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(B) describing in the different sciences what
measures and what criteria each community
uses to evaluate the success or failure of a pro-
gram, and on what time scales these measures
are considered veliable—both for exploratory
long-range work and for short-range goals; and

(C) recommending how these measures may be
adapted for use by the Federal government to
evaluate Federally-funded research and devel-
opment programs;

(2) assess the extent to which agencies incor-
porate independent merit-based review into the
formulation of the strategic plans of funding
agencies and if the quantity or quality of this
type of input is unsatisfactory;

(3) recommend mechanisms for identifying
Federally-funded research and development pro-
grams which are unsuccessful or unproductive;

(4) evaluate the extent to which independent,
merit-based evaluation of Federally-funded re-
search and development programs and projects
achieves the goal of eliminating unsuccessful or
unproductive programs and projects; and

(5) investigate and report on the validity of
using quantitative performance goals for aspects
of programs which relate to administrative man-
agement of the program and for which such
goals would be appropriate, including aspects
related to—

(A) administrative burden on contractors and
recipients of financial assistance awards;

(B) administrative burdens on external par-
ticipants in independent, merit-based evalua-
tions;

(C) cost and schedule control for construction
projects funded by the program;

(D) the ratio of overhead costs of the program
relative to the amounts expended through the
program for equipment and direct funding of re-
search; and

(E) the timeliness of program responses to re-
quests for funding, participation, or equipment
use.

(6) examine the extent to which program selec-
tion for Federal funding across all agencies ex-
emplifies our nation’s historical research and
development priorities—

(A) basic, scientific, and technological re-
search in the long-term future scientific and
technological capacity of the nation; and

(B) mission research derived from a high-pri-
ority public function.

(b) ALTERNATIVE FORMS FOR PERFORMANCE
GOALS.—Not later than 6 months after transmit-
ting the report under subsection (a) to Congress,
the Director of the Office of Management and
Budget, after public notice, public comment,
and approval by the Director of the Office of
Science and Technology Policy and in consulta-
tion with the National Science and Technology
Council shall promulgate one or more alter-
native forms for performance goals under sec-
tion 1115(b)(10)(B) of title 31, United States
Code, based on the recommendations of the
study under subsection (a) of this section. The
head of each agency containing a program ac-
tivity that is a research and development pro-
gram may apply an alternative form promul-
gated under this section for a performance goal
to such a program activity without further au-
thorization by the Director of the Office of Man-
agement and Budget.

(¢c) STRATEGIC PLANS.—Not later than one
year after promulgation of the alternative per-
formance goals in subsection (b) of this section,
the head of each agency carrying out research
and development activities, upon updating or
revising a strategic plan under subsection 306(b)
of title 5, United States Code, shall describe the
current and future use of methods for deter-
mining an acceptable level of success as rec-
ommended by the study under subsection (a).

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) DIRECTOR.—The term ‘‘Director’” means
the Director of the Office of Science and Tech-
nology Policy.

(2) PROGRAM ACTIVITY.—The term ‘‘program
activity’” has the meaning given that term by
section 1115(f)(6) of title 31, United States Code.
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(3) INDEPENDENT MERIT-BASED EVALUATION.—
The term ‘‘independent merit-based evaluation’
means review of the scientific or technical qual-
ity of research or development, conducted by ex-
perts who are chosen for their knowledge of sci-
entific and technical fields relevant to the eval-
uation and who—

(4) in the case of the review of a program ac-
tivity, do not derive long-term support from the
program activity; or

(B) in the case of the review of a project pro-
posal, are not seeking funds in competition with
the proposal.

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to carry
out the study required by subsection (a) $600,000
for the 18-month period beginning October 1,
2000.

SEC. 209. EFFECTIVE PERFORMANCE ASSESS-
MENT PROGRAM FOR FEDERALLY-
FUNDED RESEARCH.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 11 of title 31,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end thereof the following:

“§ 1120. Accountability for research and de-
velopment programs

“(a) IDENTIFICATION OF UNSUCCESSFUL PRO-
GRAMS.—Based upon program performance re-
ports for each fiscal year submitted to the Presi-
dent under section 1116, the Director of the Of-
fice of Management and Budget shall identify
the civilian research and development program
activities, or components thereof, which do not
meet an acceptable level of success as defined in
section 1115(b)(1)(B). Not later than 30 days
after the submission of the reports under section
1116, the Director shall furnish a copy of a re-
port listing the program activities or component
identified under this subsection to the President
and the Congress.

“(b) ACCOUNTABILITY IF NO IMPROVEMENT
SHOWN.—For each program activity or compo-
nent that is identified by the Director under
subsection (a) as being below the acceptable
level of success for 2 fiscal years in a row, the
head of the agency shall no later than 30 days
after the Director submits the second report so
identifying the program, submit to the appro-
priate congressional committees of jurisdiction—

‘(1) a concise statement of the steps necessary
to—

“(A) bring such program into compliance with
performance goals; or

“(B) terminate such program should compli-
ance efforts fail; and

“(2) any legislative changes needed to put the
steps contained in such statement into effect.”’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—

(1) The chapter analysis for chapter 11 of title
31, United States Code, is amended by adding at
the end thereof the following:

““1120. Accountability for research and develop-
ment programs’’.

(2) Section 1115(f) of title 31, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘section and sec-
tions 1116 through 1119, and inserting ‘‘section,
sections 1116 through 1120,”’.

AMENDMENT NO. 4176
(Purpose: To increase the Federal invest-
ment in civilian research and development)

Mr. SMITH of New Hampshire. Mr.
President, Senators FRIST and ROCKE-
FELLER have an amendment at the
desk. I ask for its immediate consider-
ation.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will report.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr.
SMITH], for Mr. FRIST, for himself and Mr.
ROCKEFELLER, proposes an amendment num-
bered 4176.

(The text of the amendment is print-
ed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Amend-
ments Submitted.”)

The
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Mr. SMITH of New Hampshire. I ask
unanimous consent the amendment be
agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The amendment (No. 4176) was agreed
to.

Mr. SMITH of New Hampshire. I ask
unanimous consent the committee
amendment, as amended, be agreed to,
the bill be read a third time and
passed, the motion to reconsider be
laid upon the table, and any state-
ments relating to the bill be printed in
the RECORD.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The committee amendment,
amended, was agreed to.

The bill (S. 2046) was read the third
time and passed.

(The bill will be printed in a future
edition of the RECORD.)

———

MEASURE READ THE FIRST
TIME—S. 3095

Mr. SMITH of New Hampshire. Mr.
President, I understand that S. 3095, in-
troduced earlier today by Senator KEN-
NEDY, is at the desk, and I ask for its
first reading.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A Dbill (S. 3095) to amend the Immigration
and Nationality Act to remove certain limi-
tations on the eligibility of aliens residing in
the United States to obtain lawful perma-
nent resident status.

Mr. SMITH of New Hampshire. I now
ask for its second reading and object to
my own request.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

as

UNANIMOUS CONSENT
AGREEMENT—NOMINATIONS

Mr. SMITH of New Hampshire. Mr.
President, as in executive session, I ask
unanimous consent that the Foreign
Relations Committee be discharged
from further consideration of the fol-
lowing nominations and that they be
placed on the Calendar:

Luis J. Lauredo, of Florida, to be
Permanent Representative of the
United States to the Organization of
American States with the rank of Am-
bassador, to which position he was ap-
pointed during the last recess of the
Senate; and

Mark L. Schneider, of California, to
be Director of the Peace Corps, vice
Mark D. Gearan, resigned, to which po-
sition he was appointed during the last
recess of the Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

——
ORDERS FOR FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER

22, 2000, AND MONDAY, SEP-
TEMBER 25, 2000

Mr. SMITH of New Hampshire. Mr.
President, I ask unanimous consent
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