESTIGATIVE ORGANIZATION
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘criminal in-
vestigative organization’ means any of the fol-
lowing:

““(1) The Defense Criminal Investigative Serv-
ice (or any successor to that service).
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“(2) The Army Criminal Investigation Com-
mand (or any successor to that command).

““(3) The Naval Criminal Investigative Service
(or any successor to that service).

““(4) The Air Force Office of Special Investiga-
tions (or any successor to that office).”.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by adding after the
item relating to section 1563, as added by section
533(b), the following new item:

““1564. Military criminal investigations: probable
cause required for entry of names
of subjects into official investiga-
tive reports.””.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Section 1564 of title 10,
United States Code, as added by subsection (a),
shall take effect at the end of the 180-day period
beginning on the date of the enactment of this
Act.

SEC. 543. COLLECTION AND USE OF DNA IDENTI-

FICATION INFORMATION FROM VIO-
LENT AND SEXUAL OFFENDERS IN
THE ARMED FORCES.

(@) IN GENERAL.—(1) Chapter 80 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding after
section 1564, as added by section 542(a)(1), the
end the following new section:

“§1565. DNA identification information: col-
lection from violent and l offenders;
use
““(a) COLLECTION OF DNA SAMPLES.—The Sec-

retary concerned shall collect a DNA sample

from each member of the armed forces under the

Secretary’s jurisdiction who is, or has been, con-

victed of a qualifying military offense (as deter-

mined under subsection (e)).

““(b) ANALYSIS OF SAMPLES.—The Secretary
concerned shall furnish each DNA sample col-
lected under subsection (a) to the Secretary of
Defense. The Secretary of Defense shall carry
out a DNA analysis on each such DNA sample.

“‘(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

“(1) The term ‘DNA sample’ means a tissue,
fluid, or other bodily sample of an individual on
which a DNA analysis can be carried out.

““(2) The term ‘DNA analysis’ means analysis
of the deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA) identifica-
tion information in a bodily sample.

““(d) USE IN CODIS.—(1) The Secretary of De-
fense shall furnish the results of each DNA
analysis carried out under subsection (b) to the
Director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation
for use in the Combined DNA Index System (in
this section referred to as ‘CODIS’) of the Fed-
eral Bureau of Investigation.

““(2) The Secretary of Defense, in consultation
with the Director of the Federal Bureau of In-
vestigation, shall establish procedures providing
that if a DNA sample has been collected from a
person pursuant to subsection (a), and the Sec-
retary receives notice that each conviction of
that person of a qualifying military offense has
been overturned, the Secretary shall promptly
transmit a notice of that fact to the Director in
accordance with section 210304(d) of the Violent
Crime Control and Law Enforcement Act of
1994.

““(e) QUALIFYING MILITARY OFFENSES.—(1)
Subject to paragraph (2), the Secretary of De-
fense, in consultation with the Attorney Gen-
eral, shall determine those violent or sexual of-
fenses under the Uniform Code of Military Jus-
tice that shall be considered for purposes of this
section as qualifying military offenses.

“(2) An offense under the Uniform Code of
Military Justice that is equivalent to a serious
violent felony (as that term is defined in section
3559(c)(2)(F) of title 18), as determined by the
Secretary in consultation with the Attorney
General, shall be considered for purposes of this
section as a qualifying military offense.

“(f) WAIVER.—The Secretary of Defense may
waive the requirement of subsection (a) for a
member if CODIS contains a DNA analysis with
respect to that member.

““(g) REGULATIONS.—This section shall be car-
ried out under regulations prescribed by the Sec-
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retary of Defense, in consultation with the Sec-
retary of Transportation and the Attorney Gen-
eral. Those regulations shall apply, to the ex-
tent practicable, uniformly throughout the
armed forces.”.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by adding after the
item relating to section 1564, as added by section
542(a)(2), the following new item:

““1565. DNA identification information: collec-
tion from violent and sexual of-
fenders; use.”’

(b) INITIAL DETERMINATION OF QUALIFYING
MILITARY OFFENSES.—The initial determination
of qualifying military offenses under section
1565(e) of title 10, United States Code, as added
by subsection (a)(1), shall be made not later
than 120 days after the date of the enactment of
this Act.

(c) EXPANSION OF DNA IDENTIFICATION
INDEX.—Section 811(a) of the Antiterrorism and
Effective Death Penalty Act of 1996 (28 U.S.C.
531 note) is amended—

(1) by striking ““and’” at the end of paragraph
@;

(2) by striking the period at the end of para-
graph (2) and inserting *“; and’’; and

(3) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

““(3) the Director of the Federal Bureau of In-
vestigation shall expand the combined DNA
Identification System (CODIS) to include anal-
yses of DNA samples collected from members of
the Armed Forces convicted of a qualifying mili-
tary offense in accordance with section 1565 of
title 10, United States Code.”".

(d) INDEX TO FACILITATE LAW ENFORCEMENT
EXCHANGE OF DNA IDENTIFICATION INFORMA-
TION.—Section 210304 of the Violent Crime Con-
trol and Law Enforcement Act of 1994 (42 U.S.C.
14132) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)

(A) by striking ““and’’ at the end of paragraph

3);

(B) by striking the period at the end of para-
graph (4) and inserting ‘*; and’’; and

(C) by inserting after paragraph (4) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

““(5) analyses of DNA samples collected from
members of the Armed Forces convicted of a
qualifying military offense in accordance with
section 1565 of title 10, United States Code.’’;

(2) in subsection (b)(2), by striking *‘, at reg-
ular intervals of not to exceed 180 days,” and
inserting ‘‘semiannual’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

‘“(d) EXPUNGEMENT OF RECORDS OF MILITARY
OFFENDERS.—If the Director of the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation receives a notice trans-
mitted under section 1565(d)(2) of title 10, United
States Code, the Director shall promptly ex-
punge from the index described in subsection (a)
any DNA analysis furnished under section
1565(d)(1) of such title with respect to the person
described in the notice.”.

SEC. 544. LIMITATION ON SECRETARIAL AUTHOR-
ITY TO GRANT CLEMENCY FOR MILI-
TARY PRISONERS SERVING SEN-
TENCE OF CONFINEMENT FOR LIFE
WITHOUT ELIGIBILITY FOR PAROLE.

(a) LIMITATION.—Section 874(a) of title 10,
United States Code (article 74(a) of the Uniform
Code of Military Justice), is amended by adding
at the end the following new sentence: ‘“How-
ever, in the case of a sentence of confinement
for life without eligibility for parole, after the
sentence is ordered executed, the authority of
the Secretary concerned under the preceding
sentence (1) may not be delegated, and (2) may
be exercised only after the service of a period of
confinement of not less than 20 years.”".

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by subsection (a) shall not apply with respect to
a sentence of confinement for life without eligi-
bility for parole that is adjudged for an offense
committed before the date of the enactment of
this Act.
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SEC. 545. AUTHORITY FOR CIVILIAN SPECIAL
AGENTS OF MILITARY DEPARTMENT
CRIMINAL INVESTIGATIVE ORGANI-
ZATIONS TO EXECUTE WARRANTS
AND MAKE ARRESTS.

(a) DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY.—(1) Chapter
373 of title 10, United States Code, is amended
by adding at the end the following new section:
“§4027. Civilian special agents of the Crimi-

nal Investigation Command: authority to

execute warrants and make arrests

““(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of the Army
may authorize any Department of the Army ci-
vilian employee described in subsection (b) to
have the same authority to execute and serve
warrants and other processes issued under the
authority of the United States and to make ar-
rests without a warrant as may be authorized
under section 1585a of this title for special
agents of the Defense Criminal Investigative
Service.

“(b) AGENTS TO HAVE AUTHORITY.—Sub-
section (a) applies to any employee of the De-
partment of the Army who is a special agent of
the Army Criminal Investigation Command (or a
successor to that command) whose duties in-
clude conducting, supervising, or coordinating
investigations of criminal activity in programs
and operations of the Department of the Army.

““(c) GUIDELINES FOR EXERCISE OF AUTHOR-
ITY.—The authority provided under subsection
(a) shall be exercised in accordance with guide-
lines prescribed by the Secretary of the Army
and approved by the Secretary of Defense and
the Attorney General and any other applicable
guidelines prescribed by the Secretary of the
Army, the Secretary of Defense, or the Attorney
General.”.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by adding at the end
following new item:

““4027. Civilian special agents of the Criminal
Investigation Command: author-
ity to execute warrants and make
arrests.””.

(b) DEPARTMENT OF THE NAvVY.—(1) Chapter
643 of title 10, United States Code, is amended
by adding at the end the following new section:
“§7451. Special agents of the Naval Criminal

Investigative Service: authority to execute

warrants and make arrests

““(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of the Navy
may authorize any Department of the Navy ci-
vilian employee described in subsection (b) to
have the same authority to execute and serve
warrants and other processes issued under the
authority of the United States and to make ar-
rests without a warrant as may be authorized
under section 1585a of this title for special
agents of the Defense Criminal Investigative
Service.

“(b) AGENTS TO HAVE AUTHORITY.—Sub-
section (a) applies to any employee of the De-
partment of the Navy who is a special agent of
the Naval Criminal Investigative Service (or any
successor to that service) whose duties include
conducting, supervising, or coordinating inves-
tigations of criminal activity in programs and
operations of the Department of the Navy.

““(c) GUIDELINES FOR EXERCISE OF AUTHOR-
ITY.—The authority provided under subsection
(a) shall be exercised in accordance with guide-
lines prescribed by the Secretary of the Navy
and approved by the Secretary of Defense and
the Attorney General and any other applicable
guidelines prescribed by the Secretary of the
Navy, the Secretary of Defense, or the Attorney
General.”.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by adding at the end
following new item:

““7451. Special agents of the Naval Criminal In-
vestigative Service: authority to
execute warrants and make ar-
rests.”.

(c) DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE.—(1)
Chapter 873 of title 10, United States Code, is



H3220

amended by adding at the end the following
new section:

“§9027. Civilian special agents of the Office of
Special Investigations: authority to execute
warrants and make arrests
““(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of the Air

Force may authorize any Department of the Air

Force civilian employee described in subsection

(b) to have the same authority to execute and

serve warrants and other processes issued under

the authority of the United States and to make
arrests without a warrant as may be authorized
under section 1585a of this title for special
agents of the Defense Criminal Investigative

Service.

“(b) AGENTS TO HAVE AUTHORITY.—Sub-
section (a) applies to any employee of the De-
partment of the Air Force who is a special agent
of the Air Force Office of Special Investigations
(or a successor to that office) whose duties in-
clude conducting, supervising, or coordinating
investigations of criminal activity in programs
and operations of the Department of the Air
Force.

““(c) GUIDELINES FOR EXERCISE OF AUTHOR-
ITY.—The authority provided under subsection
(a) shall be exercised in accordance with guide-
lines prescribed by the Secretary of the Air
Force and approved by the Secretary of Defense
and the Attorney General and any other appli-
cable guidelines prescribed by the Secretary of
the Air Force, the Secretary of Defense, or the
Attorney General.”.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by adding at the end
following new item:

“9027. Civilian special agents of the Office of
Special Investigations: authority
to execute warrants and make ar-
rests.”’.

Subtitle F—Other Matters

SEC. 551. FUNERAL HONORS DUTY COMPENSA-
TION.

(a) COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS OF THE NA-
TIONAL GUARD.—Section 115(b)(2) of title 32,
United States Code, is amended by inserting be-
fore the period at the end the following: “‘or
compensation at the rate prescribed in section
206 of title 37",

(b) COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS OF A RESERVE
COMPONENT.—Section 12503(b)(2) of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by inserting be-
fore the period at the end the following: “‘or
compensation at the rate prescribed in section
206 of title 377",

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 435(c)
of title 37, United States Code, is repealed.

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall apply with respect to fu-
neral honors duty performed on or after October
1, 2000.

SEC. 552. TEST OF ABILITY OF RESERVE COMPO-
NENT INTELLIGENCE UNITS AND
PERSONNEL TO MEET CURRENT AND
EMERGING DEFENSE INTELLIGENCE
NEEDS.

(a) TEST PROGRAM REQUIRED.—(1) Beginning
not later than June 1, 2001, the Secretary of De-
fense shall conduct a three-year test program of
reserve component intelligence units and per-
sonnel. The purpose of the test program shall
be—

(A) to determine the most effective peacetime
structure and operational employment of reserve
component intelligence assets for meeting cur-
rent and future Department of Defense peace-
time operational intelligence requirements; and

(B) to establish a means to coordinate and
transition that peacetime intelligence oper-
ational support network into use for meeting
wartime requirements.

(2) The test program shall be carried out using
the Joint Reserve Intelligence Program and ap-
propriate reserve component intelligence units
and personnel.

(3) In conducting the test program, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall expand the current Joint
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Reserve Intelligence Program as needed to meet
the objectives of the test program.

(b) OVERSIGHT PANEL.—The Secretary shall
establish an oversight panel to structure the test
program so as to achieve the objectives of the
test program, ensure proper funding for the test
program, and oversee the conduct and evalua-
tion of the test program. The panel members
shall include—

(1) the Assistant Secretary of Defense for
Command, Control, Communications and Intel-
ligence;

(2) the Assistant Secretary of Defense for Re-
serve Affairs; and

(3) representatives from the Defense Intel-
ligence Agency, the Army, Navy, Air Force, and
Marine Corps, the Joint Staff, and the combat-
ant commands.

(c) TEST PROGRAM OBJECTIVES.—The test pro-
gram shall have the following objectives:

(1) To identify the range of peacetime roles
and missions that are appropriate for reserve
component intelligence units and personnel, in-
cluding the following missions: counterdrug,
counterintelligence, counterterrorism, informa-
tion operations, information warfare, and other
emerging threats.

(2) To recommend a process for justifying and
validating reserve component intelligence force
structure and manpower to support the peace-
time roles and missions identified under para-
graph (1) and to establish a means to coordinate
and transition that peacetime operational sup-
port network and structure into wartime re-
quirements.

(3) To provide, pursuant to paragraphs (1)
and (2), the basis for new or revised intelligence
and reserve component policy guidelines for the
peacetime use, organization, management, in-
frastructure ,and funding of reserve component
intelligence units and personnel.

(4) To determine the most effective structure,
organization, manning, and management of
Joint Reserve Intelligence Centers to enable
them to be both reserve training facilities and
virtual collaborative production facilities in sup-
port of Department of Defense peacetime oper-
ational intelligence requirements.

(5) To determine the most effective uses of
technology for virtual collaborative intelligence
operational support during peacetime and war-
time.

(6) To determine personnel and career man-
agement initiatives or modifications that are re-
quired to improve the recruiting and retention of
personnel in the reserve component intelligence
specialties and occupational skills.

(7) To identify and make recommendations for
the elimination of statutory prohibitions and
barriers to using reserve component intelligence
units and individuals to carry out peacetime
operational requirements.

(d) REPORTS.—The Secretary of Defense shall
submit to Congress—

(1) interim reports on the status of the test
program not later than July 1, 2002, and July 1,
2003; and

(2) a final report, with such recommendations
for changes as the Secretary considers nec-
essary, not later than December 1, 2004.

SEC. 553. NATIONAL GUARD CHALLENGE PRO-
GRAM.

(&) EXPENDITURE LIMITATIONS.—Subsection
(b) of section 509 of title 32, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘(1) before ““The Secretary of
Defense’’;

(2) by striking “‘, except that Federal expendi-
tures under the program may not exceed
$62,500,000 for any fiscal year’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

““(2) The Secretary shall carry out the Na-
tional Guard Challenge Program using funds
appropriated directly to the Secretary for the
program and nondefense Federal funds made
available or transferred to the Secretary by
other Federal agencies to support the program.

May 17, 2000

However, the amount of funds appropriated di-
rectly to the Secretary of Defense and expended
for the program in a fiscal year may not exceed
$62,500,000.”".

(b) REGULATIONS.—Such section is further
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

““(m) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary of Defense
shall prescribe regulations to carry out the Na-
tional Guard Challenge Program. The regula-
tions shall address at a minimum the following:

““(1) The terms to be included in the program
agreements required by subsection (d).

““(2) The qualifications for persons to partici-
pate in the program, as required by subsection

e).

““(8) The benefits authorized for program par-
ticipants, as required by subsection (f).

““(4) The status of National Guard personnel
assigned to duty in support of the program.

““(5) The conditions for the use of National
Guard facilities and equipment to carry out the
program, as required by subsection (h).

““(6) The status of program participants, as
described in subsection (i).

“(7) The procedures to be used by the Sec-
retary when communicating with States about
the program.””.

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 2033 of
title 10, United States Code, is amended by strik-
ing ‘“‘appropriated for’’ and inserting ‘‘appro-
priated directly to the Secretary of Defense for’’.
SEC. 554. STUDY OF USE OF CIVILIAN CON-

TRACTOR PILOTS FOR OPERATIONAL
SUPPORT MISSIONS.

(a) STuDY.—The Secretary of Defense shall
conduct a study to determine the feasibility and
cost, as well as the advantages and disadvan-
tages, of using civilian contractor personnal as
pilots and other air crew members to fly non-
military Government aircraft (referred to as
“‘operational support aircraft’’) to perform non-
combat personnel transportation missions world-
wide. In carrying out the study, the Secretary
shall consider the views and recommendations
of the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs and the
other members of the Joint Chiefs of Staff.

(b) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—The study
shall, as a minimum—

(1) determine whether use of civilian con-
tractor personnel as pilots and other air crew
members for such operational support missions
would be a cost effective means of freeing for
duty in units with combat and combat support
missions those military pilots and other per-
sonnel who now perform such operational sup-
port missions; and

(2) the effect on retention of military pilots
and other personnel if they are no longer re-
quired to fly operational support missions.

(c) SUBMISSION OF REPORT.—The Secretary
shall submit a report containing the results of
the study to the Committee on Armed Services of
the Senate and the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices of the House of Representatives not later
than six months after the date of the enactment
of this Act.

SEC. 555. PILOT PROGRAM TO ENHANCE MILI-
TARY RECRUITING BY IMPROVING
MILITARY AWARENESS OF SCHOOL
COUNSELORS AND EDUCATORS.

(@) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense
shall conduct a pilot program to determine if co-
operation with military recruiters by local edu-
cational agencies and by institutions of higher
education could be enhanced by improving the
understanding of school counselors and edu-
cators about military recruiting and military ca-
reer opportunities. The pilot program shall be
conducted during a three-year period beginning
not later than 180 days after the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

(b) CoONDUCT OF PILOT PROGRAM THROUGH
PARTICIPATION IN INTERACTIVE INTERNET SITE.—
(1) The pilot program shall be conducted by
means of participation by the Department of De-
fense in a qualifying interactive Internet site.

(2) For purposes of this section, a qualifying
interactive Internet site is an Internet site in ex-
istence as of the date of the enactment of this
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Act that is designed to provide to employees of
local educational agencies and institutions of
higher education participating in the Internet
site—

(A) systems for communicating;

(B) resources for individual professional de-
velopment;

(C) resources to enhance individual on-the-job
effectiveness; and

(D) resources to improve organizational effec-
tiveness.

(3) Participation in an Internet site by the De-
partment of Defense for purposes of this section
shall include—

(A) funding;

(B) assistance; and

(C) access by other Internet site participants
to Department of Defense aptitude testing pro-
grams, career development information, and
other resources, in addition to information on
military recruiting and career opportunities.

(c) REPORT.—The Secretary of Defense shall
submit to the Committee on Armed Services of
the Senate and the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices of the House of Representatives a report
providing the Secretary’s findings and conclu-
sions on the pilot program not later than 180
days after the end of the three-year program pe-
riod.

SEC. 556. REIMBURSEMENT FOR EXPENSES IN-

CURRED BY MEMBERS IN CONNEC-
TION WITH CANCELLATION OF
LEAVE ON SHORT NOTICE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) Chapter 157 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:

“§2647. Reimbursement for expenses incurred
in connection with leave canceled due to
contingency operations
““(a) AUTHORIZATION TO REIMBURSE.—The

Secretary concerned may reimburse a member of
the armed forces under the jurisdiction of the
Secretary for travel and related expenses (to the
extent not otherwise reimbursable under law)
incurred by the member as a result of the can-
cellation of previously approved leave when the
leave is canceled in connection with the mem-
ber’s participation in a contingency operation
and the cancellation occurs within 48 hours of
the time the leave would have commenced.

“‘(b) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary of Defense
shall prescribe regulations to establish the cri-
teria for the applicability of subsection (a).

““(c) CONCLUSIVENESS OF SETTLEMENT.—The
settlement of an application for reimbursement
under subsection (a) is final and conclusive.”.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by adding at the end
the following new item:

*‘2647. Reimbursement for expenses incurred in
connection with leave canceled
due to contingency operations.”.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Section 2647 of title 10,
United States Code, as added by subsection (a)
shall apply with respect to any travel and re-
lated expenses incurred by a member in connec-
tion with leave canceled after the date of the
enactment of this Act.

TITLE VI—COMPENSATION AND OTHER

PERSONNEL BENEFITS
Subtitle A—Pay and Allowances
SEC. 601. INCREASE IN BASIC PAY FOR FISCAL
YEAR 2001.

(a) WAIVER OF SECTION 1009 ADJUSTMENT.—
The adjustment to become effective during fiscal
year 2001 required by section 1009 of title 37,
United States Code, in the rates of monthly
basic pay authorized members of the uniformed
services shall not be made.

(b) INCREASE IN BAsiCc PAY.—Effective on Jan-
uary 1, 2001, the rates of monthly basic pay for
members of the uniformed services are increased
by 3.7 percent.

SEC. 602. REVISED METHOD FOR CALCULATION

OF BASIC ALLOWANCE FOR SUBSIST-
ENCE.

(@) ANNUAL REVISION OF RATE.—Section

402(b)(1) of title 37, United States Code, is
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amended by striking paragraph (1) and insert-
ing the following new paragraph:

““(1) The monthly rate of basic allowance for
subsistence to be in effect for an enlisted member
for a year (beginning on January 1 of that year)
shall be equal to the sum of—

““(A) the monthly rate of basic allowance for
subsistence that was in effect for an enlisted
member for the preceding year; plus

““(B) the product of the monthly rate under
subparagraph (A) and the percentage increase
in the monthly cost of a liberal food plan for a
male in the United States who is between 20 and
50 years of age over the preceding fiscal year, as
determined by the Secretary of Agriculture each
October 1.””.

(b) EARLY TERMINATION OF BAS TRANSI-
TIONAL AUTHORITY.—Subsections (c) through (f)
of section 602 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1998 (Public Law
105-85; 37 U.S.C. 402 note) are repealed.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall take effect on October 1,
2001.

SEC. 603. FAMILY SUBSISTENCE SUPPLEMENTAL
ALLOWANCE FOR LOW-INCOME MEM-
BERS OF THE ARMED FORCES.

(a) SUPPLEMENTAL ALLOWANCE AUTHOR-
1ZED.—(1) Chapter 7 of title 37, United States
Code, is amended by inserting after section 402
the following new section:

“§402a. Supplemental subsistence allowance
for low-income members with dependents

‘“(2) SUPPLEMENTAL ALLOWANCE AUTHOR-
1ZED.—(1) The Secretary concerned may in-
crease the basic allowance for subsistence to
which a member of the armed forces described in
subsection (b) is otherwise entitled under section
402 of this title by an amount (in this section re-
ferred to as the ‘supplemental subsistence allow-
ance’) designed to remove the member’s house-
hold from eligibility for benefits under the food
stamp program.

““(2) The supplemental subsistence allowance
may not exceed $500 per month. In establishing
the amount of the supplemental subsistence al-
lowance to be paid an eligible member under this
paragraph, the Secretary shall take into consid-
eration the amount of the basic allowance for
housing that the member receives under section
403 of this title or would otherwise receive under
such section, in the case of a member who is not
entitled to that allowance as a result of assign-
ment to quarters of the United States or a hous-
ing facility under the jurisdiction of a uni-
formed service.

““(3) In the case of a member described in sub-
section (b) who establishes to the satisfaction of
the Secretary concerned that the allotment of
the member’s household under the food stamp
program, calculated in the absence of the sup-
plemental subsistence allowance, would exceed
the amount established by the Secretary con-
cerned under paragraph (2), the amount of the
supplemental subsistence allowance for the
member shall be equal to the lesser of the fol-
lowing:

““(A) The value of that allotment.

*(B) $500.

““(b) ELIGIBLE MEMBERS.—(1) Subject to sub-
section (d), a member of the armed forces is eli-
gible to receive the supplemental subsistence al-
lowance if the Secretary concerned determines
that the member’s income, together with the in-
come of the rest of the member’s household (if
any), is within the highest income standard of
eligibility, as then in effect under section 5(c) of
the Food Stamp Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 2014(c))
and without regard to paragraph (1) of such
section, for participation in the food stamp pro-
gram.

“(2) In determining whether a member meets
the eligibility criteria under paragraph (1), the
Secretary—

“(A) shall not take into consideration the
amount of the supplemental subsistence allow-
ance payable under this section; but
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““(B) shall take into consideration the amount
of the basic allowance for housing that the
member receives under section 403 of this title or
would otherwise receive under such section, in
the case of a member who is not entitled to that
allowance as a result of assignment to quarters
of the United States or a housing facility under
the jurisdiction of a uniformed service.

““(c) APPLICATION FOR ALLOWANCE.—ToO re-
quest the supplemental subsistence allowance, a
member shall submit an application to the Sec-
retary concerned in such form and containing
such information as the Secretary concerned
may prescribe. A member applying for the sup-
plemental subsistence allowance shall furnish
such evidence regarding the member’s satisfac-
tion of the eligibility criteria under subsection
(b) as the Secretary concerned may require.

““(d) EFFECTIVE PERIOD.—The eligibility of a
member to receive the supplemental subsistence
allowance terminates upon the occurrence of
any of the following events, even though the
member continues to meet the eligibility criteria
described in subsection (b):

““(1) Payment of the supplemental subsistence
allowance for 12 consecutive months.

““(2) Promotion of the member to a higher
grade.

““(3) Transfer of the member in a permanent
change of station.

‘“(e) REAPPLICATION.—Upon the termination
of the effective period of the supplemental sub-
sistence allowance for a member, or in anticipa-
tion of the imminent termination of the allow-
ance, a member may reapply for the allowance
under subsection (c) if the member continues to
meet, or once again meets, the eligibility criteria
described in subsection (b).

“(f) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—Not later
than March 1 of each year after 2001, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall submit to Congress a re-
port specifying the number of members of the
armed forces who received, at any time during
the preceding year, the supplemental subsist-
ence allowance. In preparing the report, the
Secretary of Defense shall consult with the Sec-
retary of Transportation. No report is required
under this subsection after March 1, 2006.

““(9) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

““(1) The term ‘Secretary concerned’ means the
Secretary of Defense, and the Secretary of
Transportation, with respect to the Coast Guard
when it is not operating as a service in the
Navy.

“(2) The terms ‘allotment’” and ‘household’
have the meanings given those terms in section
3 of the Food Stamp Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 2012).

““(3) The term ‘food stamp program’ means the
program established pursuant to section 4 of the
Food Stamp Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 2013).

““(h) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—NoO sup-
plemental subsistence allowance may be made
under this section after September 30, 2006.".

(2) The table o