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(Legislative day of Wednesday, October 13, 1993) 

The Senate met at 10:30 a.m., on the 
expiration of the recess, and was called 
to order by the Honorable HARLAN 
MATHEWS, a Senator from the State of 
Tennessee. 

PRAYER 
The Chaplain, the Reverend Richard 

C. Halverson, D.D., offered the follow
ing prayer: 

Let us pray: 
Father in Heaven, we want to thank 

You for the return of Michael Durant 
and remember him especially as he un
dergoes surgery this morning. And we 
cover with prayer those families of the 
ones who did not return from Somalia. 

Almighty God, as a new week begins, 
we express our gratitude for Your lov
ing watch care. We thank Thee for the 
Senators who had to travel and have 
returned safely. We thank Thee for 
those who had time with family and 
rest. We pray for those who were kept 
busy this weekend and ask that they 
will be especially energized for the 
work that lies ahead. 

Gracious Father, as the Senators are 
confronted inescapably from the prob
lems of the Nation and the world, grant 
special wisdom and insight that they 
may fulfill their responsibilities. Guide 
their considerations, their debate, and 
their decisions and let Thy will be done 
in the Senate as it is in heaven. 

In the name of Him who promised 
rest for those who labor and are heavy 
laden if they come to Him. 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore [Mr. BYRD]. 

The legislative clerk read the follow
ing letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 

Washington, DC, October 18, 1993. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, section 3, of 
the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable HARLAN MATHEWS, a 
Senator from the State of Tennessee, to per
form the duties of the Chair. 

ROBERT C. BYRD, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. MATHEWS thereupon assumed 
the chair as Acting President pro tem
pore. 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem

pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

Mr. BYRD addressed the Chair. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem

pore. The Senator from West Virginia. 
Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I ask unan

imous consent that I may be permitted 
to proceed for 1 hour in speaking out of 
order. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem
pore. Without objection, it is so or
dered. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I thank 
the distinguished Senator from Hawaii, 
[Mr. INOUYE] and the distinguished 
Senator from Alaska, [Mr. STEVENS] 
and the distinguished Senator from 
Oklahoma, [Mr. NICKLES] for their 
courtesies in indulging my taking this 
time. 

LINE-ITEM VETO XIV 
Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, this is the 

14th in my series of speeches on the 
line-item veto, with particular ref
erence to the Roman Republic and the 
Roman Senate. When I began this se
ries of 1-hour speeches on May 5, I 
spoke of Montesquieu, the eminent 
French philosopher and author who 
had greatly influenced the Founding 
Fathers with his political theory of 
checks and balances and separation of 
powers. 

What influenced Montesquieu in his 
espousal of this political system? 
Montesquieu was greatly influenced by 
the history of the development of the 
English constitution and by the his
tory of the people of Rome. So im
pressed was Montesquieu with the Ro
mans that he, in fact, developed and 
published a work of his own on the sub
ject. Almost midway between the "Per
sian Letters" in 1721 and the "Spirit of 
the Laws" in 1748, Montesquieu pub
lished, in 1734, his "Considerations on 
the Causes of the Greatness of the Ro
mans and their Decline," which is the 
least well-known of the three. 

I have also stated a number of times 
that if we are to have a better appre
ciation and understanding of the U.S. 
Constitution-its separation of powers, 
and checks and balances, and the power 
over the purse-then we should follow 
in Montesquieu's tracks and study 
Roman history as he did, and that is 
what we have been doing together dur
ing these past several months. 

What have we acquired to pay us for 
our pains? What have we learned that 
can be applicable to our own time, our 
own country, and to the political ques
tions of today concerning checks and 
balances and the control over the 
purse? Let us see. 

Mr. President, I hold that human na
ture is like a molecule of water. It has 
never changed. That which was HiO at 
the beginning of creation, when "the 
spirit of God moved upon the face of 
the waters" is still HiO today, two 
atoms of hydrogen and one atom of ox
ygen. And that which was human na
ture when Adam and Eve fell from 
grace, is still human nature today. It 
has never changed. And as human na
ture has not changed from the begin
ning, but is still motivated by the same 
emotions and instincts and needs and 
drive&--love and hate and . fear and 
greed and hunger, and so on-the his
tory of man's actions will always have 
a way of repeating itself. 

So, as we who live today contribute 
to the flow of history's unceasing 
stream, we will find it worth our while 
to examine the events of past ages, 
their causes and their consequences, in 
order that we might better understand 
the causes and possible consequences of 
the phenomena, the happenings, the 
events, and the actions of our own life 
and times. 

Napoleon said, "Let my son often 
read and reflect on history. This is the 
only true philosophy." We have elect
ed, therefore as did Montesquieu, to 
look to Roman history for guidance. 

Roman power derived from Roman 
virtue, basically; in other words, from 
great moral qualities. The average 
Roman, as we have noted, was simple, 
steadfast, honest, courageous, law
abiding, patriotic, and reverent, and 
his leaders were men of uncommon 
dedication and acumen. 

From the earliest times, the Romans 
possessed a profound reverence for na
tional tradition, a firm conviction of 
being the special object and instrument 
of destiny, and a strong sense of indi
vidual responsibility and obligation to 
that tradition and to the fulfillment of 
that destiny. 

There spring to mind several par
allels between the history of the Ro
mans and the history of our own Re
public, one such parallel being that the 
same old virtues which lent sturdiness 
and integrity to the early Romans, also 
gave stability and substance and 
strength and character to our own na
tional life in the early years of its for
ma tion and development. 

The Roman family was the corner
stone of the Roman social structure, 
and the family setting instilled in its 
members the self-discipline, the re
spect for authority, the veneration of 
ancestors, and the reverence for the 

e This "bullet" symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor. 
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gods that lent stability to Roman soci
ety and iron discipline to the Roman 
legions. 

The Roman family unit was, indeed, 
a religious organization, a community 
of worship centered around the cult of 
the hearth and the cult of the dead. 
Each morning and evening, the entire 
family, including the slaves, offered 
prayers and sacrifices to the departed 
ancestors at the family hearth, the 
ever-burning flame of which symbol
ized both the unity and the continuity 
of the Roman family. 

Because of their pastoral tradition, 
the Romans, like the Jews of the Old 
Testament, sacrificed animals to their 
gods. Reverence and the idea of obliga
tion-inherent in the Roman concep
tion of the relation between gods and 
men-inevitably developed among the 
Romans a strong sense of duty, a moral 
factor of inestimable worth. 

Mr. President, we have seen that 
same strong tradition of family and re
ligious values prevalent in the forma
tion and development of our own coun
try, from colonial times down to the 
mid-20th century. The erosion of these 
values in America over the last 30 to 40 
years has signified a decline in the 
moral and spiritual strength of this na
tion, as it did in the Roman state. 

We have seen in both the Roman and 
American psyches a sense of Manifest 
Destiny, and the same urge to extend 
territorial frontiers. We saw in the ter
ritorial expansion of the Roman city 
state what amounted to an overexpan
sion. We saw the drain that was placed 
upon Roman manpower, and the burden 
that was imposed upon the administra
tion of the far-flung provinces. While, 
in our own case, territorial expansion 
has long since ceased, in recent years 
we have spent billions of dollars in 
space exploration, and we stand in dan
ger of overextending our international 
commitments and our financial capa
bility to sustain and underwrite them. 
We have been talking about that a 
good bit lately. 

We have also drawn Roman and 
American parallels in the vanishing 
peasantry from the land and the de
cline in small family farms, the con
sequences of which have been increas
ing unemployment and crime and pov
erty in the cities, and a growing wel
fare dependence upon the State. 

During the centuries of the early and 
middle Republic, public office in Rome 
could be obtained only through virtue, 
and brought with it no pay, no salary, 
no benefit other than honor, and the 
opportunity to prove one's self worthy 
of being pref erred for further toils on 
behalf of the State. 

In the last century of the Republic, 
the old citizen soldiery and the old 
moral structure of integrity and dedi
cation to the cause of country gave 
way to greed, graft, corruption, venal
ity, and political demagoguery, much 
of which we see in our own time and in 

our own country. The self-serving am
bitions of Roman generals and politi
cians led to violence, civil wars, and 
military domination by standing ar
mies made up of professional soldiers. 
In our own Republic today, the mili
tary-industrial complex, against which 
President Eisenhower warned, can pose 
a threat to the system. 

Thus, Mr. President, there are sundry 
similarities between our own history 
and the history of the Romans. 

Now, let us turn to the consideration 
of the Roman political system. In the 
Roman Republic, the political organi
zation was complex, and it was also ex
perimental, unlike that of Lycurgus, 
the Spartan lawgiver of the ninth cen
tury B.C. 

Lycurgus united in his constitution 
all of the good and distinctive features 
of the best governments, so that none 
of the principal parts should unduly 
grow and predominate. But inasmuch 
as the force of each part would be neu
tralized by that of the others, neither 
of them should prevail and outbalance 
another. Therefore, the constitution 
should remain in a state of equi
librium. 

Lycurgus, foreseeing by a process of 
reasoning whence and how events 
would naturally happen, constructed 
his constitution untaught by adversity. 
But, while the Romans would achieve 
the same final result, according to 
Polybius, they did not reach it by any 
process of reasoning but by the dis
cipline of many trials and struggles. 
And, by always choosing the best, in 
the light of the experience gained, they 
reached the same result as Lycurgus. 

Let us consider the Roman system as 
it was seen by Polybius, the Greek his
torian, who lived in Rome from 168 
B.C., following the Battle of Pydna, 
until after 150 B.C., at a time when the 
Roman Republic was at a pinnacle of 
majesty that excited his admiration 
and comment. 

Polybius viewed the Roman constitu
tion as having three elements: the Ex
ecutive, the Senate, and the people, 
with their respective share of power in 
the state regulated by a scrupulous re
gard to equality and equilibrium. 

Let us examine the separation of 
powers in the Roman Republic as ex
plained by Polybius. The consuls-rep
resenting the Executive-were the su
preme masters of the administration of 
the government when remaining in 
Rome. All of the other magistrates, ex
cept the tribunes, were under the con
suls and took their orders from the 
consuls. The consuls brought matters 
before the Senate that required its de
liberation, and they saw to the execu
tion of the Senate's decrees. In matters 
requiring the authorization of the peo
ple, the consuls summoned the popular 
meetings, presented the proposals for 
their decision, and carried out the de
crees of the majority. 

In matters of war, the consuls im
posed such levies upon the allies as the 

consuls deemed appropriate, and made 
up the roll for soldiers and selected 
those who were suitable. Consuls had 
absolute power to inflict punishment 
upon all who were under their com
mand, and had all but absolute power 
in the conduct of military campaigns. 

As to the Senate-we are talking 
about the separation of powers-as to 
the Senate, it had complete control 
over the treasury and regulated re
ceipts and disbursements alike. The 
quaestors could not issue any public 
money to the various departments of 
the state without a decree of the Sen
ate. The Senate controlled the money 
for the repair and construction of pub
lic works and public buildings through
out Italy, but this money could not be 
obtained by the censors, who oversaw 
the contracts for public works and pub
lic buildings, except by the grant of the 
Senate. 

The Senate also had jurisdiction over 
all crimes in Italy requiring a public 
investigation, such as treason, conspir
acy, poisoning, or willful murder, as 
well as controversies between and 
among allied states. Receptions for 
ambassadors and matters affecting for
eign states were the business of the 
Senate. 

What part of the constitution was 
left to the people? The people partici
pated in the ratification of treaties and 
alliances, and decided questions of war 
and peace. The people passed and re
pealed laws-subject to the Senate's 
veto-and bestowed public offices on 
the deserving, which, according to 
Polybius, "are the most honorable re
wards for virtue." 

Polybius, having described the sepa
ration of powers under the Roman con
stitution, how did the three parts of 
state check and balance each other? 

Mr. President, during the past sev
eral months, I have often referred to 
the various checks that the consuls, 
the tribunes, the Senate and the as
semblies exercised against each other. 
And I have paid particular attention to 
the veto power of the Roman Senate 
and the tribunes. 

Incidentally, Henry Clay, who be
lieved that the veto power of American 
Presidents was "despotic" and ought to 
be circumscribed, stated in a Senate 
floor speech that the veto "originated 
in the institution of the tribunician 
power in ancient Rome,'' and had 
"been introduced from the practice 
under the empire into the monarchies 
of Europe." 

Polybius explains the checks and bal
ances of the Roman constitution, as he 
had observed them firsthand. Remem
ber, he was living in Rome at the time. 

What were the checks upon the con
suls, the executive? The consul-whose 
power over the administration of the 
government when in the city, and over 
the military when in the field, ap
peared absolute-still had need of the 
support of the Senate and the people. 
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The consul needed supplies for his le
gions, but without a decree of the Sen
ate, his soldiers could be supplied with 
neither corn nor clothes nor pay. More
over, all of his plans would be futile if 
the Senate shrank from danger, or if 
the Senate opposed his plans or sought 
to hamper them. Therefore, whether 
the consul could bring any undertaking 
to a successful conclusion depended 
upon the Senate, which had the abso
lute power, at the end of the consul's 
one-year term, to replace him with an
other consul or to extend his command. 

Even to the successes of the consuls 
on the field of battle, the Senate had 
the power to add distinction and glory, 
or to obscure their merits, for unless 
the Senate concurred in recognizing 
the achievements of the consuls and in 
voting the money, there could be no 
celebration or public triumph. 

The consuls were also obliged to 
court the favor of the people, so here is 
the check of the people against the 
consul, for it was the people who would 
ratify, or refuse to ratify, the terms of 
peace. But most of all, the consuls, 
when laying down their office at the 
conclusion of their 1-year term, would 
have to give an accounting of their ad
ministration, both to the Senate and to 
the people. So, it was necessary that 
the co:psuls maintain the good will of 
both the Senate and the people. 

What were the checks against the 
Senate? The Senate was obliged to 
take the multitude into account and 
respect the wishes of the people, for in 
matters directly affecting the Sen
ators-for instance, in the case of a law 
diminishing the Senate's traditional 
authority; or depriving Senators of cer
tain dignities, or even actually reduc
ing the property of Senators-in such 
cases, the people had the power to pass 
or reject the law in their assembly. 

In addition, according to Polybius, if 
the tribunes imposed their veto, the 
Senate would not only be unable to 
pass a decree, but could not even hold 
a meeting. And because the tribunes 
must always have a regard for the peo
ple's wishes, the Senate stood in awe of 
the multitude and could not neglect 
the feelings of the people. 

But as a counterbalance, what check 
was there against the people? We have 
seen the checks against the consuls; we 
have described the checks against the 
Senate. What about the people? Ac
cording to Polybius, the people were 
far from being independent of the Sen
ate, and were bound to take its wishes 
into account, both collectively and in
dividually. 

For example, contracts were given 
out in all parts of Italy by the censors 
for the repair and construction of pub
lic works and public buildings. Then 
there was the matter of the collection 
of revenues from rivers and harbors 
and mines and lands-everything, in a 
word, that came under the control of 
the Roman government. In all of these 

things, the people were engaged, either 
as contractors or as pledging their 
property as security for the contrac
tors, or in selling supplies, or making 
loans to the contractors, or as engag
ing in the work and in the employ of 
the con tractors. 

"Over all these transactions," says 
Polybius, "the Senate has complete 
control." For example, it could extend 
the time on a contract and thus assist 
the contractors; or in the case of un
foreseen accident, it could relieve the 
contractors of a portion of their obliga
tion, or it could even release them al
together if they were absolutely unable 
to fulfill the contract. 

So, there were many ways in which 
the Senate could inflict great hard
ships upon the contractors, or, on the 
other hand, grant great indulgences to 
the contractors. But in every case, the 
appeal was to the Senate. 

The Senate's ace card lay in its con
trol over the purse strings. Also, the 
judges were selected from the Senate, 
at the time of Polybius, for the major
ity of trials in which the charges were 
heavy. Consequently, the people were 
cautious about resisting or actively op
posing the will of the Senate, because 
they were uncertain as to when they 
might need · the Senate's aid. For a 
similar reason, the people did not rash
ly resist the will of the consuls, be
cause one and all might, in one way or 
another, become subject to the abso
lute power of the consuls at some point 
in time. 

Polybius sums it up in this way: 
"When any one of the three classes be
comes puffed up, and manifests an in
clination to be contentious and unduly 
encroaching, the mutual inter
dependency of all the three, and the 
possibility of the pretensions of any 
one being checked and thwarted by the 
others, must plainly check this tend
ency. And so the proper equilibrium is 
maintained by the impulsiveness of the 
one part being checked by its fear of 
the other." 

Polybius' account may not have been 
an exact representation of the true 
state of the Roman system, but he was 
on the scene, and he was writing to tell 
us what he saw with his own eyes-not 
through the eyes of someone else. What 
better witness could we have? 

The theory of a mixed constitution
that is what ours is, a mixed constitu
tion with checks and balances, and sep
aration of powers-the theory of a 
mixed constitution had had its great 
measure of success in the Roman Re
public. It is not surprising, therefore, 
that the Founding Fathers of the Unit
ed States should have been familiar 
with the works of Polybius, or that 
Montesquieu should have been influ
enced by the checks and balances and 
separation of powers in the Roman con
stitutional system, a clear element of 
which was the control over the purse, 
vested solely in the Senate in the hey
day of the Republic. 

Mr. President, in my presentations 
today and heretofore on this subject, I 
have drawn many parallels between our 
own Republic and the historical 
meanderings of that ancient Republic 
that rose and declined along the banks 
of the Tiber River, a parallel which in
duced someone in an earlier American 
generation to name the tiny stream 
that once flowed across the present-day 
Mall, "Tiber Creek." It is my own sin
cere prayer, however, that the United 
States will not follow a course parallel 
to the Roman Republic into an inex
orable decline and decadence. 

Mr. President, worthy scholars and 
thoughtful authors have exhausted riv
ers of ink in attempting to analyze the 
decline and fall of the Roman Republic 
and the subsequent empire. Among the 
foremost of these author-historians is 
Edward Gibbon. Gibbon's "Decline and 
Fall of the Roman Empire" is an incon
testable historical classic, and no com
petent grasp of Roman historiography 
can be achieved without taking Gibbon 
into consideration. If Senators have 
not read his volumes, they should read 
them. 

Whereas Polybius wrote about the 
rise of the Roman Republic and its 
greatness, Gibbon wrote about the de
cline and fall of the Roman Empire, 
which followed on after the Republic 
collapsed. 

However, Gibbon outlines a case for 
Rome's decline and fall with which few, 
if any, subsequent historians will 
agree. Gibbon asserts that Christianity 
was the cause of Rome's decline and ul
timate fall. 

Gibbon's assertion is not an atheist's 
diatribe against Christianity, as some 
people might assume. Gibbon's position 
is that Christianity's "other-worldly" 
orientation, its exclusivistic monothe
ism, its withdrawal from the larger so
ciety, its condemnation of Mediterra
nean culture, its fostering of monasti
cism, and its contemplative emphasis, 
when taken together, refocused the 
people's attention on spiritual values 
to the detriment of the practicality, 
the civic activism, and the aggressive
ness that characterized and gave rise 
to the Roman attitude toward life. 

Conversely, while Gibbon is ac
quainted with and recounts most of the 
evidences of Rome's decline that have 
nothing to do with Christianity-moral 
decadence, tyrannical emperors, bar
barian incursions, the decline of the 
small family farms, the vanishing peas
antry, the depletion of soils and acces
sible mineral resources, and the col
lapse of faith in the old gods-Gibbon 
treats these as being merely coinciden
tal to Rome's decline-minor distrac
tions and sideshows around the center 
ring's main event, namely, Christian
ity's gnawing away at the empire's su
perstructure. 

Certainly, no informed student of 
Roman history can ignore Gibbon's 
achievement, both as a historian and 
as an interpreter of ancient Roman civ
ilization. But though the "Decline and 
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Fall of the Roman Empire" is an unde
niable classic, Gibbon has not written 
the last word on ancient Rome. Indeed, 
during the roughly two centuries since 
Gibbon wrote his masterpiece, we have 
witnessed a revolution in historical 
methodology and a reformation in our 
comprehension of the causes of Rome's 
failure. For example, Will Durant, who 
made his political and cultural influ
ence felt earlier in this century, broad
ly represents a 20th-century perspec
tive on the causes of Rome's decline 
and decay. In "The Story of Civiliza
tion," Will Durant asserts that Rome 
was already in decline before Chris
tianity emerged on the scene. 

An eroding faith in the old Greco
Roman pantheon of deities, a decline in 
family life, rotting public and individ
ual morality; the corrosion of dis
cipline, patriotism, and the military 
esprit; abandonment of the land by the 
peasant classes, agricultural decline, 
deforestation; civil wars, class strug
gle, international warfare, praetorian 
intrigues and conspiracies, assassina
tions, violence, and civil disorders; bu
reaucratic despotism, economic depres
sion, stifling taxes, and corruption in 
government; mad emperors, pes
tilences, and plague; games and cir
cuses, free bread, and the welfare 
molr-all of these wore away the moral 
and spiritual and social underpinnings 
of the Roman state, and accelerated its 
plunge into hopeless impotence and 
eventual obscurity as a military power 
and territorial empire. 

Against such a backdrop of crises, 
fecklessness, and drift, Christianity 
served, not as a cause of decay and col
lapse, but as a lifeboat for a despairing 
populace. Rome was already a cracked 
shell when Christianity ascended the 
stage. 

But, perhaps most tellingly, Durant 
declares: 

The political causes of decay were rooted 
in one fact-increasing despotism destroyed 
the citizens' civic sense and dried up states
manship at its source. * * * The Senate, los
ing ever more of its power and prestige, * * * 
relapsed into indolence, subservience. or ve
nality; and the last barrier fell that might 
have saved the state from militarism and an
archy. 

In short, Rome's fate was sealed by 
the one-by-one donations of power and 
prerogative that the Roman Senate 
plucked from its own quiver and volun
tarily delivered into the hands, first, of 
Julius Caesar and then Octavian, and 
subsequently into the trust of the suc
cession of Caligulas, Neros, 
Commoduses, and Elagabaluses who 
followed, until at last, the ancient and 
noble ideals of the Roman Republic had 
been dissolved into the stinking brew 
of imperial debauchery, tyranny, meg
alomania, and rubble into which the 
Roman Empire eventually sank. 

At the height of the Republic, the 
Roman Senate had been the one agency 
with the authority, the perspective, 
and the popular aura to debate, inves-

tigate, commission, and correct the 
problems that confronted the Roman 
state and its citizens. But the Senate's 
loss of will , and its eagerness to hand 
its responsibilities over to a one-man 
government-a man on a "white 
horse"-a dictator, and later an em
peror, doomed Rome and predestined 
Rome's decline and ultimate fall. 

Mr. President, those "political mid
wives" attendant on the birth of our 
own Republic-George Washington, Al
exander Hamilton, Benjamin Franklin, 
James Madison, James Wilson, El
bridge Gerry, Oliver Elsworth, and oth
ers-were some of the wisest men alive 
at that time, in this or any other coun
try. Many had served in the Continen
tal and Confederation Congresses and 
in State legislatures. All of them were 
experienced and reflective men. 

Many of those constitutional framers 
were well acquainted with Cicero, 
Polybius, Livius, Tacitus, and Plu
tarch, and the glories of the classical 
Roman Republic. Those brilliant men 
borrowed freely from the best of an
cient Rome, and purposefully and de
liberately christened the upper Cham
ber of the Congress "the Senate." 

Just as carefully, they set in place a 
system of checks and balances and sep
aration of powers, and lodged the con
trol of the purse in the "people's 
branch", to prevent the rise of a new 
coinage of imperial executives in the 
federation that they created. 

Mr. President, in our own times we 
see the same problems, the same kinds 
of dilemmas that the hand of history 
wrote large upon Rome's slate, being 
written upon America's slate. In dif
ficult times or in crises, many people 
grow impatient, as they grew impa
tient during the French revolution and 
elevated Napoleon to the emperorship; 
as they grew impatient during the Rus
sian revolution and elevated Lenin to 
head of state; as they grew impatient 
in depression-era Germany and ele
vated Adolf Hitler to the presidency 
and the chancellorship; as they grew 
impatient in Cuba and elevated Fidel 
Castro to the dictatorship. 

We, too, have reached a stage where 
we seem to remain in a state of crisis, 
semicrisis, or pseudocrisis and the 
American people have grown impatient 
and are demanding solutions to serious 
problems-problems that do not lend 
themselves to easy and quick solu
tions. The solutions to these problems 
will be painful and will take time, per
haps years, to succeed. 

This is not a truth that some people 
want to hear. Many would rather be
lieve that quack remedies such as line
item vetoes and enhanced rescissions 
powers in the hands of Presidents will 
somehow miraculously solve our cur
rent fiscal situation and eliminate our 
monstrous budget deficits. 

Of course, some people would, per
haps, prefer to abolish the Congress al
together and institute one-man govern-

ment from now on. Some people have 
no patience with constitutions, for 
that matter. 

Mr. President, let us learn from the 
pages of Rome's history. The basic les
son that we should remember for our 
purposes here is, that when the Roman 
Senate gave away its control of the 
purse strings, it gave away its power to 
check the Executive. From that point 
on, the Senate declined and, as we have 
seen, it was only a matter of time. 
Once the mainstay was weakened, the 
structure crumbled and the Roman Re
public fell. 

This lesson is as true today as it was 
2,000 years ago. Does anyone really 
imagine that the splendors of our cap
ital city stand or fall with mansions, 
monuments, buildings, and piles of ma
sonry? These are but bricks and mor
tar, lifeless things, and their collapse 
or restoration means little or nothing 
when measured on the great clock
tower of time. 

But the survival of the American 
constitutional system, the foundation 
upon which the superstructure of the 
Republic rests, finds its firmest sup
port in the continued preservation of 
the delicate mechanism of checks and 
balances, separation of powers, and 
control of the purse, solemnly insti
tuted by the Founding Fathers. For 
over 200 years, from the beginning of 
the Republic to this very hour, it has 
survived in unbroken continuity. We 
received it from our fathers. Let us as 
surely hand it on to our sons and 
daughters. 

Mr. President, I close my series of re-
flections on the ancient Roman Repub
lic with the words of Daniel Webster 
from his speech in 1832 on the centen
nial anniversary of George Washing
ton's birthday: 

Other misfortunes may be borne or their 
effects overcome. If disastrous war should 
sweep our commerce from the ocean, another 
generation may renew it. If it exhaust our 
Treasury, future industry may replenish it. 
If it desolate and lay waste our fields, still , 
under a new cultivation, they will grow 
green again and ripen to future harvests. It 
were but a trifle even if the walls of yonder 
Capitol were to crumble, if its lofty pillars 
should fall, and its gorgeous decorations be 
all covered by the dust of the valley. All 
these might be rebuilt. But who shall recon
struct the fabric of demolished government? 
Who shall rear again the well-proportioned 
columns of constitutional liberty? Who shall 
frame together the skillful architecture 
which unites national sovereignty with 
State rights, individual security, and public 
prosperity? No. If these columns fall, they 
will be raised not again. Like the Colosseum 
and the Parthenon, they will be destined to 
a mournful, a melancholy immortality. 
Bitterer tears, however, will flow over them 
than were ever shed over the monuments of 
Roman or Grecian art. For they will be the 
remnants of a more glorious edifice than 
Greece or Rome ever saw: the edifice of con
stitutional American liberty. 

Mr. President, I thank the Chair and 
I thank all Senators. I thank the two 
leaders for their accommodations and 
their courtesies, and the floor staffs 
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Abby Saffold, Lula Davis, Martin 
Paone, Elizabeth Green-and all the 
others who have been so helpful over 
these more than 5 months during which 
I have developed this series of 1-hour 
speeches on the history of the Romans, 
with particular reference to their poli t
i cal system of checks and balances and 
divided powers. 

I yield the floor. 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT OF 1994 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem
pore. The Chair will note under the 
previous order the Senate will now re
sume consideration of H.R. 3116, which 
the clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A bill (R.R. 3116) making appropriations 
for the Department of Defense for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 1994, and for other 
purposes. 

The Senate resumed consideration of 
the bill. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem
pore. The question now pending before 
the Senate is the committee amend
ment, which begins on page 42, line 4. 

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I sug
gest the.absence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem
pore. Without objection, it is so or
dered. 

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the pending 
two committee amendments be tempo
rarily set aside. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem
pore. Without objection, it is so or
dered. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1051 TO THE EXCEPTED COMMIT

TEE AMENDMENT ON PAGE 154, LINES 7 
THROUGH 22 

(Purpose: To review the consequences of the 
use of United States Armed Forces person
nel in certain international operations) 
Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I send 

an amendment to the desk and ask for 
its immediate consideration. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem
pore. The clerk will report the amend
ment. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. NICK

LES], for himself, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. GORTON, 
Mr. D'AMATO, Mr. KEMPTHORNE, Mr. 
FAIRCLOTH, Mr. BROWN, Mr. HELMS, Mr. 
HATCH, Mr. ROTH, and Mr. BURNS, proposes 
an amendment numbered 1051 to the ex
cepted committee amendment on page 154, 
lines 7 through 22. 

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the reading of 
the amendment be dispensed with. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem
pore. Without objection, it is so or
dered. 

The amendment is as follows: 
At the end of the committee amendment 

on page 154, line 22, strike "stockpile." and 
insert the following: "stockpile;" 
SEC. 8137A. RESTRICTION ON USE OF UNITED 

STATES ARMED FORCES IN CERTAIN 
INTERNATIONAL OPERATIONS. 

(a) PROHIBITION.-None of the funds appro
priated or otherwise made available by this 
Act or any other Act may be used to support 
United States Armed Forces personnel, other 
than those engaged in medical, logistics, 
communications, humanitarian, training. 
temporary observer or liaison activities, 
after March 1, 1994, when such forces are: 

(1) under United Nations operational or 
tactical control if such forces would be under 
the command, operational control, or tac
tical control of foreign officers, unless prior 
to that date (A) the President has submitted 
a report to Congress which specifies the role 
and mission of such forces, the estimated 
cost of supporting such forces for such mis
sion, the probable maximum size of such 
force, and the probable duration of the com
mitment of such forces, to the appropriate 
congressional committees; (B) such commit
tees have had 30 days thereafter to review 
the consequences of such a commitment of 
United States Armed Forces; (C) and a joint 
resolution authorizing the placing of such 
forces under foreign command has been en
acted; or (2) a part of any prospective stand
ing United Nations international armed 
force. 

(b) The prohibition described in subsection 
(a)(l) shall not apply if the President deter
mines that (1) national security interests 
justify a waiver of such prohibition; (2) the 
President declares that an emergency exists 
and immediately informs the Congress of his 
action and the reasons therefor; and (3) with
in 30 days of such declaration there is en
acted a joint resolution authorizing such ac
tions and declaring them to be in the na
tional security interests of the United 
States. 

(c) SENSE OF THE CONGRESS.-It is the sense 
of the Congress that the President should no
tify the Speaker of the House of Representa
tives and the President of the Senate when 
there is pending in the United Nations Secu
rity Council any resolution that might en
tail the commitment of United States mili
tary personnel, and should seek the advice of 
the chairman and ranking members of the 
appropriate congressional committees prior 
to instructing the United States Permanent 
Representative to the United Nations regard
ing such a pending resolution. 

(d) DEFINITIONS.-(1) For purposes of this 
section, the term "appropriate congressional 
committees" means the Committees on Ap
propriations. Armed Services, and Foreign 
Relations and the Select Committee on In
telligence of the Senate and the Committee 
on Appropriations, Armed Services, and For
eign Affairs and the Permanent Select Com
mittee on Intelligence of the House of Rep
resen ta ti ves. 

(2) For purposes of this section, "any pro
spective standing United Nations inter
national armed force" means any armed 
military unit or units under United Nations 
operational control, not in existence as of 
the effective date of this Act, established for 
a permanent or indefinite duration, and 
without a mission defined by country or re
gion. It is specifically recognized that all 
forces currently in existence with a country
specific or region-specific mission, such as 
those forces under the control of the United 
Nations Command in the Republic of Korea, 
do not meet this definition. 

(3) For purposes of this section, "United 
Nations operational or tactical control" 
means the exercise by the United Nations 
Security Council, the United Nations Sec
retary General, or any other non-United 
States entity designated by the United Na
tions Security Council, or the United Na
tions Secretary General, with the exception 
of NATO, of the power of command usually 
given to the leader of a military force, such 
as the authority to coordinate and direct the 
mission-related activities of the units com
prising such force. It is specifically recog
nized that overall statement of policy or 
mission authorization in resolutions of the 
United Nations Security Council, such as 
those relating to Korea beginning in 1950 or 
to Iraq beginning in 1990, do not meet this 
definition . 

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, first, I 
wish to thank my colleagues, both Sen
ator INOUYE and Senator STEVENS, for 
their accommodation. 

I ask unanimous consent that it be 
recorded in the RECORD that besides 
myself and Senator COCHRAN, Senator 
GORTON, Senator D'AMATO, Senator 
KEMPTHORNE, Senator FAIRCLOTH, Sen
ator BROWN, Senator HELMS, Senator 
HATCH, Senator ROTH and Senator 
BURNS be added as cosponsors to the 
amendment. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem
pore. Without objection, it is so or
dered. 

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I wish 
to thank the managers of the bill for 
their accommodation in this amend
ment. As I have stated in the past, it 
was my intention to offer this amend
ment on the defense appropriations 
bill, both in subcommittee and full 
committee. I basically complied with 
the request of the managers of the bill 
to wait and postpone it for the floor. 

I might tell my friend and colleague 
from Virginia, originally I intended to 
offer this amendment to the Foreign 
Operations bill because, in the past, 
that is where we funded U.N. peace
keeping forces. But under the legisla
tion this year, it is to be funded under 
the Department of Defense. 

I might also tell my colleagues, this 
bill was not drafted in response to tlie 
tragedy that happened recently in So
malia. Actually, this amendment was 
drafted well before the Somali inci
dents of the last couple of weeks. 

I would like to offer just a brief ex
planation of what this amendment that 
Senator COCHRAN and I and others have 
been working on and hopefully explain 
it. It is not a complicated amendment, 
but it is an important amendment. 

This amendment would deny funds 
for U.S. combat forces under foreign 
command in United Nations operations 
unless authorized by Congress. It will 
also disallow the participation of U.S. 
combat forces of any part of any pro
spective standing U.N. international 
army. Lastly, this amendment includes 
a sense-of-the-Congress provision stat
ing that the President should notify 
the Congress when there is a resolution 
pending in the U.N. Security Council 
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which might result in commitment of 
U.S. personnel. Again, that is a sense
of-the-Congress resolution. 

Let me share with you what has 
prompted me to address this issue. Sev
eral disturbing articles began appear
ing in the Washington Post and other 
places over the past several months 
which indicate that the United Nations 
and this administration are con
templating, if not planning, to place 
men and women of our Armed Forces 
at the will and direction of the United 
Nations. 

Let me quote from just a few of those 
articles and administration officials as 
well. I will begin with candidate Bill 
Clinton in December of 1991. He said 
that he would "call for a U.N. rapid de
ployment force that could be used for 
purposes beyond traditional peacekeep
ing.'' 

A year later, the President's book, 
"Putting People First," stated that he 
would "support the recent more active 
role of the United Nations in trouble 
spots around the world and would pur
sue the establishment of a voluntary 
United Nations rapid deployment 
force." 

These statements grew into a White 
House policy document known as Pres
idential Decision Directive 13 or PDD-
13. On June 13, the Washington Post 
stated, and I will just read a couple of 
the sections and then I will insert this 
entire article into the RECORD. It says: 

The Clinton administration is drafting a 
new set of criteria for U.S. involvement in 
U.N. peacekeeping operations that would 
provide for a much wider role of U.S. mili
tary personnel, according to senior defense 
and diplomatic officials. 

Under the proposed criteria, the officials 
said, U.S. forces could help plan, train and 
participate in U.N. peacekeeping activities 
when justified by general U.S. interests, not 
just when the United States could make a 
unique military contribution. 

The administration's plan also calls for 
substantial beefing up of the peacekeeping 
staff at the U.N. headquarters in New York. 
U.S. forces in turn would be inclined to ac
cept greater U.N. authority over peacekeep
ing operations that involve them, the official 
said. 

The aim of the plan is partly to dem
onstrate a U.S. commitment to using mili
tary force in concert with other nations 
rather than unilaterally, an approach dubbed 
"assertive multilateralism" by Madeleine K. 
Albright, U.S. Ambassador to the United Na
tions. It also is meant to strengthen the abil
ity of the United Nations to conduct mili
tary operations successfully in strife-torn 
areas, the officials said. 

Mr. President, I will highlight a cou
ple other paragraphs in this rather 
lengthy article: 

Albright outlined some of the proposed 
new features in a speech last Friday to the 
Council on Foreign Relations in New York, 
saying that the administration had decided 
"the time has come to commit the political, 
intellectual and financial capital that the 
U .N. peacekeeping and our security deserve." 

The plan would co,nstitute an official U.S. 
endorsement of many of the ambitious ideas 
suggested last year by U.N. Secretary Gen-

eral Boutros Boutros-Ghali in his report on 
the U.N.'s role on the post-cold war era, enti
tled "Agenda for Peace." 

I will mention a couple other quotes: 
By the end of this month, the United Na

tions will have about 90,000 troops in 13 oper
ations around the world. Yet the entire force 
depends upon a staff of 35 military advisers 
and about 40 civilians in New York. 

Mr. President, I have some trouble 
with those ambitious plans. I will just 
quote another part of this article: 

These and other problems made U.S. mili
tary leaders reluctant to commit U.S. forces 
to peacekeeping operations, particularly 
under U .N. command, officials said: 

The former head of U.N. forces in Sarajevo, 
Canadian Major General Lewis MacKenzie, 
vividly described the insufficient staff prob
lem last year. "Do not get into trouble as a 
commander in the field after 5 p.m. New 
York time, or Saturday and Sunday," he 
said. "There is no one to answer the phone." 

Just to continue a couple other high
lights: 

U.S. military leaders have dropped their 
traditional insistence that U.S. forces be 
kept under U.S. command. The Joint Chiefs 
of Staff agreed to take a case-by-case ap
proach and place U.S. troops under U.N. or 
allied command whenever they find the par
ticular arrangements acceptable, officials 
said. 

This article is dated June 18. 
Recent models for the policy shift, the offi

cials said, include the deployment of roughly 
25,000 U.S. troops to Somalia and the planned 
deployment of 300 U.S. infantry to Macedo
nia to prevent the Balkans conflict from 
spreading there. 

Mr. President, in a later article dated 
August 5 in the Washington Post, its 
headlines said, "Wider U .N. Police Role 
Supported, Foreigners Could Lead U.S. 
Troops." 

I will just read a couple of para
graphs from this article: 

President Clinton's top national security 
advisers have agreed to support the "rapid 
expansion" of United Nations peace enforce
ment operations around the world, but the 
new policy falls far short of U.N. hopes and 
the aggressive proposals of some members of 
the administration. 

The initiative, outlined in the classified 
final draft of Presidential Decision Directive 
13, endorses United Nations as ersatz world 
policeman and commits Washington to sup
port multinational peacekeeping and peace
keeping operations "politically, militarily 
and financially ." Its major emphasis is 
boosting the size and professionalism of the 
U.N. headquarters staff, where fewer than 80 
full-time employees now attempt to control 
80,000 troops around the world in 14 separate 
operations. 

If signed by Clinton this month as ex
pected, the directive would formalize the 
President's acceptance of U.N. command 
over U.S. troops, a significant milestone. But 
the document rejects any open-ended U.S. 
commitments and directs American com
manders to disobey U.N. orders they judge to 
be illegal or "militarily imprudent." 

I will skip a paragraph or two: 
In 1990, according to the briefing charts 

prepared by the Pentagon's joint staff, the 
United Nations had about 10,000 peace
. keepers deployed at an annual cost of $819 
million. By this year, there were more than 
80,000 U.N. peacekeepers deployed with an
nual bills exceeding $3.6 billion. 

I might repeat those figures. Accord
ing to this report, in 1990, United Na
tions had peacekeepers of 10,000. In 
1993, we are looking at over 80,000. We 
are looking at expenses rising from $819 
million to $3.6 billion in a period of just 
3 years. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent that both of these articles be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the articles 
were ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Washington Post, June 18, 1993) 
UNITED STATES PLANS WIDER ROLE IN U .N. 

PEACE KEEPING 

(By R. Jeffrey Smith and Julia Preston) 
The Clinton administration is drafting a 

new set of criteria for U.S. involvement in 
U.N. peacekeeping operations that would 
provide for a much wider role for U.S. mili
tary personnel, according to senior defense 
and diplomatic officials. 

Under the proposed criteria, the officials 
said, U.S. forces could help plan, train and 
participate in U.N. peace-keeping activities 
when justified by general U.S. interests, not 
just when the United States could make a 
unique military contribution. 

The administration's plan also calls for a 
substantial beefing up of the peace-keeping 
staff at U.N. headquarters in New York. U.S. 
forces, in turn, would be more inclined to ac
cept greater U.N. authority over the peace
keeping operations that involve them, the 
officials said. 

The aim of the plan is partly to dem
onstrate a U.S. commitment to using mili
tary force in concert with other nations 
rather than unilaterally, an approach dubbed 
"assertive multilateralism" by Madeleine K. 
Albright, U.S. ambassador to the United Na
tions. It is also meant to strengthen the abil
ity of the United Nations to conduct mili
tary operations successfully in strife-torn 
areas, the officials said. 

The plan represents what one official 
termed an "evolutionary rather than revolu
tionary" shift from existing policy. Officials 
said one factor that has helped block a sig
nificant U.S. military role in such U.N. 
peace-keeping operations as Cambodia, Leb
anon, Kashmir and Cyprus is a requirement 
that U.S. forces be able to make a unique 
military contribution. 

Under the proposed criteria, articulated in 
classified drafts of a White House policy re
view document known as PDD-13, the United 
States could take part if such action would 
catalyze involvement by other nations or 
more generally advance U.S. interests, the 
officials said. The degree of involvement 
would be determined by such factors as the 
intensity of public support and the risk of 
any U.S. commitment becoming open-ended. 

Officials said PRD-13 has not yet been pre
sented to President Clinton, but general 
agreement has been reached on these points 
among senior officials at the State Depart
ment, Defense Department and Joint Chiefs 
of Staff. Albright outlined some of the pro
posed new features in a speech last Friday to 
the Council on Foreign Relations in New 
York, saying that the administration had de
cided "the time has come to commit the po
litical, intellectual and financial capital 
that U.N. peace keeping and our security de
serve." 

The plan would constitute an official U.S . 
endorsement of many of the ambitious ideas 
suggested last year by U.N. Secretary Gen
eral Boutros Boutros-Ghali in his report on 
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the U.N.'s role in the post-Cold War era, en
titled " Agenda or Peace. " Although th3 U.S. 
plan has not yet been presented in detail to 
the U.N. leadership, top U.N. peace-keeping 
officials aware of the plan's general outline 
said in interviews they welcomed Washing
ton's shift. 

"There is a definite change of mood and [a) 
willingness from the United States to be 
partners," said Kofi Annan , U.N. undersecre
tary general for peace-keeping operations. 
" As U.N. operations become ever more com
plex and cumbersome to manage, U.S. par
ticipation becomes ever more important." 

U.N. officials acknowledged they sorely 
need the kind of political and logistical 
boost the United States is offering. U.N. 
peace-keeping operations are growing 
exponentially, straining the infrastructure, 
experience and planning capabilities at U.N. 
headquarters. By the end of this month, the 
United Nations will have about 90,000 troops 
in 13 operations around the world. Yet the 
entire force depends upon a staff of 35 mili
tary advisers and about 40 civilians in New 
York. 

" If I had to choose a single word to evoke 
the problems of U.N. peace keeping, it would 
be 'improvisation,'" Albright said. " A kind 
of programmed amateurism shows up across 
the board,'' including what she described as 
" the near total absence" of contingency 
planning, " hastily recruited, ill-equipped 
and often unprepared troops and civilian 
staff," the absence of centralized military 
command and control and " the lack of a du
rable financial basis for starting and sustain
ing peacekeeping operations." 

These and other problems have made U.S. 
military leaders reluctant to commit U.S. 
forces to peace-keeping operations, particu
larly under U.N. command, officials said. 

The former head of U .N. forces in Sarajevo, 
Canadian Maj. Gen. Lewis MacKenzie, viv
idly described the insufficient staff problem 
last year. " Do not get into trouble as a com
mander in the field after 5 p.m. New York 
time, or Saturday and Sunday," he said. 
" There is no one to answer the phone." 

Currently, only the three biggest oper
ations-in Somalia, Cambodia and the 
former Yugoslav republics-have officers sta
tioned in the U.N. situation room around the 
clock. The U.S. plan calls for a reorganiza
tion of the U.N. peace-keeping staff, includ
ing the creation with U.S. help of a military 
operations headquarters modeled after the 
Pentagon's 24-hour command center. 

Administration officials also have agreed 
to work out arrangements for sharing some 
U.S . intelligence information with the staff 
of such a center, substantially bolstering its 
ability to run distant, complex military op
erations. Later this month, for example, the 
United States is to help install a joint de
fense intelligence information system 
(JDIIS) in the U.N. situation room to en
hance its ability to handle such information. 

"This is a very tricky business, " said Ca
nadian Brig. Gen. Maurice Baril, the top 
U.N. military adviser for peace keeping. 
"You can't expect an organization that is al
ready overworked to come up all of a sudden 
with a perfect new system. But at the same 
time we have to develop from within the 
heart of the United Nations." 

Officials said that in the course of the ad
ministration 's review of its policy toward 
U.N. peace-keeping, U.S. military leaders 
have dropped their traditional insistence 
that U.S . forces be kept under U.S. com
mand. The Joint Chiefs of Staff agreed to 
take a case-by-case approach and place U.S. 
troops under U.N. or allied command when-

ever they find the particular arrangements 
acceptable, officials said. 

Recent models for the policy shift, the offi
cials said, included the deployment of rough
ly 25,000 U.S . troops to Somalia and the 
planned deployment of 300 U.S. infantrymen 
to Macedonia to prevent the Balkans con
flict from spreading there. 

Part of the proposed policy directive also 
stipulates some of the conditions under 
which the United States would endorse , 
though not necessarily participate in , U.N. 
peace-keeping operations. These include: hu
manitarian needs such as those caused by 
civil strife or natural disasters; threats to 
democratically elected governments; a high 
risk that local strife could expand into re
gional conflic t ; and threats to international 
security. 

Albright said that the United States in
tends to support U.N. efforts to create a 
central peacekeeping budget to pay for such 
operations, including an enlarged contin
gency fund and a ready pool of military 
equipment. She also said the administration 
favors the " creation of a cadre of highly 
qualified budget experts" to audit peace
keeping expenditures. 

[From the Washington Post, Aug. 5, 1993) 
WIDER U.N. POLICE ROLE SUPPORTED 

(By Barton Gellman) 
President Clinton's top national security 

advisers have agreed to support the " rapid 
expansion" of United Nations peace enforce
ment operations around the world, but the 
new policy falls far short of U .N. hopes and 
the aggressive proposals of some members of 
the administration. 

The initiative, outlined in the classified 
final draft of Presidential Decision Directive 
13, endorses the United Nations as ersatz 
world policeman and commits Washington to 
support multinational peacemaking and 
peacekeeping operations " politically, mili
tary and financially." Its major emphasis is 
boosting the size and professionalism of the 
U.N. headquarters staff, where fewer than 80 
fulltime employers now attempt to control 
80,000 troops around the world in 14 separate 
operations. 

If signed by Clinton this month as ex
pected, the directive would formalize the 
president's acceptance of U.N. command over 
U.S. troops, a significant milestone. But the 
document rejects any open-ended U.S. com
mitments and directs American commanders 
to disobey U.N. orders they judge to be ille
gal or "militarily imprudent." 

The presidential directive and accompany
ing review paper, known respectively as 
PDD-13 and PRD-13, distill five months of 
contentious interagency debate over the best 
response to a world full of post-Cold War eth
nic and subnational conflict. The new policy 
comes at a time of unprecedented growth in 
demands for U.N. intervention, and amid se
.rious problems with major operations in So
malia and the Balkans. 

In 1990, according to briefing charts pre
pared by the Pentagon's Joint Staff, the 
United Nations had about 10,000 peace
keepers deployed for an annual cost of $819 
million. By this year, there were more than 
80,000 U.N. peacekeepers deployed with an
nual bills exceeding $3.6 billion. 

The final draft of PDD- 13, approved in a 
July 14 interagency meeting of senior offi
cials and obtained by The Washington Post, 
rejects Secretary General Boutros Boutros
Ghali 's ambitious call last year for a stand
ing U.N. " rapid deployment force " for inter
vention in world trouble spots, an idea Clin
ton endorsed in his presidential campaign. 

The Pentagon, in the words of one officer, 
threw " a major dose of cold reason" on more 
ambitious proposals from the State Depart
ment and National Security Council staff. 

The presidential directive is in the form of 
a memorandum to Clinton's senior national 
security advisers. It says the United States 
will neither " earmark" U.S. military units 
for U .N. peace operations nor even promise 
in advance to supply generic capabilities, 
such as combat engineering or air cover. In
stead, Washington will list a set of capabili
ties that it may be willing to contribute " on 
a case-by-case basis. " 

The effect of that restraint, according to 
one disappointed administration advocate of 
greater commitment, leaves the world body 
in the position of " rounding up a posse" 
every time it considers a new intervention. 
At the same time , the presidential directive 
endorses a broad new definition of what con
stitutes a " threat to international peace and 
security, " setting the stage for forcible U.N. 
intervention when a country undergoes " sud
den and unexpected interruption of estab
lished democracy or gross violation of 
human rights. " 

The policy allows for U.S. l>roops to be 
placed under the " operational control" of a 
U.N. commander, which ratifies an experi
ment underway in Somalia. When the Amer~ 
ican-led humanitarian intervention there 
gave way to U.N. command in May, Clinton 
became the first president since the Korean 
War to place American troops under the 
world body's control. 

But in a controversial hedge, the directive 
orders U.S. commanders in such operations 
to maintain separate reporting channels to 
higher U.S. military authorities and disobey 
U.N. orders which they judge to be illegal, 
outside the agreed U.N. mandate or " mili
tary imprudent and unsound." The United 
States will also reserve "the right to termi
nate the participation of the U.S. unit ... 
and to take whatever actions it deems nec
essary to protect them if they are endan
gered," the directive says. 

Although Pentagon officials insisted on 
these conditions, they acknowledge that 
they make for what one called " a double
edged sword." 

" If we're in charge, do we want the Turks 
to say, 'I don't like that order?'" asked one 
officer who has closely followed the debate. 
" It's going to cause us some problems as we 
try to sell this to other nations in the U.N. " 

Madeleine K. Albright, U.S. ambassador to 
the United Nations, acknowledged in a 
closed-door talk to Army officers last Thurs
day that the reservation of national deci
sion-making power makes for " serious com
mand and control problems" in a U.N. force, 
according to a tape recording of her remarks. 

Those problems are already manifest in 
Somalia. Italian forces in Mogadishu have 
conducted military operations and negotia
tions there without notifying Turkish Lt. 
Gen. Cevik Bir, the operation's overall com
mander, and they have refused direct orders 
to attack Somali militias. Small contingents 
from Kuwait and Saudi Arabia have likewise 
rebuffed Bir's commands, and a 1,174-man 
American quick reaction force was never 
placed under Bir. 

" If this is the wave of the future, the fu
ture looks pretty ugly,'' said another Army 
officer. 

But a senior administration official who 
has played a central role in drafting the new 
policy initiative insisted that the hedge 
against " imprudent" orders would not jus
tify the behavior of the Italians. He said it is 
intended only to stop reckless tactical 
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moves, not disagreements over a mission's 
larger strategy. 

A central aim of PDD-13 is to boost the 
prestige, staff and resources of the U.N. mili
tary headquarters staff, long hobbled by the 
U.S.-Soviet deadlock and unaccustomed to 
operational responsibility. The initiative 
seeks to more than double the peacekeeping 
headquarters with 100 new staff members, 20 
of whom would be supplied by the State and 
Defense departments. 

A revamped U.N. staff, the directive says, 
should have a "research division, " a euphe
mism for military intelligence; an oper
ations division with a 24-hour staff and 
encrypted command, control and commu
nications facilities; a "rapidly deployable 
headquarters team" to control new oper
ations in the field, and a "standing airlift ca
pability" using commercial and possibly 
leased Russian military transports. 

Unwilling to pay for most of this, the Clin
ton administration is directing Albright to 
begin recruiting donors, "focusing on Japan 
and Germany," to expand the peacekeeping 
office. 

Within the administration, the State and 
Defense departments have been battling for 
months to control the newly important 
budgets and policy decisions on peace oper
ations. The dispute flared Tuesday at a 
closed meeting of the Senate Armed Services 
and Foreign Relations committees attended 
by senior Pentagon, State and National Se
curity Council staff officials. " It was abrupt
ly ended after the administration embar
rassed itself by not speaking with one 
voice," said one government official. 

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I cite 
those two articles and I will cite a cou
ple of other quotations that concern 
me because we are talking about a 
massive expansion of U.S. forces com
mitted to United Nations and, in many 
cases, to U.N. commanders that are not 
from the United States. 

On June 11, Madeleine Albright 
stated, 

I think a strong United Nations is critical 
to U.S. security, so we in the United States 
must work energetically to strengthen the 
capacity of the United Nations and other 
multilateral organizations to conduct peace
keeping, preventive diplomacy, peace
making, peace enforcement, 
and so on. 

These statements cause me great 
concern. I believe some supporters of 
the United Nations are placing too 
much faith in its hands. In the United 
Nations, we have seen a shift from tra
ditional peacekeeping to peacemaking 
and peace enf arcing, and in Somalia we 
have, unfortunately, seen how well-in
tentioned U.N. resolutions can result 
in tragic consequences. 

We have also seen a rapid rise in U.N. 
operations. There were 13 U .N. peace
keeping operations between the years 
1945 and 1985. Since 1985, there have 
been 14. So we have had more U.N. 
peacekeeping operations in the last 8 
years than we did in the first 40 years. 
The number of troops has increased 
from 10,000 troops in peacekeeping op
erations 3 years ago to over 80,000 
today. That is a dramatic increase. 
And there are less than 90 U.N. mili
tary and civilian officers to oversee 
those operations. 

So let me address what will and will 
not be affected by this amendment 
which Senator COCHRAN and others and 
myself are offering today. I might men
tion, too, I have made some minor 
modifications to accommodate some of 
the concerns that were raised by the 
chairman of the subcommittee, Sen
ator INOUYE, and Senator STEVENS. 

This amendment does not apply to 
NATO and its integrated command 
structure because it is not under U.N. 
operational control. Likewise, such 
NATO standing elements as the Multi
national Standing Naval Force Atlan
tic would not be affected. It also would 
not affect the current United States
Korea arrangement. It would not pre
clude any future situation structured 
like the gulf war. Since it only applies 
to U.S. combat forces under foreign 
command, it would not affect U.S. par
ticipation in traditional U.N. peace
keeping. It would not affect our ability 
to enter into multilateral U.N. agree
ments. It just addresses the oper
ational command of American combat 
forces. 

It also retains Presidential flexibility 
in an emergency and need not result in 
the abrupt removal of U.S. combat per
sonnel participating in U.N. oper
ations. Again, it just disallows U.N. 
operational control or foreign com
mand over our combat men and women 
unless authorized by Congress. If any
thing, this amendment assures that the 
President, unless it is clearly in the na
tional security interests of the United 
States, retains his constitutionally 
guaranteed role as Commander in 
Chief. Should he seek to delegate that 
responsibility to a foreigner, it is only 
common sense that relinquishing com
mand responsibility be done with the 
utmost care and caution. We did not 
elect the U .N. Secretary General as 
Commander in Chief. 

Mr. President, this is an important 
amendment. Lives of dedicated men 
and women of our Armed Forces are at 
stake. At a time when U.N. missions 
are increasing rapidly in number and in 
size, sprawling in their scope, and the 
world is full of ethnic and regional con
flicts, it is our responsibility to ensure 
that those who are willing to sacrifice 
their lives for America are never jeop
ardized for anything other than what is 
clearly in our national security inter
ests. 

Mr. President, I believe that is the 
minimum that we owe the service men 
and women of our country. 

Mr. President, I have several edi
torials I would like to enter into the 
RECORD. Actually, I have four or five. 
One is by Jeane Kirkpatrick: "Where Is 
Our Foreign Policy?" And I will just 
read or highlight a couple of para
graphs from this editorial. 

The Secretary General does not explain 
why the United States should commit hun
dreds of millions of dollars and risk thou
sands of lives to nation-building in one Afri-

can State. That is not his responsibility. Ex
plaining to the American taxpayers why 
these activities are in U.S. national interests 
is the responsibility of President Clinton and 
his administration. 

I will just insert this entire state
ment, but needless to say-let me just 
conclude with one final statement. It 
said: 

The Clinton administration offers us a vi
sion of foreign policy from which national 
self-interest is purged. And it proposes to 
forgo U.S. control over important decisions 
and rely instead on the judgment of inter
national bodies and officials. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent that the editorial by Jeane Kirk
patrick, one in the Sunday Oklahoman, 
an article from the National Review, as 
well as an op-ed piece by Samuel 
Francis and one by Trudy Rubin, be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the articles 
were ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Washington Post, Aug. 30, 1993) 
WHERE IS OUR FOREIGN POLICY? 

(By Jeane Kirkpatrick) 
"What is our purpose?" Senate Minority 

Leader Robert Dole asked of the latest U.S. 
commitment of troops to Somalia. "What is 
the cost? How long will they stay. " 

U.N. Secretary General Boutros Boutros
Ghali addresses these questions in his most 
recent report to the Security Council on So
malia. But his answers would not please Dole 
or a growing number of senators and rep
resentatives concerned about the increasing 
U.S . commitment to the U.N. operation in 
Somalia. 

Boutros-Ghali explains that what began as 
an effort to prevent mass starvation has be
come a campaign "to reconstruct [Soma
lia's] political, social and material infra
structure on a lasting basis," to disarm war
ring factions , apprehend " criminal ele
ments," establish a national police force, a 
prison system and a judicial system. 

The secretary general does not explain why 
the United States should commit hundreds 
of millions of dollars and risk thousands of 
lives to nation-building in one African state. 
That is not his responsibility. Explaining to 
American taxpayers why these activities are 
in the U.S. national interest is the respon
sibility of President Clinton and his adminis
tration. 

We know why the Bush administration 
committed 20,000 troops to Somalia: It was 
to stave off imminent starvation of tens of 
thousands. But President Clinton and his top 
advisers have not explained why Americans 
should become militarily involved in the in
ternal politics of Somalia- a distant country 
to which we have no special ties. Nor have 
they explained why the conflict in Somalia 
should have greater claim to U.S. resources 
than, say, the bitter war of aggression 
against Bosnia. The president's silence on 
these questions has given rise to the com
plaint, heard with increasing frequency, that 
the Clinton administration has failed to de
fine a foreign policy. I believe that com
plaint is not justified. 

In fact, the Clinton administration's for
eign policy has been repeatedly described 
and illustrated by top administration offi
cials. But what they say and what they do 
are so unfamiliar and unexpected that they 
are barely heard and even less understood. 

For the Clinton team, implementing the 
decisions of the U.N. Security Council and 
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the secretary general in Somalia, Bosnia, 
Cambodia or wherever is our foreign policy. 
Doing what the United Nations calls on us to 
do is our foreign policy. That is why Sec
retary of State Warren Christopher listed 
among the administration's foreign policy 
accomplishments " taking the lead in passing 
the responsibility to multilateral bodies." It 
is presumably why the administration ac
cepted Boutros-Ghali 's claim of authority to 
decide when and where NATO air strikes 
could take place in Bosnia and why the U.S. 
dispatched crack troops to Somalia without 
raising serious questions about whether it is 
prudent, justifiable or in the U.S. interest. 

The Clinton administration has made act
ing through the United Nations the center
piece of U.S. foreign policy, "There is a po
litical will in the new administration to use 
the United Nations in solving international 
disputes, " Boutros-Ghali told David Frost 
soon after Clinton's inauguration. And he 
was right. But even he must be surprised at 
the extent of the Clinton administration's 
commitment to global multilateralism. 

The clearest statement yet of the Clinton 
doctrine of " assertive multilateralism" was 
offered in U.N. Ambassador Madeleine 
Albright's June speech to the Council on 
Foreign Relations. But Christopher and 
other policy-making members of the Clinton 
team have emphasized and illustrated the 
administration's belief that a strong United 
Nations is critical to U.S. national security, 
that a conflict anywhere is a threat to U.S. 
national security and that they have a com
mitment to promote peace and development 
everywhere through the United Nations. 

In Bosnia, Somalia, Cambodia and in its 
sweeping plans to upgrade U.N. peacekeeping 
capacities, the administration has dem
onstrated a will to make the U.N. secretary 
general's priorities its own. 

In its support of Boutros-Ghali's boundless 
agenda and unprecedented claims of author
ity, in its willingness to defer to U.N. deci
sions (as, for example, on air strikes in 
Bosnia), in its decision to place U.S. troops 
under U.N. command, the Clinton adminis
tration defines its foreign policy and dis
solves the national interest as traditionally 
conceived. It eliminates from the calculation 
of interests and priorities factors like geog
raphy, history and culture, which have tradi
tionally shaped the foreign policy of nations. 
The Clinton administration offers us a vision 
of foreign policy from which national self-in
terest is purged. And it proposes to forgo 
U.S. control over important decisions and 
rely instead on the judgment of inter
national bodies and officials. 

The reason the Clinton administration's 
foreign policy seems indecisive is that multi
lateral decision-making is characteristically 
complicated and inconclusive. The reason 
Clinton policy seems ineffective is that U.N. 
operations-in Bosnia or Somalia or wher
ever-are characteristically ineffective. The 
reason Dole demands an explanation of our 
purposes in Somalia, now that starvation no 
longer looms, is that it is difficult to relate 
Somalia's internal political struggles to any 
U.S. goals except the goal of honoring the 
priori ties of the U .N. secretary general. 

This is not the first time an American-ad
ministration has brought to U.S. foreign pol
icy-making a global perspective and tend
ency to prefer universal needs to national in
terests. Many of the same people now mak
ing foreign policy for the Clinton adminis
tration tried these ideas first when they 
served in the Carter administration. But the 
Cold War and the reality of Soviet expansion 
in the late '70s imposed limits on the utopian 

quest for a global community. Now, only 
Congress can prevent the progressive loss of 
control by Americans of our resources and 
our future. 

[From the Sunday Oklahoman, Aug. 22, 1993] 
CLINTON AND THE UNITED NATIONS 

If President Clinton thinks he stirred up a 
hornet 's nest with his plan to permit homo
sexuals to serve openly in the military, he 
should hear the buzz of opposition against 
another one of his off-the-wall ideas. 

Some high-ranking senators have their 
stingers out for Clinton if he goes through 
with an executive order clearing the way for 
U.S . combat forces to· serve under foreign 
commanders. Sen. Malcolm Wallop, a Repub
lican on the Armed Services Committee, 
called it a " nutty idea. " Sen. Richard Lugar, 
a senior Republican on the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee , criticized the lack of 
consultation with Congress. Democratic Sen. 
Robert Byrd, chairman of the Senate Appro
priations Committee, said "such military en
deavors could be disastrous" and called for a 
thorough debate. 

The controversial order is an outgrowth of 
the Clinton administration's embrace of an 
expanded role for the United Nations in 
places like Somalia and Bosnia and other ex
plosive regions around the world. This kind 
of multinational approach to peacekeeping 
has some backing on Capitol Hill . 

Sen. Joseph Eiden, a Democrat, has en
dorsed the concept of a standing army con
trolled by the U .N. in which American troops 
would serve. Biden may not mind U.S. sol
diers taking orders from foreigners but plen
ty of his colleagues would find that unac
ceptable. The joint chiefs of staff tradition
ally have resisted subordinating their serv
ices to international command. 

Furthermore, the U.N.'s botched oper
ations in Somalia and Bosnia, along with 
chronic mismanagement and fraud, should 
rule out expanding its power and influence. 
Says Thomas Sheehy of The Heritage Foun
dation, "this is a time to be skeptical about 
U.N. effectiveness in settling conflicts 
around the globe." 

Clinton has far too much confidence in the 
U.N. and its secretary general Boutros 
Boutros-Ghali of Egypt. As Sen. Bob Dole 
said at the national governors conference, 
the U.N. is a flawed institution that "does 
not stand for the same values and prin
ciples" as the United States. Warning Clin
ton not to abdicate his responsibilities, Dole 
said " the American people did not elect 
Boutros-Ghali to run U.S. foreign policy." 

Rather than get stung by angry senators, 
Clinton should drop any plans to assign U.S. 
soldiers to an international police force run 
by a multinational organization with a shod
dy success record. It's time he started acting 
like the leader of a superpower. He is spend
ing presidential capital on unwise and ill-ad
vised policies. 

[From the National Review, Oct. 4, 1993] 
C'MON, BABY-DO THE MULTILATERAL 

(By Lawrence T. Di Rita) 
Bill Clinton came to Washington deter

mined to end "12 years of gridlock." This 
message resonated with the approximately 
one in four Americans ·who provided Mr. 
Clinton his mandate. For the remaining 75 
percent of us, it remains to be shown why 
"gridlock" is a Bad Thing. After all- with 
apologies to Senator Goldwater- gridlock in 
the pursuit of common sense is no vice. 

No gridlock during the past 12 years was 
more sensible than that which obtained be-

tween civilians and the military regarding 
overseas adventurism. The Joint Chiefs of 
Staff learned one very important lesson from 
America's failure in Vietnam: beware civil
ians who would launch crusades abroad. 

During the Reagan-Bush years the chiefs 
were able to convince the secretaries of de
fense to pay attention to their views on this 
matter. As a result, a curious role reversal 
took place, in which hair-shirted civilians in 
the State Department and at the National 
Security Council frequently criticized the 
apparent pacification of the Department of 
Defense when it resisted their calls for " a 
mix of diplomacy and military force " to 
achieve their objectives. The breakdown of 
the international force that led to the tragic 
deaths of 241 U.S. Marines in Beirut in Octo
ber 1983 only strengthened the case for de
fense gridlock regarding multilateral mili
tary ''presences.'' 

The prudent approach to the use of U.S . 
forces was codified by our longest-serving 
Secretary of Defense, Caspar Weinberger. 
Paraphrased from his excellent memoirs, his 
recipe for gridlock, since named the " Wein
berger Doctrine, " includes these precepts: 

1. Do not commit combat forces overseas 
unless the engagement is deemed vital to our 
national interest. 

2. If combat troops are committed, do so 
wholeheartedly, with the clear intention of 
winning, and with clearly defined political 
and military objectives. 

3. The commitment of combat forces 
abroad should be a last resort. 

Fortunately, the Beirut episode was an iso
lated instance. More representative of the 
period were the liberation of Grenada, the in
vasion of Panama, and, of course, Operation 
Desert Storm. Clear and achievable objec
tives, an overwhelming preponderance of 
force, and the willingness to act independ
ently if necessary characterized these oper
ations, which, not coincidentally, were re
markable for the minimal loss of life on ei
ther side. 

A PROMISE TO BE KEPT 
Ending gridlock (or at least the kind pro

duced by disciplined adherence to the Wein
berger Doctrine) appears to be one area in 
which President Clinton intends to keep his 
word. He has entrusted the Pentagon to a 
team of Great Strategic Thinkers that seems 
bent on seeing how quickly it can violate 
every one of Mr. Weinberger's principles. 
President Clinton seems ready to permit-in
deed, encourage-the use of American mili
tary forces around the world as a snap-in, 
snapout replacement for diplomacy. Worse 
yet, he seems prepared to use unaccountable 
United Nations bureaucrats-who wouldn't 
recognize a "vital national interest" or 
"clearly defined military· objective" if it 
were printed on their inflated paychecks-to 
"legitimize" his use of force . 

The centerpiece of Mr. Clinton's effort is 
his administration's review of multilateral 
operations being undertaken as part to is 
systematic assessment of Bush Administra
tion policies. Dubbed Presidential Decision 
Directive (PDD)-13, the review is considering 
all manner of one-worldisms, including a UN 
military-operations headquarters. PDD-13 
would also investigate the feasibility of in
telligence sharing. Imagine the People's Re
public of China having access to U.S. sat
ellite photo-imagery data and you get the 
idea. 

Secretary of Defense Les Aspin is going to 
great lengths to burnish whiz-kid credentials 
tarnished by his lackluster first eight 
months in office. In his Pentagon reorganiza
tion, Mr. Aspin has created a new position, 
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Assistant Secretary of Defense for Democ
racy and Peacekeeping. Reporting to this of
ficial are the newly created Deputy Assist
ant Secretaries for (1) Drug Policy, (2) De
mocracy & Human Rights, (3) Peacekeeping 
& Peace Enforcement, and (4) Humanitarian 
& Refugee Affairs. 

One must give Mr. Aspin credit. With the 
country fixated on gay soldiers, married Ma
rines, and lewd and lascivious sailors. he 
quietly reinvented government, or at least 
his small piece of it. It remains to be seen 
how effective his new organization will be, 
but it should suffice to note that it depends 
heavily on cooperation with the UN. 

THE UN NIGHTMARE 

One need look no further than the UN Op
erations in Somalia (UNOSOM) to learn how 
ill-suited the United Nations is to realizing 
the Clinton dream. What began as "humani
tarian relief" soon developed into "peace
keeping" and-with the deaths of four U.S. 
soldiers when they drove across a land 
mine-"peacemaking." Four thousand Amer
ican troops-hamstrung by their larger and 
far less competent coalition partners-have 
been given an open-ended assignment to end 
the hostilities there. The "command struc
ture" in Mogadishu is such that national
contingent commanders seek approval from 
authorities in their capitals before carrying 
out the orders of their nominal superiors in 
the field. Moreover, the troops under their 
command are suffering from an identity cri
sis. Are they part of a police force or a mili
tary force? The confusion is justified. The re
turned U.S. admiral who is the UN represent
ative in Somalia has issued an arrest war
rant for the head of one of the factions in
volved in the long-standing civil war there. 

But the Clinton Administration knows 
that the success of UNOSOM is critical to 
proving that its kinder, gentler Pentagon 
will work. This explains why Mr. Aspin has 
placed such a high priority on keeping the 
coalition from collapsing and burying the 
new world order in the debris. Not directly 
relevant, but shows how unworkable this UN 
Armed Force idea really is-what's in our 
national interest? 

Pursuant to this agreement, the Pentagon 
has transferred to the United Nations 
weaponized armored personnel carriers 
(APCs), riot-control agents (including tear 
gas), and small-arms ammunition. Much of 
this equipment has been requested by the UN 
on behalf of the Pakistani contingent. Were 
the g·overnment of Pakistan to request such 
equipment from the U.S. directly, the De
fense Department would have no choice but 
to say no. Because of the so-called Pressler 
Amendment imposed on President Reagan in 
1985, "no military equipment ... shall be 
sold or transferred to Pakistan" unless the 
President is able to certify that Pakistan 
does not have a nuclear capability. Since ev
eryone believes it has such a capability, 
Pakistan has had to look elsewhere for secu
rity assistance. 

Fully cognizant of Pressler Amendment re
strictions. Pentagon officials are quick to 
mention two things: (1) These items are not 
for use within Pakistan, so it's okay; and (2) 
it doesn't matter anyway, because the UN 
actually owns the equipment. When queried 
about what will happen if the UNOSOM coa
lition is ever disbanded (sadly, a more re
mote possibility each day) these officials 
reply with child-like faith that the equip
ment will "go back to the UN." Presumably, 
there is a parking garage in midtown Man
hattan housing tanks, APCs, and all manner 
of retrograde from similar operations in the 
past. 

The attempted masculinization of the 
United Nations via an injection of American 
military hormones goes beyond Somalia. 
President Clinton has twisted arms at NATO 
to provide for air strikes in Bosnia to help 
end the siege of Sarajevo. He has deferred, 
though, to UN Secretary-General Boutros 
Boutros-Ghali to approve the targets and · 
order the strikes, evidently believing the lat
ter is rather less a Secretary than a General. 
Will the President also ask Mr. Boutros
Ghali to travel to distant Iowa or Alabama 
to explain to the parents of the first Amer
ican pilot downed by Serbian missiles why 
their son won't be coming home? 

We may hope that President Clinton's mes
sage of condolence to the parents of the soi
diers fallen in Somalia offered insight that 
he has thus far failed to share with the na
tion at large. It seems obvious, though, that 
the policy is animated by the notion that 
multilateral military operations are some
how more "noble" than raw expressions of 
national interest (an unintended but entirely 
logical extension of President Bush's desire 
to get the UN imprimatur before protecting 
the United States' well-recognized right to 
access to Middle East oil fields). 

Not to be outdone, the crusaders of Capitol 
Hill have joined this ennobling quest. Joseph 
Biden has introduced Senate Joint Resolu
tion 112, which would provide the jewel in 
the Secretary-General's crown: a UN stand
ing army. For its part, the majority staff of 
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee has 
issued a study lamenting that "[t]he French 
have in many ways seized the mantle of 
world leadership in UN peace operations." To 
correct this, these Democratic do-gooders 
would: "negotiate ... special agreements 
with the UN to facilitate rapid American as
sistance to peace operations; provided assist
ance to the UN in modernizing its peacekeep
ing operations; deploy U.S. combat troops 
under UN command." 

The Administration has avoided broad pub
lic discussion of these ideas, and for good 
reason. The opinion of the United Nations 
held by most Americans is as low as that of 
their armed forces is high. Moreover, the De
fense Department has soft-pedaled its reor
ganization because Secretary Aspin's Assist
ant Secretary-Designate for Democracy and 
Peacekeeping is one Morton Halperin, who 
has made a career of being on the wrong side 
of history. 

Mr. Halperin was until recently the direc
tor of the Washington office of the American 
Civil Liberties Union, and he was a promi
nent defender of those who released classi
fied national-security documents to the 
media. He has himself established a paper 
trail (uncovered by Frank Gaffney, the direc
tor of the Center for Security Policy) that 
puts him far to the left of the "misunder
stood civil libertarian" he claims to be. For 
example, as a leading advocate of a nuclear
weapons freeze during the Cold War, he 
wrote in The Bulletin of the Atomic Sci
entists in March 1983: "If the freeze is seen to 
be losing support in Congress, then no arms 
control will be possible under this Adminis
tration" (Emphasis added.) In one of his
tory's more satisfying ironies, that article 
went to press about the time President 
Reagan announced SDI, the catalyst for the 
series of arms-control agreements he began 
signing four years later with the Soviets. 

The nomination hearings for Mr. Halperin 
will begin soon. Those hearings should de
velop into a referendum on the Administra
tion's decision to hand over the keys of the 
American military machine to the UN. If the 
debate is properly crafted, defeating Mr. 

Halperin will go a long way toward defeating 
the policy. Should he be confirmed-General 
Shalikashvili, the Secretary-General would 
like to see you. 

[From the Washington Times, Oct. 1, 1993) 
NATIONAL INTERESTS? How QUAINT 

(By Samuel Francis) 
Meetings of the U.N. General Assembly are 

not yet quite as alarming as sessions of the 
U.S. Supreme Court, but they still ought to 
cause honest citizens to lose sleep. When the 
munchkins of the New World Order convene 
from Islamabad and Lusaka to decide which 
countries American troops should invade 
next, it's almost as worrisome as the Name
less Nme's periodic excursions into theology 
and social science. 

This past Monday, the U.N. conclave got to 
hear an oration from President Clinton him
self on the contours of his foreign policy, and 
Americans were permitted to listen too. In
deed, for the preceding week, President 
Clintonians were dispatched throughout the 
land to prepare the peasants for their chief's 
coming revelations. 

Mr. Clinton's national security adviser, 
Anthony Lake, warned about "neo-know
nothings" who insist on caution about Amer
ican participation in U.N. peacekeeping mis
sions, and U.N. Ambassador Madeleine 
Albright expounded the administration's 
caution about American participation in 
U.N. peacekeeping missions. By the time the 
president spoke to the munchkins, neither 
munchkin nor American knew much more 
about his foreign policy than his own admin
istration. 

Nevertheless, Mr. Clinton's speech was at 
least as well received as Jane Fonda's a few 
days before, and he retreated from more of 
the foolish promises of his campaign. That, 
you know, is the bright side of the Age of 
Clinton: Every time the leader speaks, he 
backs away from what he said the last time. 

This time Mr. Clinton trod Amb. Albright's 
path of caution. He stated bluntly that "the 
United Nations cannot become engaged in 
every one of the world's conflicts. If the 
American people are to say yes to U.N. 
peacekeeping, the United Nations must know 
when to say no." 

It's about time someone said it. Ever since 
the Persian Gulf War, pretty much all we've 
heard has been bloated utopianism about 
bloated U.S. warmaking under the cant of 
"peacekeeping." U.N. "peacekeepers" have 
swollen from a mere 9,800 in 1987 to more 
than 80,000 today. They quadrupled just last 
year, and the costs rose to more than $3 bil
lion, of which we the peasants are supposed 
to pick up some 30 percent. Mr. Clinton says 
we (he means you). Mr. Clinton says we (he 
means you) will pay, but he also insisted 
that others pay more as well. 

At a later news conference, he outlined the 
preconditions of U.S. participation in 
"peacekeeping," at least for Bosnia, and 
these two were properly cautious. He wants 
"clear understanding" about command and 
control, the command or a NATO general, a 
"clear timetable" for review, the "right to 
terminate American involvement," a "clear 
political strategy" and "clear expression of 
support" from Congress. All of which is 
swell, but there's one thing Mr. Clinton 
didn't mention. 

What he didn't mention as a precondition 
for committing American troops to meddle 
and fight in other people's wars is a clear un
derstanding of what the American national 
interest might be. There's a reason he didn't 
mention it. The national interest doesn't fig
ure in the new mathematics of U.N. peace
keeping. 
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This brings us back to Mr. Lake's "neo

know-nothings," a species that has the un
popular habit of demanding to know what 
American national interests are in any pro
jected foreign involvement and keeps insist
ing on the existence and expression of some 
national interest as the major precondition 
of any involvement. Why there is anything 
"neo" about these habits is beyond me, and 
I for one am content to abide with the label 
of " paleo-know-nothing." 

But in the happy land of the New World 
Order, anyone who asks such questions is 
some kind of know-nothing, for in that un
discovered country "national interests" no 
longer exist. There is only the interest of 
universalist abstractions such as "human
kind," the "global village," the " first uni
versal nation," "the global economy," etc. 

Mr. Clinton, for all his well-advised cau
tion, never challenged these windy premises 
of the New World Order, and he never distin
guished the national interest of the sov
ereign American nation from those abstrac
tions. 

Instead, he used his rhetorical caution to 
drag us into the U.N. quagmire even deeper 
than we already are, and the rest of his 
speech about the need for global enforcement 
of human rights, the global environment 
("our obligations as custodians of this plan
et") and transnational control of nuclear 
weapons and materials stank of commit
ments no American has ever agreed to shoul
der and few have even thought abut. 

If Mr. Clinton ever bothers to talk to his 
own countrymen about his foreign policy, 
the know-nothings amongst us ought to use 
the occasion to tell him a bit about our in
terests and rights as a sovereign people that 
he and his posse of know-somethings have 
forgotten to mention. 

[From the Philadelphia Inquirer, Aug. 20, 
1993] 

IT'S Too SOON To PUT U.S. TROOPS UNDER 
FOREIGN U .N. COMMANDERS 

(By Trudy Rubin) 
President Clinton is reportedly on the 

verge of signing a directive to permit U.S. 
troops to serve under foreign commanders in 
U.N. peace-keeping operations. 

It's easy to understand why the idea ap
peals. If it were possible to shift the burden 
of policing an increasingly messy world. 
America wouldn' t have to play globocop and 
U.S. officials could focus on problems at 
home. 

But Clinton should think again, and not 
just because many members of Congress are 
furious that he made this decision without 
much consultation. The questionable U.N. 
performances in Somalia and Bosnia have 
shown that the organization is many years 
away from being ready to play world police
man.*** 

The United Nations has never played the 
role of international peace enforcer the way 
its founders anticipated. When the body was 
founded, provision was made for member 
states to make armed forces available on a 
permanent basis. The Cold War got in the 
way, and these provisions never came into 
force. 

The U.N. operation in Korea only got start
ed because the Soviet Union boycotted a cru
cial Security Council meeting (China wasn't 
yet a U.N. member). U.S. forces in Korea, 
though part of a U.N. mission. fought under 
American command. 

After the Cold War ended, many observers 
thought the United Nations would finally 
come into its own. 

The number of global U.N. peace-keeping 
operations mounted. The Gulf War seemed to 

set a precedent for Security Council coopera
tion. Member nations, were eager to dump 
messy ethnic and civil wars into the U.N.'s 
arms. 

They were much too hasty. 
For one thing, the Gulf War wasn't much 

of a precedent. It was mainly a U.S. show 
under a U.N. umbrella, with American troops 
under U.S. command. 

For another, as the United Nations started 
to experiment with peace enforcement (as 
opposed to peacekeeping where all sides to a 
conflict have agreed to stop fighting), the 
fallacies in the concept of a global supercop 
became apparent. 

The first big problem was logistics. The 
United Nations isn't set up to run fighting 
operations. It's tall glass building on the 
East River is full of well-paid bureaucrats 
but has practically no military advisers, no 
war room, no intelligence or communica
tions centers, and no financial resources. 

The world body is now trying to set up a 
command center. But it will depend heavily 
on intelligence from member nations, nota
bly Washington. And it is doubtful whether 
such a center will be sufficient for serious 
military operations. 

That doesn't even address problems of how 
to raise and train troops from nations with 
totally different skill levels, weaponry and 
language. Or how to pay for them. Or decide 
where they should fight. 

Which leads to the second and more serious 
problem: the relations between guns and pol
itics. 

U.N. involvement in fighting demands po
litical decisions about where and how force 
should be used. Those decisions have to be 
made by the Security Council, and the U.N. 
Secretary General and accepted by nations 
who dispatch peace-enforcement troops. Po
litical disagreements on whether or how to 
fight put U.N. troops in risky positions. 

The consequences of such squabbles have 
been on full display in Mogadishu and in Sa
rajevo. 

In Somalia, the United Nations took over 
the operation from the United States in 
May. U.S . troops-only logistical units-
were put directly under U.N. command for 
the first time, with one minor exception. But 
the 1,300 U.S. combat troops left in 
Magodishu still serve under American offi
cers. 

But in Somalia, top U.N. officials and na
tions serving in the U.N. operation have been 
unable to agree on their mission. 

The U.N. Secretary General Boutros 
Boutros Ghali wants to reestablish stability 
and rebuild the structure of the nation. That 
means Somali warlords must be disarmed. 

The Italian contingent, however, opposed 
U.N. efforts to disarm and punish warlord 
Mohammed Aideed after he shot up Paki
stani peacekeepers. The Italian commander 
insisted on taking orders from Rome, not the 
Turkish U.N. commander. When he was rep
rimanded, the Italian government decided to 
pull its troops out of Madadishu. 

Down that path lies chaos. But one can en
vision any number of situations where his
toric frictions, or disdain or distrust would 
make it dicey for troops of one country to 
serve under a U.N. commander from another. 
That's why the Clinton proposal to let U.S. 
troops serve under U.N. commanders appar
ently contains provisions that would allow 
U.S. military officers to disregard orders 
they consider to be illegal or militarily ques
tionable. But this makes a mockery of a uni
fied military command. 

In Bosnia, political disagreement between 
U.N. members has undercut the entire mis-

sion. U.N. peace-keeping forces were 
supposely dispatched to deliver humani
tarian supplies to besieged civilians. They 
were given the mandate to use force if they 
were blocked. 

But when Serb militias blocked aid and be
sieged Sarajevo, political displacements 
among the members prevented the United 
Nations from acting. The French and British 
opposed U.S. proposals to threaten air 
strikes against the Serbs because they feared 
retaliation against their peacekeepers on the 
ground. 

Political squabbles over potential U.N. 
missions are likely to multiply, especially if 
the Security Council expands to include Ger
many, Japan, India or Brazil. The end of the 
Cold War doesn't ensure Security Council 
agreement on what causes are worth fighting 
for. More likely the opposite. 

And without such agreement, hopes for a 
U.N. globocop are vastly overrated. 

Mr. WARNER addressed the Chair. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem

pore. The Senator from Virginia. 
Mr. WARNER. Will the Senator yield 

for a question or two? 
Mr. NICKLES. I will be happy to 

yield to my friend. 
Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I have 

had an opportunity to study the re
vised amendment for a brief period of 
time. I had been working on possibly 
an alternative with some other Sen
ators, and we are not sure exactly the 
final draft of that because this has sort 
of been a moving target. But I under
stand how the Senator has every right 
to work on this, and the Senator has 
made some changes. 

Mr. NICKLES. I will be happy to re
spond, Mr. President. I appreciate the 
Senator's concern. The Senator and his 
staff did bring to our attention and 
wanted to make absolutely sure that 
we would not undermine the current 
cooperative effort that we now have be
tween the United States and Korea. I 
do not think that was covered under 
our initial draft. 

We made absolutely clear that we 
would not affect that in any adverse 
way. We made absolutely clear that we 
would not have any negative impact 
whatsoever in NATO. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I thank 
the Senator. Indeed, we did bring that 
to the attention of the Senator, and I 
think both of those corrections will be 
made. 

I should like the draw the Senator's 
attention to the first page, numeral 1, 
which reads: 

Under United Nations operational or tac
tical control, if such forces would be under 
the command, operational control, or tac
tical control of foreign officers. 

This is a subject on which the sub
committee of the Armed Services Com
mittee, on which I serve as the ranking 
member, has been working. Senator 
LEVIN is the chairman. 

As drafted here, I am not clear. Sup
pose, for example, as in the gulf oper
ation, General Schwarzkopf was the 
designated supreme commander of that 
operation. Nevertheless, there were 
units of our Armed Forces, which for 
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periods of time during the gulf oper
ation served under, say, a regimental 
commander, who was a foreign officer, 
who in turn reported to General 
Schwarzkopf. 

Now, this is a technical question, but 
as drawn here, it seemed to me to pre
clude even that type of operation. 

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I will 
be happy to respond to the Senator's 
question. We put in a definition, actu
ally on page 3 of this amendment: 

For the purpose of this section, "United 
Nations operational or tactical control" 
means the exercise by the United Nations 
Security Council, the United Nations Sec
retary General, or any other non-U.S. entity 
designated by the United Nations Security 
Council, or the United Nations Secretary 
General, with the exception of NATO, of the 
power of command usually given to the lead
er of a military force such as the authority 
to coordinate and direct the mission-related 
activities of the units comprising such force. 

So clearly in the Persian Gulf exam
ple, as the Senator outlined, the United 
States had operational control, and it 
was under the control of General 
Schwarzkopf. We went to great lengths 
to try to accommodate the-

Mr. WARNER. So if there were an in
tervening foreign officer in the chain of 
command, this amendment would not 
apply? 

Mr. NICKLES. No. 
Mr. WARNER. So long as the top 

military officer is a U.S. officer. 
Mr. NICKLES. The Senator is cor

rect. 
Mr. WARNER. My next question 

would be, given the United States is a 
leader in military matters throughout 
the world, suppose each nation adopts 
a similar type piece of legislation. How 
then does the U.N. put together an 
armed force? 

Mr. NICKLES. I will respond to my 
colleague and friend, Mr. President. I 
wanted to be very clear and very care
ful that we did not in any way basi
cally transfer the constitutional re
sponsibility of the Commander in Chief 
to the Secretary General, nor would we 
abrogate or violate the constitutional 
responsibility of Congress. 

So our amendment says the Presi
dent has this authority as Commander 
in Chief. He would not delegate it. If he 
so determined that it was in our coun
try's national interest to do so, he 
could request from Congress, and re
ceive, authorization. If he felt it was in 
the best interests to put U.S. combat 
forces under the U.N. flag or under a 
foreign commander, he could do so, but 
he would have to receive congressional 
authorization. He could declare an 
emergency, he could do it, would not 
have to pull our troops out. He could 
do so but would have to declare an 
emergency and receive authorization 
from Congress. 

So this would basically protect the 
President's right as Commander in 
Chief. It would keep his authority as 
Commander in Chief so it will not be 

delegated to the U.N. Secretary Gen
eral or other operations. 

Other countries, frankly, if you look 
at the history of the United Nations, 
have in many cases, I think when it 
was well run and made successful exer
cises, they were fallowing the lead of 
the United States. Certainly, that was 
the case in the operation of the Persian 
Gulf war. That was a U.S.-led effort 
with a significant coalition. Those 
other countries, if they elected not to 
participate or if they passed a similar 
resolution, then they would be saying, 
"We don't want our forces to serve 
under combat with the United States
led forces," then they will not be part 
of the coalition. 

Mr. WARNER. In point of fact, if 
other nations do adopt comparable leg
islation, it preempts their participa
tion unless they have a similar excul
patory clause whereby their head of 
state or head of government can come 
in and have a comparable way. Would 
that be the case? 

Mr. NICKLES. I think it would be the 
case. I do not see those countries lean
ing-I have not seen other countries 
wanting to take the lead in U.N. com
bat forces. They would have to make 
that decision if they wished to partici
pate. If they wished to only have their 
commanders or something, then I 
doubt they would be participating. 

They did not make that request, I 
might mention, under the Persian Gulf 
war. That was not made under the Ko
rean operation, Korean war. So I do not 
know that it would be another prob
lem. But certainly they would have to 
decide whether they wanted to partici
pate or not. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, will 
the distinguished Senator yield to me 
'for a further explanation of that par
ticular point? 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, of 
course. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Let me just say that 
this amendment seeks to define the re
lationship between the Congress and 
the President in the decisionmaking 
process on the deployment of troops 
under U.N. command. Any other coun
try in a parliamentary system would 
be free to have a similar understanding 
as between the parliament and the 
chief executive. In many countries, 
like Great Britain, of course, they are, 
in effect, one and the same because· the 
ministers and prime ministers are 
Members of Parliament. 

But in our system it is important for 
us to have that understanding and spell 
it out in the statute that makes clear 
that Congress is going to share in this 
decisionmaking responsibility in our 
Government. It does not attempt to 
dictate to any other government, an 
ally anywhere, how they will work out 
their intracountry situation. This 
amendment is how we propose that it 
should be done in the United States. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I thank 
the distinguished colleague. Indeed, I 

am trying to get a better grasp and am 
proceeding in that direction. 

But let me also direct your attention 
to section A under I. The President has 
submitted a report to Congress which 
specifies the role and mission of such 
forces, the estimated cost of such oper
ation, of such mission, the probable 
maximum size of such force, and the 
probable duration of the commitment 
of such forces to the appropriate con
gressional committees. 

I do not see in this a reporting re
quirement, which, as I understand the 
amendment, goes to the heart of the 
amendment. The heart of the amend
ment is perhaps twofold as I under
stand it. One, we, the Congress, should 
have a partnership relationship with a 
President, our President, as he pro
ceeds to engage our troops in a si tua
tion, men in danger, much like the War 
Powers Act. Indeed, I think this 
amendment is tailored in many re
spects like the War Powers Act, with
out the concurrence of the Congress. 

Now, I presume that is done because 
the Senator believes that we at this 
moment do not wish to impose the wel
fare or the safety of our troops on a 
foreign commander, whoever that indi
vidual might be. But this does not, in 
the reporting requirements, ask the 
President to give us his appraisal of 
such a foreign commander he proposes 
to put the troops under. Does the Sen
ator follow me on that? 

Mr. NICKLES. Not totally. But, Mr. 
President--

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SIMON). The Senator from Oklahoma 
has the floor. 

Mr. NICKLES. I just want to respond 
to my colleague. I did not totally un
derstand where he is coming from. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, let me 
try to restate it. Part of the amend
ment is the concern that American 
service personnel should not serve 
under the command of a foreign com
mander because, presumably, he might 
not be as well qualified militarily as 
some of our-say most, not all-of our 
commanders. Is that the point of the 
amendment? 

Mr. NICKLES. The Senator is miss
ing a big part of it. There are two 
pieces to the amendment. 

Mr. WARNER. I know. This is a sec
ond part. You want to make sure that 
this particular operation comports 
with the will of the Congress. It seems 
to me it is twofold. 

Mr. NICKLES. The Senator is cor
rect. Yes; you should have congres
sional approval before you commit U.S. 
combat troops into foreign operations 
or combat situations, or the President 
has to declare an emergency and say 
we need to do this and come to Con
gress and get some authority to do so . 
Or, two, we do not want to be part of 
an international standing army. Many 
have proposed and I was reading some 
quotes where they are talking about 
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establishing-the U.N. Secretary Gen
eral has proposed a United Nations 
standing army, which we would be able 
to commit, or the United Nations 
would be able to commit, very rapidly. 
I think the United States should have 
some control. 

So where I have come from, we will 
not be part of a U.N. standing army, 
one, looking for another cause to put 
out and another place where we could 
engage our troops, and, two, that if the 
President decides to do that, if he de
cides to put U.S. forces under a foreign 
commander, he is going to have to get 
approval from Congress. We have not 
done that in the past, but they are 
talking about doing it. My guess is 
that events in the last couple of weeks 
have taken away that appetite. I hope 
that is the case. But it has been pro
posed by the U .N. Secretary General to 
establish a U.N. standing army com
prised of a multinational force to be 
able to rapidly respond to many of the 
problems that are evident in the world. 
I thought, wait, I do not want, one, to 
think we should have U.S. forces com- · 
mitted to a U.N. standing army, and, 
two, if they are going to be involved 
there with a foreign commander as 
such, then Congress should say so. The 
President can get around that. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I un
derstand that. Let me sharpen the 
question. It seems to me that the Sen
ator enumerates several things that 
the President has to report to the Con
gress, but there is nothing in here that 
designates what will be the command 
and control and who is likely to be the 
officers in that chain of command. In 
other words, there is not a reporting 
requirement for that specific. 

Mr. NICKLES. · In the first place, if 
the Senator will yield, the President 
does not have to report anything to the 
Congress if he keeps it under U.S. com
mand. If he is putting our troops under 
foreign command, he would have to go 
to the Armed Services Committee, he 
would have to go to the Intelligence 
Committee, and he would have to re
port. Here is what we are looking at 
doing. I am sure that report would in
clude-we did not specify it as such 
-would include the military qualifica
tions of the foreign commander. But 
the President is going to have to say 
we are in the process of putting U.S. 
combat troops under foreign command, 
and he would have to seek congres
sional approval. Then they would rely 
on the wisdom of the Armed Services 
Committee, the Appropriations Com
mittee, and the Intelligence Commit
tee to receive a joint resolution au
thorizing such action. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I un
derstand all of that. I come back to the 
simple question. You do not have any 
requirement in here-you ask for the 
cost, the mission, the time, but there is 
nothing in here asking about what is 
the chain of command and what are the 

various foreign commanders that are 
likely to be in that chain of command. 
It seems to me that is pertinent infor
mation. 

Mr. NICKLES. I do not disagree with 
my colleague. That may be something 
that the committees would certainly 
be interested in before they would be 
signing off on a joint resolution. I am 
sure we could expand it, but I do not 
know that it is necessary. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I shall 
not further question the distinguished 
colleague at this time. I will have fur
ther questions at a later point in time. 
I thank the Senator for his indulgence. 

Mr. NICKLES. If the Senator will 
yield, we state that if the President de
clares that an emergency exists and 
immediately informs Congress of his 
actions and the reasons therefor, the 
"reasons therefor" may well mean here 
is the justification of why he wants to 
have it under foreign command, here is 
the justification. Again, those commit
tees would have to inquire into the de
tails and try to make the decision of 
where we want to go, is this the kind of 
approach that we would want to take 
where we put U.S. forces under a for
eign command? If the President is 
making that request, evidently he feels 
that would be the right thing to do, 
and Congress would have the oppor
tunity from the appropriate commit
tees to pass a joint resolution or not. 

I thank my friend and colleague. 
Mr. President; I yield the floor. 
Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, let 

me, first of all, commend the distin
guished Senator from Oklahoma for his 
leadership on this issue, and also com
pliment him on the very hard work and 
thoughtful effort that has gone into 
the preparation of this amendment. 

I am happy to join him as an original 
cosponsor of the amendment, because I 
think this is a very timely issue to re
solve. We had a very valuable debate on 
the subject of our commitment and the 
mission of United States troops in So
malia last week. In Somalia, our objec
tive, as everyone knows, was to make 
possible the delivery of humanitarian 
and food aid to the starving people of 
Somalia, and to help protect those who 
were in the country trying to provide 
assistance to those destitute and starv
ing people. 

Then the objective was broadened by 
a resolution of the U.N. Security Coun
cil, with the support and vote of our 
U.N. delegate and representative on 
that Security Council. 

The broadening of the mission in
cluded the aim to commit combat 
forces and elements of U.S. troops who 
were deployed to the area in an effort 
to attack militarily certain named per
sons and forces in Somalia. The ques
tion that that incident illustrates and 
makes relevant to this debate is: To 
what extent should Congress have been 
involved in that decision to broaden 
the activity and to actually commit 

U.S. troops to a combat role in that 
country, and to also make them sub
ject to, in certain circumstances, com
mand and direction and at least influ
ence by commanders other than U.S. 
commanding officers? 

Under the guise of peacekeeping, or 
stabilizing influences, or humanitarian 
aid, we slowly moved in the direction 
of having United States combat troops 
engaged in warlike activities in Soma
lia, without having Congress partici
pate in that decisionmaking process. 
That is a deeply disturbing event, and 
it is regrettable in many respects. But 
it illustrates why it is important for 
Congress today, for the Senate today, 
to make a statement, through the 
adoption of this amendment on this 
bill, that in the future any deployment 
of U.S. troops and Armed Forces to a 
U.N. force under U.N. command or for
eign officer command will have to be 
done only with the consent and author
ization of the Congress. 

That is the strength of this amend
ment. It also reinforces and reaffirms 
the commanding officer's allegiance to 
the Commander in Chief of the United 
States. It reinforces the President's au
thority over U.S. forces as well . 

The amendment does not seek to 
limit the President's ability to commit 
United States forces to traditional 
peacekeeping activities, such as the be
ginning of the operation in Somalia. If 
the situation were to arise again that 
confronted President Bush when he was 
President, no future President would 
be restricted in any way different from 
the restrictions in the current law that 
applied when President Bush decided to 
become involved in helping to relieve 
the problems in Somalia as he did. 

What it would prevent, without con
sultation and approval of Congress, 
would be the changing of the role, the 
broadening of the role into a combat 
and military activity, such as de
scribed in this amendment. The amend
ment disallows the inclusion of U.S. 
combat forces as part of any standing 
U.N. international armed force. 

The Senator from Oklahoma identi
fied many statements that have been 
attributed to administration officials 
and the President himself, prior to and 
after becoming President, that this, in 
their view, was a good idea. Well, we 
are suggesting that that may not be 
such a good idea and that the Congress 
ought to take a very careful look at 
whether we would want to stand idly 
by, without being consulted, without 
being involved in the decision, and see 
U.S. forces become a part of some 
international standing army that 
would be directed by the Secretary 
General of the United Nations. To me, 
this goes against tradition and against 
longstanding established policy of the 
United States. It is not a change in pol
icy that ought to be permitted without 
the most careful and thorough con
sultation with this Congress and the 
prior authorization of this Congress. 
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So this amendment, for the time 

being, if adopted, would say " no" to 
the inclusion of U.S. forces in any U.N. 
standing rapid-response force or inter
national armed force that could be di
rected by the U.N. Security Council or 
the U.N. Secretary General. 

Congress has acted in the past , as the 
Senate knows, to more clearly define 
the powers and the responsibilities of 
the Chief Executive in connection with 
the deployment of U.S. troops in dan
gerous situations. 

The adoption in 1973 of the War Pow
ers Resolution, for example, sought to 
define and impose some restraints on 
the Chief Executive's authority to de
ploy combat forces. The War Powers 
Resolution, which the distinguished 
Senator from Virginia referred to in 
his remarks and which we discussed in 
the colloquy just now, acknowledges 
that the President has the authority to 
deploy troops, but stipulates that he 
must consult with Congress in every 
possible way before introducing U.S. 
Armed Forces, and to continue to con
sult while Armed Forces remain de
ployed. It requires that the President 
report to Congress within 48 hours of 
introduction of such forces in a combat 
situation, and it requires the President 
to withdraw Armed Forces after 60 
days, or after 90 days if he explains and 
justifies the continued deployment for 
an additional 30 days--

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I will be pleased to in 
a moment. He does so unless Congress 
declares war, or authorizes the action, 
has extended the action, or could not 
meet that deadline because of an 
armed attack against U.S. forces. 

I am happy to yield for a question. 
Mr. WARNER. If I understand it, this 

amendment says that if the President 
so desires to put our troops under-and 
you use the phrase here "command, 
operational control, or tactical control 
of a foreign officer," he must have the 
concurrence of the Congress; that is 
the essence of it, correct? 

Mr. COCHRAN. Yes. 
Mr. WARNER. My question to the 

Senator is, Can a President at any time 
under the U.S. Constitution delegate 
hi$ authority as Commander in Chief 
to a foreign commander even with the 
concurrence of the Congress? 

Mr. COCHRAN. Certainly he cannot 
delegate his duties as President to any
one. He has taken an oath to support 
and defend the Constitution. We can 
impeach him if he violates the laws. 

Mr. WARNER. Back up a minute and 
just talk slowly. This amendment says 
that a President may put our troops 
under the command opera ti on or 
tactically of a foreign officer if Con
gress concurs after a certain procedure, 
is that not correct? 

Mr. COCHRAN. That is correct. 
Mr. WARNER. My question to the 

Senator is, Can a President do that ir-

respective of the concurrence of the 
Congress under this amendment? I 
question the fundamental right of a 
President, as Commander in Chief, to 
ever put our troops under another com
mander in chief. 

Mr. COCHRAN. It seems to me that 
we have the responsibility of spelling 
out that restraint on his powers since 
he has said in a campaign for President 
and since he has been President, that 
he thinks that is a good idea from time 
to time. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I do not 
wish to get into the politics of this 
thing and partisanship. I am just talk
ing about a straight constitutional 
question whether or not a President of 
the United States can ever delegate his 
authority under the Constitution as 
Commander in Chief and put our troops 
under the command of a foreign offi
cer? 

Mr. COCHRAN. He is not authorized 
by law to do that. That is what the 
Senator's question is, neither the law 
nor the Constitution authorizes him to 
do that. 

Mr. WARNER. This infers that you 
will not give him any money unless he 
gets concurrence of Congress? 

Mr. COCHRAN. That is correct. 
Mr. WARNER. If he gets concurrence 

of Congress he can put them under a 
commander. 

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will yield, one, the Constitu
tion says the President is Commander 
in Chief. It does not state he can dele
gate that authority. 

This President has indicated a will
ingness in the past to do this very 
thing. That is really what prompted 
this amendment-whoa, we do not 
want you to do that but if you do you 
are going to have to sell Congress on 
the idea. You are going to have some 
public support before you make some 
type of open-end commitment of 20,000 
or X number of thousands of troops in 
a combat situation. 

We do not think, one, that should be 
debated; two, if it is he is going to have 
to sell Congress on the idea. 

We have stated that as an integral 
part of the amendment. So my friend 
and colleague will understand we also 
say the United States will not be part 
of a standing international army look
ing for a fire to put out. 

So we really are in sympathy with 
the Senator from Virginia in saying we 
do not know that the Commander in 
Chief should do this; if he does do it, we 
are saying no funds unless he comes 
back to Congress to convince us of its 
wisdom. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I thank 
my colleague. 

I understand very clearly the me
chanics of the amendment, but I point 
out a threshold question of whether or 
not this amendment is worth the paper 
it is written on because the President 
simply does not have the power to do 

what the Senator is prohibiting him 
from doing, albeit he says he does and 
made certain protestation to that ef
fect. It is all for naught. I do not think 
he has the power at any time under the 
Constitution to delegate his respon
sibility as Commander in Chief over 
the Armed Forces of the United States. 

Mr. NICKLES. I appreciate the Sen
ator's comment. I tell my friend and 
colleague-

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen
ator from Mississippi has the floor . 

Mr. COCHRAN. I am happy to yield 
further. 

Mr. NICKLES. So my friend from 
Virginia will be aware of the statement 
that the administration made, this is 
in the Washington Post, which I know 
my friend from Virginia might read on 
occasion: 

The Clinton administration is drafting a 
new set of criteria for U.S . involvement in 
U.N. peacekeeping operations that would 
provide for a much wider role for U.S. mili
tary personnel, according to senior defense 
and diplomatic officials. 

It goes on to basically say we could 
participate in that kind of capacity. 

If I remember, too, I think the Presi
dent 's statement before the United Na
tions as recently as September 27 is if 
parties to the conflict-talking about 
Bosnia-take the hard steps needed to 
make real peace, the international 
community, including the United 
States, must be ready to help in effec
tive implementation. 

He goes on: U.S. peacekeepers hold 
promise for many in this area's con
flict. The reason he supported such a 
mission, not as critics in the United 
States charge, under contract for 
American foreign policy, strengthen se
curity, protect interest, and share 
among the nations the cost and effort 
of pursuing peace and, finally, anyway 
these are several quotes that are very 
recent. September 27 where the Presi
dent is talking about expanded U.S. 
role in the U.N. peacekeeping efforts 
that have at least made me and I think 
many other people, Jeane Kirkpatrick, 
who I know the Senator respects a 
great deal, and others saying before we 
make a commitment of U.S. combat 
forces wait a minute; we should not be 
delegating the power and authority of 
the Commander in Chief. 

And certainly Congress has the role, 
as Senator BYRD has stated several 
times, Congress does have something 
to say. Congress under the Constitu
tion has the power and the right to de
clare war, and so Congress should be 
involved. We are saying before we get 
these troops involved in international 
combat under U.N. auspices under for
eign control that Congress should have 
a say-so. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, I will 
conclude simply saying--

Mr. WARNER. I am happy to yield 
further to the distinguished Senator. 

Mr. COCHRAN. This will be my last 
observation. I appreciate the indul
gence of my friend and colleague. We 
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should be having an amendment saying 
it is the sense of the Congress under 
the Constitution of the United States 
the President cannot do these things. 
As the amendment is drawn there is in
ference that if he gets the concurrence 
of the Congress he can do it. That is 
what this amendment infers. 

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I am happy to yield. 
Mr. NICKLES. The President has al

ready done it. I say to my friend and 
colleague, we already have U.S. troops 
under foreign command, and so if the 
Senator from Virginia is correct then 
those would not be allowed. We have 
U.S. troops participating in several 
U.N. operations. My amendment or our 
amendment is drafted to limit U.S. 
combat troops. But we do now have it. 

The Senator raises a constitutional 
point where the President has put 
United States troops-mostly logistics 
I might mention-under foreign com
mand, and that is the case in Somalia. 
He has retained and said combat 
troops, and the few thousand combat 
troops he just now is sending to Soma
lia, would be under United States com
mand but a lot of logistics and others 
are under foreign command. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen
ator from Mississippi continues to have 
the floor. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, I re
call as a Member of the other body 
when we had before us the resolution of 
war powers that was passed in 1973. 
There were many concerns expressed at 
that time, especially by the adminis
tration that the resolution was an in
fringement upon Executive powers and 
the powers of the President as Com
mander in Chief. 

I do not think this amendment seeks 
to go nearly as far in restraining the 
powers of the President as the war 
powers resolution did. There are 
similarities, that is true, but it is not 
as broad in scope. It is specifically di
rected, as the Senator from Oklahoma 
describes it, to combat troops only in 
situations where they would be subject 
to control and operational control 
command by foreign forces. This in
cludes, of course, U.N. peacekeeping 
forces that are engaged in combat ac
tivity. 

We have seen, and we have learned 
from the Somalia situation that what 
appears to be a peacekeeping role, or 
appears to be a role to simply provide 
humanitarian assistance, can change 
into a military confrontation where 
United States combat troops are con
trolled, directed, and so involved with 
the U.N. force that it is hard to tell 
who is in charge. It is hard to know 
who is accountable and who is respon
sible for the U.S. troops that are in 
this situation. 

It is dangerous for us to sit idly by. 
As a legislative body, we simply ob
serve the decisions made by our U.N. 

representative in voting on the current 
U.N. Council resolution changing the 
nature of the deployment of U.S. 
troops without being consulted or 
granting congressional authority. This 
amendment seeks to address that prob
lem and make it very clear that the 
Congress insists upon consultation in 
certain circumstances prior authoriza
tion before U.S. troops can be deployed. 
I suggest that this is a good amend
ment. It is a timely amendment, and I 
hope the Senate will adopt it. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I wish to 
speak briefly in favor of this amend
ment to require congressional author
ization for placing U.S. forces under 
foreign officers as part of a U.N. mili
tary command and to prohibit U.S. 
forces .from serving in any standing 
U.N. Armed Forces. 

This is a measured and proper re
sponse to a new issue. During the cold 
war, the tensions between the United 
States and the Soviet Union made it 
very unlikely that United Nations
sanctioned or United. Nations-com
manded military operations would take 
place. Today, in light of United States
Russian cooperation, the possibility ex
ists for United Nations actions in a 
wide variety of hotspots. 

Our attention has been focused on 
this issue by the tragic events in So
malia, where 28 Americans have been 
killed on a mission that was initiated 
with the purest humanitarian motives. 
This tragedy has transpired partly be
cause the Clinton administration shift
ed the mission of our limited deploy
ments without changing the size and 
configuration of those forces. More im
portant, it resulted from the fact that 
that the administration allowed United 
Nations officials to define the mission 
and give the orders to American units. 

Those changes took place without de
bate and without formal notice of Con
gress, almost by sleight of hand. It has 
led to a tragic outcome, and Congress 
must act never to allow those events to 
be repeated. That is why I support this 
amendment. 

This amendment would not affect our 
ability to participate in alliances such 
as NATO. It would not affect our abil
ity to participate in U.S.-led coalitions 
acting pursuant to U.N. Security Coun
cil resolutions, as was the case in the 
Persian Gulf war. It would not even ef
fect our ability to subordinate U.S. 
forces to a U.N. command established 
in a particular crisis, provided that 
Congress acts affirmatively to author
ize such involvement. 
It does, however, prohibit the subor

dination of United States forces to any 
standing United Nations armed forces 
that might be created. Pundits and pol
icy analysts have breezily rec
ommended creating such a force to 
handle post-war crises. In light of the 
United Nations' abysmal record in So
malia, I hope that members of this 
body will pass an absolute prohibition 

against any American involvement in 
such an irresponsible idea. 

Under the Constitution, the Amer
ican people place in the President's 
hands the lives of our sons and daugh
ters who serve in the Armed Forces. It 
is a sacred trust. The President, and 
Congress, have a moral responsibility 
not to cavalierly transfer this author
ity to U.N. officials who are not in any 
way accountable to the American peo
ple. 

This authority was transferred with 
insufficient forethought in Somalia, 
and the pending amendment would en
sure that this profound mistake would 
not be repeated. 

Mr. President, I urge that this 
amendment be adopted. We owe it to 
our sons and daughters who have vol
unteer to serve in our Nation's Armed 
Forces. Never again should we transfer 
to foreign officers under a U.N. com
mand the authority to place them in 
harm's way without considered delib
eration and congressional approval. 

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, I support 
the amendment of the Senator from 
Oklahoma which proposes to deny 
funding for U.S. combat forces partici
pating in U.N. operations under foreign 
command unless and until previous au
thorization from Congress has been ob
tained. 

The Constitution provides that the 
Congress is empowered to "make war". 
It is very clear that the responsibility 
for the potentially momentous con
sequences for initiating armed hos
tilities should only be called upon by 
the concurrence of the President and 
both Houses of Congress. This provi
sion cuts through the murky haze of is
sues revolving around this grand new 
era of peacekeeping-or is it peace
making-no one can even figure out 
what to call it, much less how to define 
its objectives. The Clinton administra
tion wants to call all U.N. forays peace 
operations. By using this new term 
"peace operation'', the administration 
avoids the debate over the terms and 
conditions under which U.S. troops are 
deployed. Tragically, when this admin
istration agreed to UNOSOM II, vastly 
expanding the scope of the Somalia 
peace operation, the policymakers did 
not recognize the distinction between 
United States participation in a purely 
h'.lmanitarian mission or United States 
participation in a hostile, combat-like 
mission. In essence, this administra
tion forfeited the U.S. Government's 
right and responsibility to deploy U.S. 
troops, and bestowed this right upon 
the Secretary General of the United 
Nations. 

I addressed this issue with our U.S. 
Ambassador to the U.N. Madeleine 
Albright during her confirmation hear
ing before our committee in late Janu
ary. At that very hearing, I quoted 
former Secretary of Defense Dick Che
ney's opinion on this subject and I 
must say I couldn't agree with him 
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more. He said we do not want that 
most solemn of sovereign responsibil
ities of the Government or the most 
significant responsibility of the Presi
dent to be delegated to any inter
national organization. That's a pretty 
concise statement. One which the Clin
ton administration should memorize. 

Let's be clear about this. This 
amendment does not deny funds for the 
deployment of U.S. troops under for
eign command, as agreed to in a signed 
and ratified treaty-as in the case of 
NATO. It does, however, send a loud 
and clear signal to the administration 
that the U.S. Congress will not tolerate 
U.S. troops operating under foreign 
command, especially when they have 
been committed to an ill-defined, 
unfocused and poorly conceived U.N. 
operation. 

This amendment may be too gener
ous to this administration since the 
Senator's amendment provides for a 
national security interest waiver. How
ever, I support the concept behind this 
resolution and hope that my fellow 
Senators will do the same. 

I want Senators and others who read 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to have ac
cess to the thoughts of retired Brig. 
Gen. Theo T. Mataxis of my home 
State of North Carolina. Ted Mataxis 
wrote an op-ed piece on this issue 
which was published in the September 
12 edition of the Fayetteville Observer. 
I ask unanimous consent that the text 
of this op-ed piece be printed in the 
RECORD at the conclusion of my re
marks. 

DOES U.S. OR U.N. CONTROL U.S. COMBAT 
FORCES? 

(By Theo C. Mataxis) 
A recent news article headlined " Rangers 

Change the Game" noted that the Clinton 
administration had allowed the change by 
the U.N. of the mission of the U.S. military 
in Somalia from peacekeeping to the more 
active role of peacemaking. 

This raises the key question: When a deci
sion is made to change the role of U.S. 
troops from peacekeeping to peacemaking-a 
euphemism for prolonged combat involving 
casual ties-who makes the final decision: 
the president with the approval of Congress, 
or the secretary-general of the United Na
tions? 

Since the collapse of the Communist em
pire it appears as if the U.N. has become by 
default the " policeman of the world"-with 
the United States military being called on to 
become the " enforcers," in effect an inter
national SWAT team. Both missions are 
being carried out by the U.N. and both have 
"peace" in their name-and are frequently 
used interchangeably by the media, so 
what's the problem? 

Well, as noted there is a big problem-as 
distinct as a choice between black and white 
or peace and war. Peacekeeping is clearly de
fined in the current U.N. text "The Blue Hel
mets." It states peacekeeping involves the 
deployment of military personnel, but not to 
fight or threaten anyone-and it is clear that 
force can only be used in self defense. 

Also as noted in "The Blue Helmets," 
those engaged in a United Nations peace
keeping operation cannot take sides without 
becoming involved and a part of the conflict 

the operation has been set up to supervise. 
The attack by U.S. gunships on Mohamed 
Farrah Aidid's home and principal command 
centers on July 12 resulted in many Somali 
civilian casualties. According to the Inter
national Red Cross, there were 54 killed and 
174 ·wounded. In retaliation, a Somali mob 
attacked reporters covering the story, kill
ing four . 

This attack on Aidid drove him under
ground and was followed by a series of guer
rilla attacks against the U.N. forces, ham
pering their operations. This attack was 
criticized not only by civilian humanitarian 
organizations in Somalia but also by critics 
overseas and in the U.S. who felt that the 
U.N. was forsaking its humanitarian role 
which brought it to Somalia. Whatever the 
validity of these complaints, there is no 
doubt that these attacks have violated the 
U.N.'s own peacekeeping dictum of not tak
ing sides or you'll become part of the prob
lem. 

Fortunately, according to a newspaper ac
count on Aug. 24, the U.N. announced it 
would " open talks with the leaders of Aidid 's 
group, the Somali National Alliance-United 
Somali Congress." It is encouraging that in 
the middle of the U.N.'s new " Fight-Fight" 
stance they are endeavoring to reestablish 
the peacekeeper's " Talk-Talk" strategy of 
negotiations seeking a " Common Ground. " 
This is a realistic approach which under
stands that the establishment of a lasting 
viable government depends on the Somalis
not on the U.N .! 

A recent statement by Ambassador David 
Shin, U.S. coordinator for Somalia, noted 
that Gen . Aidid " should be removed" and 
that "it was possible that specially trained 
U.S. troops might be sent to Mogadishu to 
help find and arrest Gen. Aidid." This was 
validated by the recent arrival of the Ranger 
and Del ta uni ts and the news in the media of 
launching of helicopter combat assault oper
ations against Aidid by the Rangers. With 
this operation the U.S . forces have now gone 
far beyond their original peacekeeping role. 

The next step after peacekeeping is peace
making and peace enforcement. Here, the 
main ol;>jective is to enforce the orders of the 
U.N. Security Council, even if the Somalis 
disagree with the orders! Peacemaking-en
forcement authorizes the Security Council 
under the authority of the U.N. Charter to 
take "such action by air, sea and land forces 
as may be necessary to restore the situa
tion." In other words it is combat action 
that has resulted in Somalia, as described by 
Columnist Carl Rowan, becoming " another 
killing field where the strong clobber the 
weak.'' 

A recent article in the August issue of the 
Reserve Officer's "National Security Re
port" titled " The End of the Cold War Opens 
a New Future for NATO" by General John M. 
Shalikashvili, who has been selected by 
President Clinton as the next chairman of 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff, helps clear this cur
rent semantic jungle. Unfortunately, today 
many feel that if an operation has " peace" 
in its name, it is considered peaceful and 
should be approved. This is wrong, as Gen. 
Shalikashvili points out * * * " a far cry 
from yesterday's pristine Blue Helmet oper
ations * * * and that the line between peace
keeping and peacemaking has become 
blurred." He warned that humanitarian as
sistance or other peacekeeping operations 
can turn to peacemaking or peace enforce
ment * * * which can be "most demanding 
and turn warlike as we turn the next bend in 
the road." 

This, as has been explained, is the key to 
understanding U.N. operations. Peacekeep-

ing is an operation in which both sides invite 
the U.N. forces into their country as a buffer 
or "umpire" while they attempt to resolve 
their disagreements peacefully. Peace
making-enforcement, on the other hand, is a 
decision to move from the minor risk of 
peacekeeping to imposing the U.N.'s deci
sions by force-it is going from peace to war. 
A move from peace to war in Somalia, in
stead of being made by the president in con
sultation with Congress as required under 
the War Powers Act, has been left to the 
U.N. Security Council. The War Powers Act 
clearly states that " the long term deploy
ment of American armed forces into an area 
of imminent hostilities must have Congres
sional approval." To hold that Somalia is 
not an area of imminent hostilities would re
quire a sophist on the order of "but I didn ' t 
inhale." 

Here we have a case where our troops are 
committed to combat operations-Le., Army 
Rangers conducting air assault raids, with 
possible heavy casualties if the operations go 
sour- without even a public pronouncement 
being made by the commander in chief. Its 
clearly mandated responsibilities of debating 
whether it is in our national interests to in
volve our forces in a prolonged guerrilla war 
situation where there already have been cas
ualties. 

As noted, the dispatch of the tough combat 
Ranger unit does not come under the head
ing of peacekeeping. It is a clear signal that 
our role has passed by default through inac
tion of our leaders from peacekeeping into 
peacemaking-forcing the locals to obey the 
U.N.'s directives whether they agree or not. 
Another indicator of the need of peacekeep
ing was the announcement last month that 
U.S. troops serving in Somalia would be au
thorized to " wear a combat patch. " What 
will we see next, combat infantry badges and 
their inevitable accompaniment, body bags? 

The question that comes to mind is, 
" Who's minding the store in Washington?" 
The scenario in which the U.N. authorizes 
U.S. military forces to conduct combat oper
ations without the president informing the 
American people that their sons and daugh
ters are going to war boggles the mind. The 
next question is where is Congress, the 
watchdogs who have the final say under the 
War Powers Act? Unfortunately, the public 
and evidently Congress also, have been be
fuddled by the semantics. 

This is too important an issue to let us 
slide down the slippery slope into another 
prolonged guerrilla war without debating 
whether it is in our national interest. What 
is needed now is for the public to jump-start 
this issue. The best way to do this in a pre
election year is to call or write your rep
resentatives in Congress! 

Mr. KEMPTHORNE. Mr. President, I 
rise in support of the Nickles-Cochran 
amendment which would prohibit the 
President from putting United States 
combat troops under the command of 
the United Nations unless specifically 
authorized by the Congress. 

Like most Americans, I was outraged 
by the killing of American soldiers in 
Somalia and I was appalled by the 
treatment of our dead soldiers in the 
streets of Mogadishu, by the very peo
ple that we sought to help in a humani
tarian relief effort. I believe that we 
must pull our troops out of Somalia, 
and we must turn our foreign policy 
away from the peace-enforcement and 
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nation-building agenda of the Sec
retary-General of the United Nations, 
Bou tros-G hali. 

In "An Agenda for Peace" Secretary 
Boutros-Ghali outlines a greatly ex
panded United Nations role in peace
keeping, peacemaking, and peace-en
forcement. I believe Secretary Boutros
Ghali has expanded the traditional con
cept of U.N. peacekeeping in a dan
gerous way that could cost Americans 
more money and more lives without a 
clearly defined U.S. interest. 

The United Nations' traditional role 
of peacekeeping makes sense as long as 
two conditions are met: The warring 
parties have essentially ceased fight
ing; and all of the parties have agreed 
to the presence of peacekeepers. 

I believe the recent events in Soma
lia demonstrate what happens when 
peacekeeping operations turn into 
peace making and peace enforcement 
operations. 

Article II of the U.S. Constitution 
states, "The President shall be Com
mander in Chief of the Army and Navy 
of the United States * * *." I support 
strong executive authority when it 
comes to the military affairs of this 
Nation. I do not, however, support ab
rogating the Commander in Chief's re
sponsibilities to the control of the 
United Nations. 

The Constitution also provides, in ar
ticle I, section 8, that the Congress is 
empowered to "provide for the common 
Defense" of the United States and to 
"raise and support armies." In light of 
these two provisions of the U.S. Con
stitution, I believe the Nickles amend
ment makes good sense. 

The Nickles amendment would cut 
off funding for U.S. combat forces that 
are placed under foreign command in 
U.N. operations, unless authorized by 
Congress. The Nickles amendment does 
not prohibit U.S. military personnel 
from engaging in medical, humani
tarian, logistics, communications, and 
related activities where the role is 
clearly noncombatant. However, it 
does provide flexibility to the Presi
dent if and when U.S. national security 
interests are threatened. 

The Nickles-Cochran amendment 
seeks to return U.S. participation in 
the United Nations back to the tradi
tional role of peacekeeping envisioned 
by the founders of the United Nations. 
This amendment is not designed to 
stop U.S. participation in multilateral 
military missions. But multilateral 
military missions must be U.S. mis
sions, or they must be authorized by 
the Congress. We cannot ask the tax
payers of this great Nation to continue 
to foot the bill for U.N. missions that 
do not have a clear U.S. interest. 

Passage of this amendment will, I be
lieve, curb U.S. involvement in the 
types of mismanaged U.N. operations, 
like Somalia, which the United Nations 
is not presently capable of handling. 

I supported President Bush's decision 
to send humanitarian relief to the So-

mali people. The Nickles amendment 
would have allowed for President 
Bush's humanitarian efforts. But the 
amendment would have prevented the 
placing of American combat troops 
under U.N. command, as was the case 
until recently in Somalia. We might 
have avoided the loss of American lives 
in Somalia, had the provisions of the 
Nickles amendment been the law of the 
land. 

As the former U.S. Ambassador to 
the United Nations, Jeane Kirkpatrick 
cogently noted in a recent article in 
the Washington Post: 

Not all the tasks [the U.N.] undertakes are 
even remotely relevant to American inter
ests. Some are not prudent. Some simply 
cannot be accomplished. While it was pos
sible for the United States forces to deliver 
food to the Somalis, it is not possible for for
eign forces to provide political reconciliation 
and stable democratic government to Soma
lia because these depend on the desires and 
behavior of the Somalis. 

As we saw in Somalia, if people don't 
want peace, or they don't want our na
tion building, asking United States 
troops to impose this solution is asking 
too much of our men and women in 
uniform. 

I am also concerned that there may 
be a potential, new U.N. mission in 
Haiti that has all the look of another 
disaster in the making. Once again, the 
United Nations proposes to play its 
new role of nation building. Once again 
American troops are asked to play a 
leading role when the mission of our 
troops, and the U.S. national security 
interests at stake, are uncertain. 

Since 1948, the United Nations has 
undertaken about 29 peacekeeping op
erations and there are currently 
around 14 ongoing peacekeeping oper
ations. In calendar year 1992, peace
keeping expenditures to the United Na
tions cost the American taxpayers over 
half a billion dollars, $544.5 million. In 
addition, our $500 million peacekeeping 
bill to the United Nations does not in
clude the operations and maintenance 
funds our military has spent partici
pating in peacekeeping operations. 
With a national debt totaling over $4 
trillion, I do not think we can ask the 
American people to continue to fund 
peace-enforcement/nation-building op
erations where there is clearly no de
fined goal or U.S. interest. 

On December 12, 1991, then Governor 
Clinton announced to an audience at 
Georgetown University that the United 
States should help establish "United 
Nations rapid deployment force that 
could be used for purposes beyond tra
ditional peacekeeping * * * '' The 
United States cannot afford to have a 
foreign policy that is globalist and 
multilateralist in nature and centered 
around the peace-enforcement and na
tion building efforts of the United Na
tions. We should not cede control of 
our armed forces to the bureaucrats at 
the United Nations. 

Before I will support sending Amer
ican men and women into harms way 

there must be a clear determination, 
by the President, that vital U.S. na
tional security interests are at risk; 
there must be a strong, bipartisan, na
tional consensus that supports the use 
of U.S. military forces; and there must 
be a clear statement from the adminis
tration of what are our objectives; 
what constitutes a winning situation; 
and what are the conditions for the ter
mination of the mission. 

Mr. President, the United States of 
America cannot serve as the globo-cop 
around the world. And I support multi
lateral military missions such as Oper
ation Desert Storm. In operation 
Desert Storm, U.S. interests were 
clearly defined and American soldiers 
were properly armed and commanded 
by U.S. officers with unclouded goals. 
However, I do not support the new na
tion-building missions of the United 
Nations, and neither do the people of 
this Na ti on. In order to preserve our 
sovereignty over our military forces, I 
urge my colleagues to support the 
Nickles amendment. 

Thank you, Mr. President I yield the 
floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
further discussion? 

The Senator from Alaska is recog
nized. 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, thank 
you. May I ask the Senator from Okla
homa what his intentions are now with 
regard to this amendment. 

Mr. NICKLES. I would like to ask for 
the yeas and nays. I understand that 
votes are going to be held to 7 o'clock, 
is that correct? 

Mr. INOUYE. Mr. President, if I may 
respond, there is no order directing the 
Senate to vote at 7. It was just an an
nouncement made by the leader, and so 
it is understood by one and all that all 
votes will be stacked up until that mo
ment which would mean even if we 
close the debate at this point col
leagues can come here before 7 o'clock 
to reopen the debate. 

Mr. NICKLES. Sure. That is cer
tainly fine with this Senator, and I am 
happy to accommodate the leader's re
quest for postponing the vote. 

Mr. President, I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

NAFTA 
Mr. DOLE. President, one slogan we 

are hearing from the opponents of the 
North American Free-Trade Agreement 
is "not this NAFTA." They seem to be 
saying "we support the idea of a trade 
agreement, but not this one. Go back 
and get a better deal." They argue that 
in NAFTA, our negotiators somehow 
were taken by the wily Mexicans, and 
we are now being asked to pass a bad 
deal. 
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Mr. President, this argument is a de

lusion. It is simply disingenuous to 
claim that the United States can reject 
this NAFTA and negotiate a better one 
next year. I have met with Mexican 
President Carolos Salinas. Anyone 
with even a passing familiarity with 
the two centuries of United States
Mexican history knows that President 
Salinas has offered a historic opening 
to the United States. It has taken ex
traordinary political courage for him 
to break with his country's statist eco
nomic policies and traditional distrust 
of the United States by proposing 
NAFTA and implementing sweeping 
free-market economic and political re
forms. This opportunity will not come 
again in this century, in my view, if we 
reject the North American Free-Trade 
Agreement, which is now pending in 
the House and the Senate. 

Every negotiation requires giving 
something up in order to get something 
in return. NAFT A is not a bad deal for 
the United States and by no means is it 
a bad deal for Mexico. But the fact is 
that Mexico gives up far more under 
NAFTA than the United States. 
NAFTA is not unfair to Mexico, but it 
is one-sided in the sense that Mexico 
must undertake many more reforms 
than the United States. 

The reason for this is that Mexico is 
starting from a much higher level of 
protection than is the United States. 
So, for example, where the United 
States tariff on automobile imports is 
only 2.5 percent, the Mexican tariff is 
20 percent. The Mexican tariff will 
come down by one-half, to 10 percent, 
immediately upon implementation of 
NAFTA, and then phase out over 10 
years. This will mean tremendous op
portunities for United States auto
makers who, until now, have effec
tively been shut out of the Mexican ve
hicle market. 

In fact, we have been told in the first 
year of the agreement, if it is passed, 
we will sell a billion dollars of auto
mobiles in Mexico. That is 12,000 to 
15,000 jobs right there. 

If you look up the definition of "good 
deal'' in the dictionary, you will find 
the example of the deal our negotiators 
got on automobiles from Mexico. And 
this example is repeated over and over 
throughout the agreement, across 
thousands of tariff classifications, and 
across numerous sectors. 

Critics say the NAFTA document is 
too long. That is simply because our 
tariff schedules are thousands of pages 
long, and other barriers to trade are 
numerous, too. NAFTA eliminates 
these tariffs and barriers with respect 
to our largest and third-largest trading 
partners. A long trade agreement is an 
acceptable price to pay for a very good 
deal. 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE those people to both Senators NUNN 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT OF 1994 and LUGAR and other Members of the 

The Senate continued with the con- Senate. The initiative that they have 
sideration of the bill. presented I think has been a very good 

AMENDMENT NO. 1052 

(Purpose: To restrict available funds to aid 
the former Soviet Union) 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that that amend
ment be laid aside and that I be per
mitted to send this amendment to the 
desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the pending amendment is 
set aside, and the committee amend
ment is set aside. 

The clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Alaska. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Alaska [Mr. STEVENS] 

proposes an amendment numbered 1052. 
On page 22 of the bill, at line 18, before the 

period, add the following new proviso: " : Pro
vided further, That none of the funds appro
priated under this heading may be expended 
or transferred to an eligible recipient state 
until fifteen days after the President cer
tifies to the Congress that the proposed eligi
ble recipient is not currently engaged in the 
fabrication and construction of new road mo
bile or fixed-site land based intercontinental 
ballistic missiles armed with multiple nu
clear reentry vehicles". 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, the 
amendment that I have proposed, I 
think, is very simple in content and in
tent. 

It states that none of the $400 million 
provided in this bill to assist the 
States of the former Soviet Union to 
dispose of their nuclear arsenals should 
be expended until the President cer
tifies that no recipient State is cur
rently engaged in the production of 
new MIRV'd intercontinental missiles. 

For the fiscal years 1992 and 1993, I 
supported the transfer of funds from 
the Department of Defense activities 
for this purpose-$800 million have 
been available to date. For 1994, in this 
bill, I have joined Senator INOUYE, the 
chairman of the Defense Subcommit
tee, in recommending the direct appro
priation of another $400 million to con
tinue this effort. 

But I believe that before additional 
funds are directed to this initiative, we 
must take stock of the progress to date 
and whether the goals of the program 
have been realized. 

Through the Senate arms control ob
server group, a number of Senators 
have closely monitored our progress on 
reaching meaningful arms limitation 
treaties. I was the original chairman of 
that group and have participated in 
that group since its inception. 

The ini tia ti ve addressed by this 
amendment is the product of two mem
bers of the observer group, Senators 
NUNN and LUGAR. 

I recall on several occasions bringing 
members of Russian groups that came 
to Washington to meetings, particu
larly in the Senate Armed Services 
Committee room, where I presented 

one. 
I know how strongly these two Sen

ators believe in the need for the United 
States to assist those forces in the 
former Soviet Union who seek to turn 
away from the excessive militarism of 
the past. 
It has been my privilege to travel 

with those two Senators on arms con
trol missions in the past. We have gone 
to arms talks in Geneva and Vienna 
and we have met with leaders of the 
former Soviet Union. Earlier this year, 
a number of us traveled to Moscow to 
evaluate the status of the ST ART rati
fication process. And I applaud them 
for their leadership on the issue. 

But, as a member not only of that 
arms control observer group but as the 
former chairman of this subcommittee 
and now privileged to work with my 
good friend from Hawaii on it as rank
ing member and a member of the Intel
ligence Committee, I have become in
creasingly troubled by indications that 
nuclear weapons production in the 
former Soviet Union continues 
unabated. 

Let me explain to the Senate what 
this amendment does not do. 

This amendment does not reduce the 
$400 million provided in the Nunn
Lugar amendment for 1994. 

The amendment does not impact as
sistance for Belarus, Ukraine, or 
Kazakhstan, as they do not produce nu
clear missiles. 

The amendment does not impact 
funds provided after 1994. It is not a 
permanent statute. It applies to these 
moneys in this bill only. It is a limita
tion. It is not legislation on an appro
priations bill. 

This amendment does not impact the 
$1.8 billion in the foreign aid appropria
tions bill that was for Russia and 
States of the former Soviet Union. 

The amendment does not impose any 
new burden on the intelligence commu
nity. They are, as I will point out, al
ready moni taring these issues. 

The amendment does not discourage 
Russia from working with the United 
States on arms disposal efforts. It 
should add momentum to those seeking 
to reduce Russian military spending. 

The amendment does not tie funding 
to the rate of Russian nuclear disman
tling or treaty compliance. This is only 
linked to new ICBM production of vehi
cles capable of carrying MIRV'd war
heads. 

It does not apply, for instance, to the 
single warhead that we know they are 
building as they build down in terms of 
their missile force. 

The amendment does not conflict in 
any way with the START treaties. 
Those have not been ratified on either 
side anyway, but we are complying 
with them. I do not believe that it con
flicts with them. 
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Despite the massive economic depres

sion facing Russia, and the curtailment 
of Warsaw Pact military activities, nu
merous reports continue to reach us in 
the West indicating that production of 
new, modern nuclear systems in Russia 
continues. 

These weapons serve only one eff ec
ti ve purpose, and that is to continue to 
threaten the United States. 

I ask the Senate, simply as many 
Senators have asked us as managers of 
this bill, what is the threat? I will 
point out to the Senate what we have 
done to reduce our threat against the 
Soviet Union. They continue to build 
theirs against us now. And I think it is 
time that that stops. 

That is the rationale for this amend
ment, Mr. President -for the Congress 
and the administration to take a 
breath and evaluate the progress made 
by Russia in Russia and the choices 
made by Russian leaders in the em
ployment of their scarce resources. 

The Senate has voted $1.8 billion in 
aid to be provided to Russia in the 1994 
foreign operations bill, as I said. 

And this Senator, I have reluctantly 
agreed to the di version of $979 million 
of funds that should be spent for de
fense for this country in funds that will 
be allocated to the President's Russian 
aid initiative. 

Now, I do not come to this question 
here on the floor today as a longstand
ing critic of foreign aid. I have not 
been. I have attempted to facilitate as
sistance to serve American national in
terests abroad and have supported for
eign aid where it would do that. 

The concern that has brought me to 
the floor today with this amendment is 
a concern that United States assist
ance for the destruction of existing 
weapons may be making available the 
very resources employed by the Rus
sians to construct new systems to con
tinue the threat against us. 

I believe the authorizing legislation 
that established the Nunn-Lugar ini
tiative attempted to ensure that all 
U.S. assistance would be used only for 
the destruction of arms. And we all 
supported that. I continue to support 
Nunn-Lugar. 

I know various reports have come to 
the Congress identifying how those 
funds have been expended. 

The issue I ask the Senate to address 
is whether the military leaders in Rus
sia are taking advantage of our assist
ance to destroy weapons consistent 
with the START ceilings to redirect 
their own funds to construct more ca
pable, new nuclear weapons that have 
MIRV'd capability. 

Mr. President, at this time, I want to 
present to the Senate a series of ex
cerpts from both American and Rus
sian journals addressing indicators 
that Russian nuclear weapons produc
tion continues at a robust rate. 

I want to thank Dr. William Van 
Cleave for bringing these matters to 

the attention of several of us at a 
meeting the Republican leader held. 

I wanted to satisfy myself as to the 
authenticity of the remarks that were 
made at that meeting, and I requested 
the Central Intelligence Agency to 
comment on the accuracy of these ex
cerpts that I will read to you. 

There are 10 major points raised by 
these excerpts and I want to read from 
them and then I will present to the 
Senate the unclassified comments of 
the CIA on the excerpts that I will 
read. 

Mr. President, it is going to take 
much time and effort for our intel
ligence services to continue to evalu
ate the exact status of Russian nuclear 
weapons development. Despite the end 
of the cold war, I know these matters 
remain a key focus of our intelligence 
resources and I have the utmost con
fidence in the Director of Central Intel
ligence, Jim Woolsey. I point out to 
the Senate, during the period of time 
when we were at the height of our ne
gotiations with the Russians in Gene
va, Mr. Woolsey, as an adviser on arms 
control, accompanied the Sen.ate dele
gation on many occasions. We have 
confidence in Jim Woolsey because we 
know and have worked with him on 
this issue of arms control. 

I am for arms control. I am for these 
agreements. And I am for continued as
sistance. I am just not for our provid
ing money to the Russian system that 
turns around and releases more of their 
money to start new systems when we 
are decreasing and have canceled many 
of the systems that we had on the 
screens and the boards before that 
time, the time of the change that we 
perceived in our relationship with the 
Russian Republic. 

Some may argue I am asking the 
Russians to forgo weapons improve
ments that are allowable under 
START. I point out again, that is not 
correct. The world has changed sub
stantially since the details of the most 
recent round of negotiations. Again, I 
point out those agreements have not 
been ratified yet. 

There was no expectation that the 
American taxpayers would be asked to 
provide $2.2 billion in combined foreign 
aid and defense transfers to the Rus
sians for 1994. With this bill, that is 
what that adds up to, 2.2 billion Amer
ican dollars going to Russia for their 
assistance. There was no expectation 
that international lending bodies 
would be providing hundreds of mil
lions of dollars to support economic de
velopment in Russia. 

I, again, agree with that. We have all 
supported these initiatives to direct 
the energies and capabilities of the 
Russian people on a different course-
toward democracy and toward free 
markets. But I do not believe the Sen
ate or the Congress can or should coun
tenance the notion that the United 
States multilateral aid will make pos-

sible the continued operation of the 
foreign Soviet arms industry within 
Russia. It is within Russia now. The 
combined foreign and defense assist
ance approach related to the Soviet 
Union for 1994 makes that country the 
third largest recipient of United States 
foreign assistance this next year, 1994. 

A case can be and has been made for 
those commitments. The Senator from 
Hawaii and I have asked the Senate to 
support them, and I continue to sup
port them. But I ask the Senate not to 
dodge the question of whether the Rus
sians are following through on the spir
it of the agreements and the spirit of 
our cooperation with them. 

In my opinion, the continued produc
tion of any new nuclear MIRV'd system 
that threatens this country violates 
the spirit of our efforts to assist in the 
transition, and I urge the Senate to 
join me in asking the President to use 
the resources of the defense intel
ligence community to evaluate the sta
tus of such weapons development and 
production. 

These are not very long; there are a 
few more than 10. They are excerpts of 
journals of both the United States and 
Russia that I believe support my con
tention. 

(1) In response to Dr. Van Cleave's and Dr. 
Churba's questions about the state of the 
Russian military, he [Mr. Felgenhauer] stat
ed that the Strategic Rocket Forces (SRF) 
continue to receive preferential treatment in 
terms of resources. 80% of their ranks are 
filled, and their combat readiness is the 
highest in the Russian military. The SRF 
continues to have priority. The SS-25 road 
mobile ICBM is still being deployed; there is 
a new multi-warhead silo-based ICBM under 
development; serious modernization of the 
SSBN fleet is underway; and the new TU- 160 
Blackjack-type bombers are under construc
tion. 

The Politics of Reform in Russia, Report of 
Conference, April 15-16, 1993, International Se
curity Council, Washington, D .C. (Reprinted in 
Global Affairs, Summer 1993.) 

NOTE.-Pavel Felgenhauer, editor of 
Segodnya (Today) is the number one defense 
writer in Russia. No member of the Russian 
Delegation, which included three senior Gen
erals and the Deputy Chairman of the Rus
sian State Committee on Defense, challenged 
his statement. 

When I asked the CIA, they stated 
this: 

Gen. Sergeyev, CINC SRF, has stated there 
are manning shortfalls in the SRF. We be
lieve there are three ballistic missiles under 
development-two small single-RV ICBMs 
and a modified SLBM. A new SSBN is being 
designed for deployment after turn of the 
century. We believe that Blackjack produc
tion has ceased. 

In other words, the CIA partially 
agrees with the statement in Global 
Affairs, but it does not disagree with 
the concept that a new SS-25 MIRV'd 
is being manufacture(!. 

Second, a statement, again from 
Global Affairs, this for the winter of 
1993. This is a quote: 

[Major General Ghely Batenin, Chief of the 
Personnel Staff of Vice President Rutskoi 
and Counsellor to the Foreign Minister] : "we 
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are still producing mobile ICBMs and are up
grading them.' They have a simplified 
launch system and can be based either in the 
silos vacated by missiles destroyed under 
START or in complexes for mobile missiles. 
There are now 380 mobile ICBM launchers, 
which under the Framework Agreement can 
be increased to 500, he said. Russia will con
tinue submarine force modernization. Bomb
ers at strategic air bases outside Russia, in 
Ukraine or Kazakhstan, raise questions. 
While there are no new bombers under devel
opment, Stealth technology has been suc
cessfully developed," he said. 

Dr. [Lowell] Wood asked if he was correct 
in his understanding of General Batenin's 
comments that Russia's force modernization 
has slowed significantly but has not stopped 
as comprehensively in either platforms or 
weapons as has the United States. He asked 
if Russia was continuing the developing of a 
follow-on ICBM to the type known as SS-25s. 
Dr. Wood asked specifically about the so
called 'Fat Boy,' a larger new type mobile 
ICBM. 

General Batenin responded that reduced 
and modest upgrading necessary to maintain 
a modernized strategic force will continue. It 
is not necessary to replace the SS-25 as yet. 
We plan to continue producing about ten per 
month, he said, but may have to reduce that. 
The missile that we call universal is not a 
new missile but only an upgrade. We are 
changing some characteristics of the SS-25-
its ballistic trajectory and angle of flight. It 
will be given a low-flying capability. It will 
have a maneuverable warhead. More throw 
weight. We had planned to give it some capa
bility against SDI, but now we do not need to 
do that with GPALS. 

C.I.S. and Nuclear Weapons: Liabilities and 
Risks; Proliferation and Strategic Defense, Re
port of Working Meeting, July 19-20, 1992, 
International Security Council, Washington 
D.C. (Reprinted in Global Affairs, Winter 1993.) 

SBI says: 
True, except that the rate of SS-25 produc

tion is overstated. 
A third quote, which comes from the 

Seminar Report of the Center for Naval 
Analysis, July 1993: 

Russia's nuclear doctrine and forces are 
undergoing a thorough revision * * * the im
portance of land mobile systems will in
crease; and a 'second strike' capability will 
be developed. * * * To avoid being forced to 
preempt or to fire on warning of attack, the 
Russians will increase the survivability of 
strategic rocket forces by increasing the pro
portion of land mobile systems from about 5 
percent of the land based force to about 60 
percent. A major feature of this plan will be 
the deployment of SS-25 missiles and a mod
ernized successor. 

Comments of Vladimir Dworkin, Head of the 
Main Institute of the Armed Forces and Dr. 
Alexei Arbatov, Head of the Center for Geo
political and Military Forecasting as reported 
in: Seminar Report; Center for Naval Analysis, 
Jonathan D. Geithner and Scott R. Atkinson, 
Rapporteurs, July 1993. 

The CIA, when I asked, said the an
swer is: 

True. START II requires them to eliminate 
all MIRV'd ICBMs. Therefore, SS-25 mobile 
ICBMs become a larger percentage of the re
sidual ICBM force . 

Fourth: 
Krasnaya zvezda was the first of the 

central newspapers to report the successful 
launch of the "Start-1' Russian transport 
booster rocket from the missile test range at 
Mirnyy. The March 25 [1993) demonstration 

launch was conducted for commercial pur
poses .... "Start-1" is in all respects an un
usual project. It has no equal in the world. 
And mainly because for the first time, tech
nologies employed in a combat missile sys
tem on active duty are being used for peace
ful purposes. In this case it is the RS-12M, 
known in the West as the SS-25 and in our 
country as the "Topol." With an added 
fourth stage and other technical refinements 
made in strict compliance with the START I 
Treaty, this system became the one that we 
now know as the "Start-1." It also lofted a 
prototype communications satellite into 
orbit from the Plesetsk space facility. On the 
whole, all the main objectives of the "Start
l's" first demonstration flight were accom
plished successfully. The results of the 
launch allow the mobile system's designers 
to pronounce it ready to launch commercial 
payloads .... more than 250 accident-free 
launches have been carried out using similar 
combat systems. The "Start-1" is simple in 
design and can be launched from any region. 

Dolinin, Aleksandr, Lieutenant Colonel "Suc
cess, Prospects of 'Start-1' Commercial Missile 
Launch" Krasnaya Zvezda, may 25, 1993. #116, 
p. 2, cols. 6-8. 

I read that quote, Mr. President, to 
point out-and the CIA says it is true
that Russia is now combining the use 
of their new highly mobile rockets for 
military purposes and for commercial 
purposes. They are the only ones in the 
world that are doing this now. But I 
hope the Senate gets the point. 

Again, through the use of commer
cial funds coming in to the Soviet 
Union, they continue to upgrade their 
military system. We are not doing 
that. 

Again, I have no problem with mod
ernization that leads to builddown, to 
reducing the number of warheads in
volved in their system. That is there as 
a balance for nuclear deterrence. I 
want the Senate to get the point that 
Russia is shifting the mass of its forces 
into their strategic force that deals 
with missiles. 

Again, in Global Affair&--and let me 
point out again that the CIA said all of 
that is true-in the Global Affairs edi
tion for the summer of 1993 is this 
quote: 

[Dr. Vitaly Shlykov, Deputy Chairman, 
State Committee on Defense, Russian Fed
eration]: Reforms have not hit the military
industrial sector. Prices there are still state 
subsidized, and the true expense of military 
production is hidden by the 'perverted na
ture' of the former Soviet economy. During 
the communist days very few people had ac
cess to information about the military econ
omy. Gaidar came in and thought that all he 
had to do was cut budgets and military or
ders and that would halt production. It did 
not. The military-industrial sector contin
ued producing, drawing from vast state re
serves of material and financial support from 
central bank institutions. Thus Minister of 
Defense Grachev has been saying that the 
more the state cuts military orders, the 
poorer we get; the more military orders, the 
better the economy. There has been no de
militarization of the economy. 'This is the 
historic crime of the democratic leadership 
of Russia.' · 

The Politics of Reform in Russia, Report of 
Conference, April 15-16, 1993, International Se
curity Council, Washington , D.C. (Reprinted in 
Global Affairs, Summer 1993.) 

On this one, I have read it because I 
want to point out the CIA says it is not 
true. They believe the reform shave 
started to hit their defense sector and 
military orders have declined and some 
of the enterprises have been privatized. 
But we are not making the point of 
those who have opposed President 
Yeltsin that there has not been any 
change in military. My point is the 
shift has been from conventional and 
from their normal type of defense 
spending to the area that is most 
threatening to the United States, and 
that is to the modernization and im
provement of their ICBM force. 

Sixth is this statement that comes 
from Izvestiya in June of this year, 
1993. It was a statement by Mr. 
Litovkin concerning the current condi
tions of the complex that produces the 
majority of the air defense missiles, in
cluding the SA-10 and the SA-12. He 
said this: 

Even in these times of sharply reduced de
fense spending, state orders keep "Fakel" 
operating at a level of almost 100%. 

Litovkin, Viktor, "Products of Current Condi
tions at "Fakel" Machinery Design Bureau." 
Izvestiya, June 4, 1993. #104, p. 6, cols. 1-3. 

One hundred percent. 
We have none of our systems operat

ing at 100 percent of the former level of 
appropriations, Mr. President. 

Incidentally, the CIA said that they 
doubt that the Fakel is producing al
most 100 percent but cannot disprove 
Litovkin's claim that they are. 

In May of 1993, in Aviation Week and 
Space Technology is this statement: 

Since January 1, Russia has launched three 
military navigation spacecraft, two military 
communications spacecraft, two imaging re
connaissance satellites, two missile warning 
spacecraft, two new electronic intelligence 
(elint) satellites and the new ocean surveil
lance spacecraft. 

Covault, Craig "Russian Military Space 
Maintains Aggressive Pace" Aviation Week & 
Space Technology, May 3, 1993, p. 61. 

Mr. President, why does Russia need 
more of those systems than the former 
Soviet Union needed? Why is it that, as 
we are assisting them to destroy the 
weapons they agreed to destroy under 
START, that they are modernizing? 
But they are not only modernizing, 
they are sending up the most modern 
communications satellite that the 
world knows. They are sending up 
three military navigation spacecraft. 
They are sending up two imaging re
connaissance satellites. They are send
ing up two missile warning satellites 
and two new electronic intelligence 
satellites. 

When I asked the CIA, what did they 
say? True, true, and they add that dur
ing that period, there were additional 
launches of five spacecraft which were 
for dual military-civilian use. In other 
words, the launching facilities of Rus
sia have been hyperactive compared to 
that of the West, particularly of the 
United States. 

Eighth, let me read from a bulletin of 
the International Security Council. It 
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is in the report. I have it here if anyone 
wishes to examine it. This statement is 
from Dr. Shlykov, a Russian, who par
ticipated in a conference in November 
of last year. He said: 

I am convinced that the failure to consider 
the military economy was a cardinal error. 
The magnitude of the resources allocated to 
the military sector has been, and continues 
to be so large that economic reforms would 
be hard put to offset the structural imbal
ance between military and civilian produc
tion. [Dr. Shlykov] 

Economic Reform and Defense in Russia: The 
Interplay, Report of Conference, November, 15-
16, 1992, International Security Council, Wash
ington D.C. 

The CIA 's response was simply they 
agree with that statement. 

Again, from this International Secu
rity Council. Another statement of Dr. 
Shlykov: 

But in 1992, after prices were decontrolled. 
the situation was reversed. Government or
ders for civilian consumer goods evaporated, 
while the rampant expansion of state bank 
credit for weapons caused armament prices 
and profit margins of military-industrial 
items to skyrocket. [Dr. Shlykov] 

Economic Reform and Defense in Russia: The 
interplay, Report of Conference, November 15-
16, 1992, International Security Council, Wash
ington D .C. 

The CIA says they doubt this was 
true. The market for military goods, in 
their opinion, in Russia has declined 
dramatically. 

Again, that is a Russian saying that 
there has been an expansion. 

That same gentleman continued later 
in the same report to make this state
ment: 

As for any relief on the budgetary issue, 
the 20 billion ruble savings ascribed to the 
so-called radical cuts in the military indus
trial operations were overwhelmingly 
washed away when the Central Bank opened 
a line of credit for 3.5 trillion rubles re
quested by the arms industry to settle their 
liabilities. 

That is a conference in November of 
1992. The CIA said this: It is possibly 
true. They have a report of a line of 
credit. They are unsure how large it 
was and whether it was all used for 
military purposes. 

Let me point out to the Senate that 
3.5 trillion rubles in 1992 equated to $23 
billion. It was an extension of a new 
line of credit for development of new 
arms in Russia. Again, the CIA says it 
is possible it is true. They cannot con
firm it was. 

The ten th i tern I would like to read is 
again from that same conference in No
vember of 1992: 

Dr. Shlykov said that in the last days of 
the Soviet Union, it had reserves for four 
months availability in the European region 
for peak, wartime production, which is much 
larger from peacetime production levels. In 
the Asian sector, there was up to six months 
availability of such reserves. "Now, after 
some deletion of the reserves and the inde
pendence of some republics, the plan is to 
maintain reserves of war-time production at 
the plant level for one-to-three months. But 
this is only one part of the reserve system. 
In reality the stockpiles are much more ex
tensive." 

Economic Reform and Defense in Russia: The 
Interplay, Report of Conference, November 15-
16, 1992, International Security Council, Wash
ington D.C. 

The CIA says that might be true. The 
former Soviet Union ·stockpiled goods 
for wartime use. 

As for any relief on the budgetary issue, 
the 20 billion ruble "savings" ascribed to the 
so-called radical cuts in military-industrial 
operations were overwhelmingly washed 
away when the central bank opened a line of 
credit for 3.5 trillion rubles requested by the 
arms industry * * * to settle their liabilities. 
[Dr. Shlykov] 

Economic Ref arm and Defense in Russia: The 
Interplay, Report of Conference, November 
15-16, 1992, International Security Council, 
Washington D.C. 

NOTE.-In July of 1992, 3.5 trillion rubles 
equated to 23 Billion U.S. dollars. 

The CIA says that is possibly true. 
We saw a report of a line of credit, but 
we are unsure how large it was and 
whether it was all for military use. 

Turning to the issue of mobilization stock
piles, he [Dr. Shlykov] noted that Yeltsin 
had even ordered an increase in the stock
piles held by the military industries. 

Economic Ref arm and Defense in Russia: The 
Interplay, Report of Conference, November 
15-16, 1992, International Security Council, 
Washington D.C. 

The CIA says they are not aware of 
such an order. 

Mr. President, the question is, Why? 
Why is Russia increasing wartime 
stockpiles when we are decreasing ours 
and we thought we had a period of rel
ative stability as far as the military 
was concerned in dealing with Russia. 

The Americans then probed again the real 
levels of Russia's military effort. [Dr. Yuri] 
Yaremenko responded by stating that there 
is no reliable data in the archives, but that 
in his view as much as 50% of the former So
viet economy supported the military (22% 
arms+ 25-28% investment= -50% real burden 
in late 1980s). If research and development, 
the KGB, etc. are added, it could be even 
higher. It was an enormous burden, and since 
Russian GNP is much lower than USSR's 
GNP at the end of the 1980s, the burden is 
still enormous. 

The Politics of Reform in Russia, Report of 
Conference, April 15-16, 1993 International 
Security Council, Washington, D.C. (Re
printed in Global Affairs, Summer 1993.) 

NOTE.-Dr. Yuri V. Yaremenko is Director 
of the Institute of Economic Forecasting of 
the Russian Academy of Sciences; is one of 
Russia's foremost economists. 

The CIA says that is credible. The de
fense burden was enormous. 

Mr. President, my point is it still is 
too high. 

Does the Senator seek the floor? 
Mr. INOUYE. I just wanted to con

gratulate the Senator, if I may. 
Mr. STEVENS. I thank the Senator 

very much. 
I have one other thing to say, if I 

may, Mr. President, just to emphasize 
to the Senate why I, a Senator from 
Alaska, take such an interest in this. 

I ask unanimous consent that this 
overview I have had my staff make of 
former Soviet force modernization 
from the DOD publication Soviet Mili
tary Power appear in the RECORD fol
lowing my remarks. 

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

(See exhibit 1.) 
Mr. STEVENS. Let me point out that 

the Japanese Defense Agency's white 
paper in 1992 has told us that the So
viet Union has steadily built up its 
military strength in the Russian Far 
East since the late 1960's. In quali
tative terms, Japan states those forces 
continue to grow. 

Mr. President, I can see that land 
from my State. A lot of people forget 
that our nearest neighbor is Russia. 
And we see this constant growth. 

Japan points out that pursuant to 
the Conventional Forces in Europe 
Treaty, the CFE Treaty, the former So
viet Union was required to reduce 
tanks, armored fighting vehicles, artil
lery, tactical aircraft, and attack heli
copters. But what did they do? They 
did not destroy them. They sent them 
west of the Urals. 

The Japanese report that rather than 
destroy those weapons, 60,000 pieces of 
equipment have now been transferred 
to the Russian Far East-over 7,000 new 
tanks. That is more tanks than we 
produce in 10 years. The former Soviet 
forces in the Far East possess one quar
ter to one third of the total former So
viet strategic missiles, 36 of approxi
mately 160 army divisions, about 90 of 
some 270 submarines, around 1,860 of 
7,820 tactical aircraft. 

In terms of today, the Far East is 
really the military stockpile. It is 
their resource base. It is their area of 
operations now. 

The agreements that we entered into 
cover west of the Urals basically, par
ticularly in terms of the CFE and other 
such conventional agreements. 

In terms of the strategic forces, that 
reach across from my State, according 
to the Japanese study, the region con
tains modernized ICBM's and SLBM's, 
the new TU-95 Bear H bomber. We see 
those quite often still. They are capa
ble of carrying the AS-15 air-launched 
cruise missile with nuclear warheads. 
There are also approximately 130 TU-
22M Backfire bombers with a radius of 
4,000 kilometers. That takes you about 
to Denver. I thought that might get 
the attention of the Chair. 

The forces from Russia in the Far 
East have a greater capability of pre
senting a threat to the United States 
in the West than the ICBM period did 
to the eastern part of the United · 
States. 

In terms of ground forces, the ground 
forces of the Russian Far East are con
tinuing to build as they have been 
building even under the Soviets since 
1965. As I said, there are 36 army divi
sions now in the Russian Far East. 
There is one division which will be re
duced to a brigade in Alaska-one. And 
there is one division in Hawaii. 

Now, I think the Senate should un
derstand that those of us from Alaska 
in particular, but for the West in gen
eral, are, or at least should be, watch
ing what is happening in the Pacific. 
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In terms of naval power, the Pacific 

Fleet based in Vladivostok is the larg
est of the naval units. The Pacific 
Fleet now includes 780 ships, 60 of them 
nuclear submarines. The Pacific Fleet 
alone-I am not saying it has the same 
capability, but in numbers it is larger 
than the fleet of the United States 
worldwide. They have the new Akula
class nuclear-powered attack sub
marine, which carries, by the way, the 
SSN- 21 sea-launched cruise missile. 

The insertions I have made dem
onstrate, I think, what the interest of 
this Senator is and what I think West
ern Senators should be and nationally 
all Senators should be. That is what 
my amendment aims at. 

The moneys that we are pouring into 
Russia to help Russia make the transi
tion have now freed up additional mon
eys to modernize their nuclear force in 
ways that we have not permitted our 
force to be modernized. As a matter of 
fact, to the contrary. We have canceled 
a whole series of systems. 

Let me close by reminding the Sen
ate of this. We canceled the small 
ICBM in 1992. We canceled the Peace
keeper, the rail garrison version in 
1992. We canceled the Minuteman in 
silos, the Peacekeeper in 1992; we can
celed Minuteman II. We are currently 
eliminating all of those missiles. Min
uteman III we are de-MIRV'ing all 
launchers in agreement with START. 
The B-52 D, G and H, 675 of them, will 
be eliminated by the end of 1993. The 
FB-111, 66 of them will also be elimi
nated. The B-1, we will have eliminated 
99 by the end of fiscal 1993. 

I do not mean to be misunderstood. 
We have not eliminated the B-1 en
tirely but 99 of them will be retired 
this year. On the B-2, the production of 
the B-2, as the Senate knows, has been 
reduced from 130 to 20. 

Now, I think we ought to send a mes
sage. It is a plain and simple message. 
It just says, do not let them have this 
additional $400 million if they are con
tinuing to build MIRV'd ICBM's at the 
time we are decreasing our threat to 
Russia. 

EXHIBIT 1 
FORMER-SOVIET FORCE MODERNIZATION 

(Source: DOD Publication, Soviet Military 
Power) 

OVERVIEW 

The overview Soviet defense burden in
creased from 12-14% of GNP in 1970, to 15-
17% of GNP by the mid- 1980s. That figure 
continued to rise during the Gorbachev 
years. 

1993 military orders are expected to be sig
nificantly higher than 1992. And since overall 
GNP has dropped significantly in the last 
few years, the overall military burden since 
1991 has actually increased. 

In contrast, the overall US defense burden 
increased from 5% of GNP in 1977, to 6.2% in 
1985, to 4.5% in 1993. Significantly lower than 
Soviet spending during the same period. 

The former Soviet Union has more strate
gic nuclear weapons than the US in terms of 
the number of launchers for ICBMs and sub
marine-launched ballistic missiles. 

It continues to increase the survivability 
and operational flexibility of its forces , by 
increasing road-mobile SS-25s, rail-mobile 
SS-24s and other types of ICBMS, by deploy
ing ballistic missile-equipped nuclear sub
marines equipped with long-range SLBMs 
and high target-hitting accuracy, and by im
proving the capabilities of strategic bomb
ers--including construction of a new TU- 160 
Blackjack-type bomber. 

Non-strategic nuclear weapons also pose a 
continuing threat on short-range surface-to
surface missiles, medium-range bombers, air
launched cruise missiles, sea-launched cruise 
missiles, and nuclear shells. Some estimate 
that the number of non-strategic nuclear 
weapons may be as high as 30,000. 

Ground forces remain large, consisting of 
about 160 divisions of approximately 1,500,000 
personnel and 52,000 tanks; naval forces con
sist of about 2,460 ships--including about 270 
submarines; and air forces include about 
7,820 tactical aircraft. 

While some former-Soviet forces have de
creased in number, qualitative improve
ments continue to be made across the spec
trum. Recent deployments include: new T- 80 
tanks; Kirov-class nuclear-powered guided 
missile cruisers; Akula-class nuclear-pow
ered submarines; and state-of-the-art fourth
generation fighters . 

STRATEGIC NUCLEAR FORCES 

Since the mid-1960s, the Soviets had en
gaged in a brisk program of strategic mod
ernization while US spending on strategic 
forces for the most part stayed flat, and even 
declined at times. 

From 1960 to 1990, the Soviets deployed 57 
new varieties of strategic systems--includ
ing 41 new types of missiles and 11 new class
es of submarines. During the same period, 
the US introduced less than half that num
ber of new systems (26). 

From 1979 to 1990 alone, the Soviets added 
15 new missile types, including the: SSN- 18-
M2, SSN- 18-M3, SS-16, SS-17-M3, SS-18-M4, 
SS-19-M3, SSN-17, SSN-20, AS-15, SS-25, 
SSN- 23, SSN- 21, SS-24 Modl , SS-24, Mod2, 
and the SS-18-M5. 

During that same period, the US added 
only 5 new missiles: the G--4 , the Minuteman 
III, the ALCM, the Peacekeeper, and the 
D-5. 

Contrary to what some may think, produc
tion did not decrease with Gorbachev's as
cent to power. In 1989, at the height of the 
Gorbachev regime, the Soviets deployed over 
100 new ICBMs, several Bear H and Blackjack 
bombers, and two new SSBNs. 

During the same year, the US added to 
ICBMs, no bombers, and only one SSBN. 

Over the entire decade of the 1980s, the US 
deployed fewer than 100 new ICBMs. Over the 
same decade, the Soviets deployed over 900. 

From 1981 to 1990, the Soviets maintained 
a force of over 6,000 ICBM launchers and re
entry vehicles. During that same period, the 
US maintained only 2,000. Soviet ICBM pro
duction actually increased once Gorbachev 
came to power. 

Last winter it was reported that the Rus
sians are now testing four new ICBMs. 

From 1981 to 1990, Soviet deployment of 
sea-launched ballistic missile launchers and 
re-entry vehicles nearly doubled, with an ad
ditional 1,500 being added by 1990. During 
that same period, US deployments actually 
dropped by several hundred. 

Last winter it was reported that the Rus
sians are now testing two new SLBMs. 

In sea-launched ballistic missiles, and in 
submarines, the Soviets outproduced the US 
during the 1980s by more than 2 to 1. 

Since Gorbachev came to power, the pro
duction of long-range cruise missiles rose by 
a factor of three. 

AIRCRAFT 

From 1981 to 1989, the Soviets nearly dou
bled their inventory of inter-continental ca
pable aircraft (such as the Bear, Bison, Back
fire and Blackjack). By 1989, they had 100 
more such aircraft than the US. During that 
same period, the US inventory remained con
stant. 

Once Gorbachev came to power, the num
ber of fourth-generation, look-down/shoot
down capable aircraft-such as the MiG-31 
and Su-27 Flanker-increased by nearly 40% . 

Further modernization continues. In the 
last two years: flight testing has been pro
ceeding on the MiG-33 and other new fighter 
aircraft types; an improved version of the 
Su-27 is undergoing development trials; and 
development has continued on the Russian 
equivalent of the advanced tactical fighter , 
the first Russian plane to incorporate 
stealth technology. 

Throughout the 1980s, Soviet weapon pro
duction far outnumbered US production in a 
number of significant systems. The following 
chart shows the total number of each weapon 
produced by the US and by the Soviets dur
ing the period from 1979 through 1988: 

TOTAL WEAPONS PRODUCED, UNITED STATES VERSUS 
SOVIET, FROM 1979 TO 1988 

Tanks ................. .. ... .. ....... . 
Other armored vehicles ... .. 
Artillery, mortars, MRL's ............................ . 
Long and intermediate range bombers _ 
Fighters/attack aircraft 
Military helicopters . 
Submarines ..... .. ... .. ............................. .. 
ICBMS, SLBMS ........................................ . 
Surface-to-air missiles ......... ......................... .. 

United 
States 

7,400 
8,900 
3,600 

103 
3,600 
2,200 

40 
600 

19,700 

Soviet 

26,000 
50,000 
19,000 

400 
6,200 
4,200 

75 
2,700 

112,000 

If you compare the Pre-Gorbachev early 
1980s with the Gorbachev-era of the late 
1980s, you see no decrease-and actually 
some significant increases--in the annual 
production of certain key weapon systems. 
The following chart shows the average an
nual weapons production in a number of key 
systems during the early 1980s and the late 
1980s: 

ANNUAL SOVIET WEAPONS PRODUCTION: PRE-GORBACHEV 
VERSUS GORBACHEV 

Pre-Gorb Gorbachev 
(1982-84) (1988-89) 

Tanks ....... ... .. ............... .. .......... ... ........ . 2,800 3,400 
Other armored vehicles .. .......... .. . 5,400 5,700 
Self-propelled field artillery 900 900 
Submarines ... .... ..... .... . 9 9 
Major surface warships 9 12 
Bombers ......................... . 40 40 
AS'// fixed wing aircraft .. 5 5 
AWACS ... .... .... .......... .. .. ... . 2 5 
ICBM's .................................... .... ...... . 116 140 
SRBM's .... .. ............ ... ...................... .... .......... . 580 700 
Long-range SLCM's 35 200 
Short-range SLCM's .. ... . 980 JJOO 
Surface-to-air missiles ......... ... . 15,000 16,000 

Soviet annual production of all of the 
above weapons systems actually increased or 
remained constant once Gorbachev assumed 
power. 

During that same period-from 1982 to 
1989--US production of the following weapon 
systems decreased or was zero: Tanks, other 
armored fighting vehicles, major surface 
warships, bombers, A WACS, ICBMS, SRBMs, 
and short-range SLCMs. 

While the Soviets/Russians have contin
ually expanded and modernized their forces, 
the US over the last 15 years has made sig
nificant cutbacks in its defense expendi
tures. The following US Air Force strategic 
systems have either been dismantled, termi
nated or canceled since 1977: 
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US AIR FORCE STRATEGIC SYSTEMS DISMAN

TLED, TERMINATED OR CANCELED SINCE 1977 

Small ICBM: canceled in 1992. 
Peacekeeper, rail garrison: canceled in 1992 
Peacekeeper, in Minuteman silos: canceled 

in 1992. 
Minuteman II: currently eliminating all 

missiles. 
Minuteman III: currently de-mirving all 

launchers in agreement with START. 
B-52 D, G, and H: eliminated 675 by end of 

1993. 
FB-111: eliminated 66. 
B-1: eliminated 99 by end of 1993. 
B-2: production reduced from 132 to 20. 
Mr. INOUYE addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DOR

GAN). The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Hawaii. 

Mr. INOUYE. Mr. President, I rise to 
commend my colleague from Alaska 
for bringing to the attention of the 
Senate the continued and robust in
volvement of the Russian people in the 
research and development and produc
tion of intercontinental ballistic mis
siles. 

As the Senator from Alaska pointed 
out, we have tried our best not only by 
the START II Treaty but to maintain 
the spirit of the START II Treaty. And 
keeping with that spirit as he has 
pointed out, we have terminated the 
MX Missile Program, just cut it out. 
We have cut out and terminated the 
small ICBM Program, a mobile ICBM. 
There are no more Pershing II missiles. 
We have reduced the Submarine 
Launched Ballistic Missile Program. 
As the Senator pointed out, we had in
tended to produce and procure 130 
stealth B-2 bombers. We have decided 
to stop at 20. We have stopped the de
velopment of the advanced cruise mis
sile. 

I believe that we have maintained 
our good faith. Even to the recent trag
edy in Moscow the Government of the 
United States painfully supported the 
activities of Mr. Yeltsin. And I concur 
with the Senator from Alaska. This 
measure has $1.8 billion in aid plus the 
$400 million, a total of $2.2 billion. This 
amendment affects $400 million of that. 

This report is the most troubling 
one. It should be a matter of grave con
cern to all of us. And I would hope that 
we would by this means send a message 
to Mr. Yeltsin and tell him that we 
know that his ICBM forces are intact. 
We know that they are very active. We 
know that he is still producing, and 
that we are not happy about this. I 
think the time has come for the United 
States to stop being the good boy and 
tell our Russian comrades that we will 
not go for this nonsense. 

If the cold war is to be ended, as all 
have suggested, then I think it should 
be ended by all parties, not just the 
United States. 

So if I may, I would like to join my 
colleague from Alaska as a cosponsor 
of this measure. 

I ask unanimous consent. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. SIMON addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen

ator from Illinois [Mr. SIMON]. 
Mr. SIMON. Mr. President, I want to 

take 3 minutes to comment on an ear
lier amendment offered by our col
league, Senator NICKLES, from Okla
homa. It has an initial appeal. But let 
me tell you. It would paralyze the 
United States and our ability to work 
with the community of nations. 

This has a lot of visceral appeal, say
ing we should not have foreigners com
manding or in charge of American 
troops. 

First of all, the amendment goes 
back and says that it takes effect 
March 1. We just Thursday night or 
early Friday morning said we are going 
to have our troops out by March 31. 
This reverses that by one month, which 
does not show a great deal of stability. 

But second, Mr. President, the much 
more pernicious part is to say without 
the direct approval of Congress we can
not have American forces under the op
eration of the United Nations or other 
countries. 

I happen to believe we have way too 
many troops in Western Europe half a 
century after the war is over. We do 
not need that many troops. 

What is wrong with having a French, 
German, British, Italian, or some other 
country NATO commander? Does it 
have to be an American? I think if we 
want to pull back some in terms of 
military efforts we have to recognize 
we will have to let other people have 
some responsibility. And we cannot 
have it both ways. 

How many times have we heard on 
the floor of the United States Senate 
we cannot be the world's policeman? If 
we are unwilling to work with other 
countries, we take on that burden be
cause we are the only power that has 
that kind of potential. And if we think 
that we are going to do this just on our 
own and no other nation is going to fol
low this example, we are fooling our
selves. Cambodia would not have been 
possible. Our action in Somalia, which 
I think was great on the part of Presi
dent Bush, would not have been pos
sible under this amendment. Cambodia 
would not have been possible. 

Yes. We do have some problems. Yes. 
We are going to have to reexamine. 

I have talked with Senator BOREN 
and Senator BIDEN about the possibil
ity of having a small group that would 
be authorized, maybe 5,000 or 10,000 
troops of volunteers who would be au
thorized under the direction of the 
President to work with the United Na
tions. But to say that we are not going 
to permit unless Congress authorizes it 
U.S. troops to work under U.N. oper
ations is a major step backward. That 
legislation should not pass. I hope the 
amendment will be defeated. 

Mr. LUGAR addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Chair recognizes Senator LUGAR. 

Mr. LUGAR. Mr. President, I speak 
in reference to the amendment offered 
by the distinguished senior Senator 
from Alaska, [Mr. STEVENS]. I speak in 
an attempt to really explore the issue 
that is involved here. 

Senator STEVENS, as the Chair will 
recall, has offered this amendment pro
vided further that none of the funds ap
propriated under this heading may be 
expended or transferred to an eligible 
recipient state until 15 days after the 
President certifies to the Congress that 
the proposed eligible recipient is not 
currently engaged in the fabrication 
and construction of new road-mobile or 
fixed-site land-based in tercon tinen tal 
ballistic missiles armed with multiple 
nuclear reentry vehicles, in essence 
MffiV .. 

Mr. President, the distinguished Sen
ator from Alaska had reference on sev
eral occasions during his presentation 
of this amendment to the Nunn-Lugar 
amendment. I cite, Mr. President, the 
national legislative language the law 
of the land that was a part of the 
Nunn-Lugar legislation. It says: 

Assistance authorized by subsection (a)"
that is the Nunn-Lugar amendment-"may 
not be provided for in a year to any country 
which is an independent state of the former 
Soviet Union unless the President certifies 
to Congress for that year that the proposed 
recipient country is committed to each of 
the following: 

Specifically two under that
Each of the following: 
The language says: 
Forgoing any military modernization pro

gram that exceeds legitimate defense re
quirements and forgoing the replacement of 
destroyed weapons of mass destruction. 

Mr. President, it appears to me that 
clear on the face of that language de
velopment of a MffiV'd SS-25 by Russia 
would lead to restrictions by the Presi
dent of any Nunn-Lugar moneys being 
disbursed. 

I cite all of this, Mr. President, for 
purposes of clarification and for pur
poses of both Senators and staff trying 
to work out if we are talking about the 
same thing or if in fact this is dif
ferent, and perhaps during the course 
of this debate that exploration will 
lead to a conclusion. 

I just simply want to say, Mr. Presi
dent, the senior Senator from Alaska 
has indeed not been only a strong sup
porter of the START I treaty, under 
the so-called Nunn-Lugar legislation 
which is designed to assist the states of 
the former Soviet Union in implement
ing and indeed accelerating the dis
mantling and destruction of nuclear 
weapons covered by the START treaty, 
but he has been a cochairman from the 
start of the Arms Control Observer 
Group, extraordinarily knowledgeable 
about these questions. 

Therefore, I want to explore with him 
and with others whether the target of 
the amendment is a system, real or po
tential, or whether the target of the 
amendment is all Russian strategic 
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modernization programs. While Russia 
is developing modifications to existing 
ICBM's such as the so-called silo-based 
version of the SS-25-that is an ICBM 
with one warhead- I have seen no con
crete evidence that it is developing any 
new multiple warhead MIRV'd land
based system. That is the critical dis
tinction, Mr. President. 

I am aware that a few Russian pub
licists have speculated on the possibil
ity of such a development. But an 
equally well-informed group of Russian 
publicists have categorically denied it. 
Officials within the administration 
also cite the lack of any hard evidence 
to support such speculation that a 
MIRV'd SS-25 is being developed. 

Although it is not impossible, it is 
also highly unlikely that Russia would 
initiate development of MIRV'd 
ICBM's, because the START II treaty 
will ban either side from deploying 
land-based MIRV's. There is no hard 
evidence that the other recipient states 
-Ukraine, Kazakhstan, or Belarus-
have ongoing ICBM programs. In all 
likelihood, they lack the capability to 
pursue such programs. It is my under
standing that there may be three bal
listic missiles under development-two 
small single RV ICBM's, and a modified 
SLBM. The new SSBN may be in the 
design stage for possible deployment 
after the turn of the century. It also 
appears as if Blackjack production has 
ceased. 

If part of the intent in this amend
ment is to stop Russia from developing 
the modified sing-le warhead systems, 
such as the silo-based version of the 
SS-25, then the amendment could be 
counterproductive. The START I and 
START II treaties allow signatory 
states to modernize their forces, to in
crease their survivability and strategic 
stability. The Russians, for example, 
are allowed to deploy increased num
bers of single warhead SS-25 ICBM's 
because they have limited hard target 
kill capability and, therefore, are sta
bilizing. This is particularly true of the 
road-mobile version of the SS-25. 

The Russians have indicated they 
need to develop such systems to round 
out their force structure at the deeply 
reduced levels required by START II, 
and that SS-25 were important to their 
strategic requirements. Indeed pre
cisely because START II requires them 
to eliminate all MIRV'd ICBM's, SS-25 
mobile ICBM's become a larger per
centage of the residual ICBM force. 
This issue was discussed at length dur
ing the negotiations of START II, and 
all sides agreed on revisions which lim
ited modernization to stabilizing sys
tems, such as single warhead SS-25's 
and SLBM's. 

If the United States were to attempt 
to use the Nunn-Lugar assistance as le
verage to not only limit Russian stra
tegic modernization, but to exclude it 
specifically *in a war, toward which we 
encourage Russia to move, many in the 

Russian military industrial complex 
would likely view this as an attempt 
by the United States to manipulate 
Moscow into reducing its forces below 
its legitimate and arms control sub
stantial requirements. This would be 
particularly true if the United States 
were to attempt to pressure Russia to 
limit its SS-25 force, which is the most 
stabilizing component from almost any 
perspective. Such attempts to under
mine chances for START II to be rati
fied and end the force in the near term 
could also undermine our ability to 
rapidly conclude and implement addi
tional Nunn-Lugar assistance agree
ments with Russia that accelerate the 
pace of dismantlement. 

What are some of the more recent 
steps in the Nunn-Lugar assistance 
program? In late August and early Sep
tember, the United States signed three 
agreements with Russia providing addi
tional assistance under the Nunn
Lugar programs to help Moscow dis
mantle nuclear weapons and demili
tarize its industries. 

On August 26, the United States 
signed an implementing agreement in 
Moscow with the Russian state com
mittee or defense industry. It commits 
the United States to provide up to $130 
million to assist Russia in dismantling 
strategic nuclear delivery vehicles. 
Much of that money will likely go to 
the United States defense contractors. 
The equipment the United States plans 
to provide for this dismantlement in
cludes mobile cranes, cutters, bull
dozers for ICBM elimination, shears to 
cut up submarine ballistic missile 
tubes, guillotines, forklifts, and trac
tors for heavy bomber dismantlement. 

I make the point that this is not 
money readily transferable by the Rus
sians to any other program. It is 
money largely spent with the U.S. de
fense con tractors on very specific 
equipment that wrecks strategic sys
tems. 

In addition, the U.S. assistance will 
ensure the supply of special railroad 
cars to transport liquid fuel from re
tired ballistic missiles, as well as in
cinerators to burn the fuel. 

On September 2, the U.S. and Russia 
signed implementing agreements com
mitting the United States to provide 
up to 75 million dollars' worth of as
sistance in building and operating a 
fissile material storage facility in Rus
sia. Under the agreement, the United 
States will also provide up to 10 mil
lion dollars' worth of assistance to im
prove the control, physical protection, 
and accountability of civilian nuclear 
material in Russia. 

The Nunn-Lugar funding for the fa
cility, which will store plutonium de
rived from dismantled warheads, will 
help to pay for such items as light re
sistors, heating, ventilation, air condi
tioning, the electric power generation, 
a physical security system, fire alarm, 
and suppression systems. Once again, it 

is moneys that are not fungible or 
transferable to the building of any 
other system. The assistance for the 
control of Russian civilian nuclear ma
terials is expected to include training 
and provision by the United States of 
computer software and hardware. 

In summary, it would be very dif
ficult, if not counterproductive, to seek 
to accomplish, through the Nunn
Lugar program, an objective such as 
prohibition on SS-25 modernization, 
that the United States did not seek, 
though indeed specifically exempted 
from the arms control negotiating 
process. Neither President Reagan nor 
President Bush sought to prohibit SS-
25 modernization in the START I or 
START II treaties. Both saw the SS-25 
as a more stabilizing force and sought 
to encourage single warhead ICBM's in 
lieu of destabilizing MIRV'd ICBM's. 

START II prohibits MIRV'd ICBM's 
as the most threatening systems, leav
ing both sides with more stabilizing 
forces consisting of the SLBM's, heavy 
bombers and single warhead ICBM's. 

Mr. President, the Nunn-Lugar legis
lation permits Russia to undertake 
modernization to meet its legitimate 
defense needs. 

It will be cutting off our nose to spite 
our face if the United States were pre
vented from assisting the Russians in 
dismantling destabilizing systems like 
the SS-lB's because they are moderniz
ing the single-shot SS-25's. 

The Nunn-Lugar program will accel
erate the Russian rate of dismantling 
the old strategic systems and also pro
vide assistance for the secure storage 
of fissile material from dismantled nu
clear warheads. 

Are we really willing to trade off the 
benefits of slowing or even preventing 
nuclear proliferation for the safer and 
secure storage of nuclear material in 
return for a dubious legislative effort 
to force the Russians to stop moderniz
ing the SS-25? 

The portion of Nunn-Lugar assist
ance allocated to Russia is unlikely to 
provide us with sufficient leverage to 
block a military program that is not 
limited by any arms control agreement 
and is deemed essential by the Russian 
military in meeting legitimate defense 
requirements. 

The Senate needs to think long and 
hard about this kind of amendment. 
Russia and the Ukraine are beginning 
to make substantial progress on the 
disposition of nuclear weapons cur
rently on Ukraine soil. The United 
States is poised to conclude Nunn
Lugar assistance agreements with the 
Ukraine and has started to help in de
struction of strategic nuclear delivery 
vehicles on their soil and the disposi
tion of liquid propellants. 

In testimony before the Russian Par
liament, the Russian military was sup
portive of START I and provisionally 
of START II, partly because the nego
tiated elimination of their SS-lB's was 
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compensated for in part by the ability 
to modernize the single warhead SS- 25; 
and its desire during the end game of 
START II negotiations to preserve 
some of the SS-18's silos from destruc
tion was motivated, in part, by the 
need to save money in housing the 
modernized single-shot SS-25's. 

It is of no small importance that in 
acceding to the Russian desire to mod
ify some SS-18 silos so they might 
house the single warhead SS-25, the 
United States secured the right to in
spect and to verify silo modification 
processes. 

In short, Mr. President, the difficulty 
with an all-or-nothing approach is the 
answer might just as easily be nothing. 
The object of the START negotiations 
was not the total denuclearization of 
the Soviet Union or the United States 
at that time. Had that been the case, I 
doubt whether the Senate would have 
consented to the START I treaty. 
Rather, the objective was to secure a 
greater degree of strategic stability at 
a lower level of armaments and risk. 

In addition, the negotiations were de
signed to push the remaining systems 
not covered by START in a more sta
bilizing direction; that is, away from 
heavy MIRV systems and toward single 
warhead ICBM's. A degree of modifica
tion and modernization was not only 
permitted, it was to be encouraged in 
the interest of greater strategic stabil
ity. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, we are 
moving ever closer to the formal im
plementation of the START I treaty. 
The Nunn-Lugar assistance programs 
have reached a new plateau with the 
conclusion of agreements on destruc
tion of strategic nuclear delivery vehi
cles and the safe disposition of the pro
pellants. 

The Russian military gained new
found influence and power as a result 
of the support of President Yeltsin in 
the recent confrontation with the Par
liament. 

There is nothing to suggest that if 
United States assistance in disman
tling Russian systems covered by 
START is restricted or abolished, the 
Russians will divert resources from 
their strategic modernization programs 
in order to compensate for the cutoff of 
United States assistance in disman
tling nuclear systems they agreed to 
eliminate under START. Indeed, a cut
off or a significant reduction of Nunn
Lugar assistance could well result in a 
lessening Russian disposition to ratify 
START II, or even to fully implement 
START I. 

The Russians have demonstrated a 
propensity to commence the dis
mantlement of treaty-covered items 
prior to the actual entry into force and 
implementation of START. I doubt 
that this propensity will survive a cut
off or a substantial cutback in the 
Nunn-Lugar assistance. 

Mr. President, the bottom line is 
that Nunn-Lugar assistance is being of-

fered to Russia and other States of the 
former Soviet Union not as a favor, but 
because it is in our own national inter
est to reduce sooner, rather than later, 
the nuclear threat facing the United 
States by the prompt and even acceler
ated safe and secure dismantlement of 
nuclear systems covered by the START 
treaties. That interest exists independ
ent of any Russian modernization pro
gram, as long as that program is con
sistent with the arms control commit
ments and obligations of the Russian 
federation. 

Having said all this, I, too, would be 
concerned for Russia to initiate the de
ployment of any new MIRV'd ICBM's. 
The START II treaty will ban either 
side from deploying land-based MIRV's, 
although it is important to remind our
selves that the Senate has yet to com
plete action on the START II treaty. 

My difficulty with the specific lan
guage of the amendment presented by 
the distinguished Senator from Alaska 
is that it asks the President to certify 
a negative: That Russia is not doing 
something. Nevertheless, as an expres
sion of an American interest in pro
ceeding with the mutual de-MIRV'ing 
commitments contained in the START 
II treaty, I am prepared to discuss the 
amendment with the sponsor, if he is 
prepared to insert in to the proviso 
some clarifying language with respect 
to activities of eligible recipients and 
their arms control commitments. 
It is time to get on with the dis

mantlement of those systems covered 
by the START treaties, in part with 
Nunn-Lugar assistance rather than leg
islatively, to pressure the Russian 
military serving a major part of the 
strategic modernization program that 
has been permitted by the recent Rus
sian-American arms control agree
ments and encouraged by us. 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. LUGAR. I yield. 
Mr. STEVENS. I am delighted to 

have the comment of the Senator from 
Indiana. I await the words of my good 
friend from Georgia. 

The draft of the language that was 
suggested by the Senator's staff to our 
staff was the insertion of language 
which would make this into a new type 
of road mobile or fixed ICBM, contrary 
to the recent contribution under the 
relevant arms control agreements. 

My question is this, and I believe the 
Senator will agree with me: There is no 
restriction in any existing agreement 
against the research, the development, 
and the production of any new MIRV'd 
ICBM, is there? 

Mr. LUGAR. I am unaware of any. 
Mr. STEVENS. There is no such re

striction. In other words, the language 
the Senator's staff suggested makes 
my amendment just worthless. 

Has the Senator some suggestion? I 
do not like the feeling of having the 
Senator from Indiana and the Senator 

from Georgia, with whom I worked on 
arms control matters so long, react to 
this amendment. I will be happy to dis
cuss this. 

The Senator has indicated he is will
ing to make a change that would elimi
nate the problem he suggests. 

As I walked out of here-I had a call 
to my office-the Senator was speak
ing; I apologize for that. But another 
Senator said to me: "You know, this is 
a matter of employment. The Russians 
are just keeping people employed." 

It is not just keeping people em
ployed, to this Senator, if they are 
making a new ICBM, modernized, as 
the Russian general indicated, with 
highly mobile maneuverability, lower 
trajectory, and already a more awe
some weapon. And he said it was 
MIRV'd. I understand what the Senator 
says. 

I do not like to put the President in 
the position of certifying a negative, 
either. I ask the Senator: How does he 
do it? I think the spirit of the relation
ship that I thought we had with the 
Russians was that neither one of us 
was going to increase the threat. 

If that general is right, they are in
creasing the threat, as far as this Sen
ator is concerned, and Westerners are 
concerned, because they are doing it 
over in eastern Russia. They are not 
doing it in western Russia. That is my 
point. 

Mr. LUGAR. Mr. President, if I may 
respond to the Senator's question, I ex
pressed agreement in my statement 
that if, in fact, production or develop
ment of MIRV'd SS-25's was enforced, 
not only would the Senator from Alas
ka be concerned, but certainly the Sen
ator from Indiana would be; we all 
would be. In fact, I quoted from the 
Nunn-Lugar amendment language 
which is the law of the land now that 
simply says that under those cir
cumstances, no moneys can go to Rus
sia, or any of them. 

In other words, what I suppose I am 
attempting to divine is the importance 
of the amendment of the Senator from 
Alaska as to how it differs from cur
rent law, because we have no disagree
ment over development of MIRV's. 

My point is that if, in fact, the Sen
ator's amendment may somehow re
strict Nunn-Lugar funds to dismantle 
current SS-18's which are MIRV'd, then 
that is not a very good objective. At 
least, this Senator has not seen evi
dence that the Russian are developing 
MIRV'd SS-25's, despite the report the 
Senator has cited. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen
ator from Georgia [Senator NUNN], is 
recognized. 

Mr. NUNN. Mr. President, first, let 
me say that I agree with the analysis 
of the Senator from Indiana. But I also 
would like to add that the Senator 
from Alaska certainly has raised a 
question that all of us need to be con
cerned with. 
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I agree with the Sena tor from Indi

ana that we need to be very careful be
fore we send a message to Russia, par
ticularly the Russian military, we are 
trying to use Nunn-Lugar funding to 
achieve something we never have ever 
achieved in arms control negotiation, 
because there are already deep sus
picions in some elements of the Rus
sian military about our motives in as
sisting them in getting rid of their 
weapons. 

Well, obviously, we think it is in our 
interest to help them get rid of their 
weapons in a safe way. In fact, I happen 
to believe this may be one of the most 
important national security issues our 
country faces now and will face for the 
next 5 to 10 years. 

But the specific amendment that has 
been offered by the Senator from Alas
ka, as I understand it, if I have the 
right copy of it, would require: 

That none of the funds appropriated under 
this heading may be expended or transferred 
to an eligible recipient state until fifteen 
days after the President certifies to the Con
gress that the proposed eligible recipient is 
not currently engaged in the fabrication and 
construction of new road mobile or fixed-site 
land based intercontinental ballistic missiles 
armed with multiple nuclear re-entry vehi
cles. 

Mr. President, first, I would say that, 
based on the information I now have, 
the President could make this certifi
cation. But I do believe it would be in 
the interest of all of us to work care
fully with the Senator from Alaska to 
see if we can construct language here 
that would reflect concern but not 
come to conclusions about what the 
Russians may or may not be doing. 

The Senator from Alaska was kind 
enough to give me a summary of a sem
inar that was held, I believe, in Wash
ington in the spring. As I read this 
summary, the statement about MIRV'd 
SS-25 missiles was not made by a Rus
sian general but was, rather, made by a 
Russian journalist. The journalist was 
a defense writer and editor of the Rus
sian newspaper ''Today.'' 

Nevertheless, I felt it was of suffi
cient concern to check with the 
Central Intelligence Agency. I believe 
the Senator from Alaska has a copy of 
the letter, dated October 18, I received 
from the Director of Congressional Af
fairs for the CIA. I would like to read 
that into the RECORD. 

I am not sure whether the Senator 
from Indiana has seen a copy. I will 
send a copy to him so he can view it, 
too. I believe the Senator from Alaska 
has a copy. 

Mr. STEVENS. Will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. NUNN. I am glad to yield. 
Mr. STEVENS. I want to say to my 

friend from Georgia that the Senator 
from Georgia is correct concerning the 
one statement which was from 
Felgenhauer. It was pointed out in the 
note that there were three senior gen
erals and the deputy chairman of the 

Russian State Committee on Defense 
who were there at the time that 
Felgenhauer made his specific com
ment concerning a new multiwarhead, 
silo-based ICBM under development. 

It was General Batenin, a Russian 
major general, who made the state
ment that there was a new ICBM, that: 

It is not necessary to replace the SS-25 as 
yet. We plan to continue producing about ten 
per month, he said, but may have to reduce 
that. The missile that we call universal is 
not a new missile but only an upgrade. We 
are changing some characteristics of the SS-
25--i ts ballistic trajectory and angle of 
flight . It will be given a low-flying capabil
ity. It will have a maneuverable warhead. 
More throw weight. 

Now, that is the confirmation of the 
military that there is an upgrade of 
SS-25 being made. We are talking 
about the development of a MIRV'd 
weapon, in my mind, and I mention 
that to make sure we are not talking 
about the single warhead, which I am 
sure the Senator from Georgia and this 
Sena tor both support the concept of a 
builddown. 

But what bothers me is the feeling 
throughout the conference that I have 
ref erred to with the summaries I put in 
the RECORD that you have seen. I say 
to the Senator from Georgia that indi
cates that there is constant moderniza
tion going on in the strategic missile 
force of the Soviet Union. And while 
the START agreements do not prohibit 
the development and production of a 
new weapon of that type, I believe that 
our assistance to them is based upon 
their compliance with the spirit of 
ST ART, which is a builddown, not a 
buildup, as far as the maneuverability, 
the capability of their missile system. 

I would call the attention of the Sen
ator to the comment that was made 
concerning the allocation of resources, 
for instance, in terms of the Russian 
system with regard to the level of sup
port that that system is receiving now, 
which is greater than the Soviets pro
vided, the missile system that they 
now have, a higher level of support. 

And I am looking for that one quote, 
if you will give me just a moment. 

Mr. NUNN. Will the Senator allow 
me just to read into the RECORD this 
letter from the CIA, and I will come 
right back and yield to him again. 

Mr. STEVENS. Yes, I will. I have not 
found it yet. I will be back with my 
quote. 

Mr. NUNN. Mr. President, this letter 
from the CIA goes directly to the ques
tion of MIRV'd missiles, with the mul
tiple warheads being put on the SS-25, 
as alleged by a journalist at this semi
nar, not the general. The general, as 
the Senator from Alaska just men
tioned, has stated they were upgrading 
the SS-25. 

But I have to say, Mr. President, that 
would be the best deal we ever got if 
they upgrade the SS-25 to keep it a sin
gle warhead and get rid of the MIRV'd 
missiles. I do not think we are asking 

the Russians to give up all their mis
siles. We are saying we want you to get 
rid of the multiple-warhead missiles. 
And if we say to them, in addition to 
that, they are not going to be per
mitted by the Congress to have an SS-
25 upgrade, that is still a single-war
head missile, then I am afraid their re
sponse will be, OK, if you do not want 
us to have a single-warhead missile, we 
will go back to the MIRV's; we will not 
get rid of them. Yet that has been our 
goal for the last 10 or 15 years. 

I would prefer the Russians not build 
any more missiles, but I do not believe 
we can use Nunn-Lugar money to le
verage something that has not been 
achievable in arms control. 

This letter goes directly to the 
MIRV'd missiles. It is dated October 18, 
1993. This was a reply to my inquiry of 
the CIA. It says: 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: In response to your 
questions concerning the allegations by a 
Russian journalist that Russia is developing 
a new multi-warhead silo-based ICBM, our 
information indicates that the Russians are 
in the process of developing a modified ver
sion of the single-RV, road mobile SS-25 
class ICBM that will be deployed in both a 
silo-based and a mobile-version. The Rus
sians have provided the United States with 
information on both the miS6ile and draw
ings of the silo modifications. Prior to 
START, the Russians may have been devel
oping a MIRVed version of the missile. All 
our recent information points to the fact 
that both the silo-based and mobile versions 
of this modified S-25 class missile will be 
armed with a single RV. 

This letter is signed by Stanley M. 
Moskowitz, who is the CIA's Director 
of Congressional Affairs. 

Mr. President, this does not mean 
that we should not continue to follow 
these matters with great interest and 
with concern and make sure that all of 
our monitoring is such that we know if 
there are efforts to put on MIRV'd war
heads, because, as the Senator from 
Alaska said, this would violate the 
spirit of the START II agreement, even 
though that agreement has not yet en
tered into force. 

But I do think we have to be very 
careful about having amendments that 
seem to assert something is going on in 
this regard when really all the inf or
ma tion we have in our Government is 
that that is not the case. 

I hope we can work with the Senator 
from Alaska in, perhaps, modifying his 
amendment to some extent so it would 
reflect this legitimate concern about 
the SS-25 and the modernization over
all and get some kind of report from 
the President on this subject. I do not 
believe we ought to agree to the 
amendment as it is now constructed, 
but I would be pleased to work with the 
Senator from Alaska and the Senator 
from Indiana to that end. 

I also would like to reaffirm some
thing the Sena tor from Indiana said. 
The Nunn-Lugar legislation, at the 
very beginning to the present, requires 
an annual certification by the Presi
dent that each recipient-and this 
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would include Russia-is not moderniz
ing strategic weapons beyond legiti
mate defensive requirements and is ad
hering to its arms control commit
men ts. 

While the Senator from Alaska is 
correct that the START II agreement 
has not yet entered into force, I would 
think any President would certainly 
note with alarm any development in 
Russia that would, basically, con
travene the basic element of START II, 
even though it has not been ratified. 
And that would certainly include if any 
information came to our intelligence 
community or otherwise came to the 
attention of the President that there 
was a MIRV'ing effort underway on the 
SS-25. I think that would certainly 
contradict the spirit of START II and I 
would think it would preclude the 
President, if he came to that conclu
sion, from certifying to us that they 
are only developing things that meet 
their legitimate defensive require
ments and are adhering to their arms
con trol commitments. 

I might also say that this question of 
the Russians continuing to spend 
money on their defense needs as they 
view them is of concern to all of us. It 
is a concern to all of us who want Rus
sia to succeed in converting to a mar
ket economy and a democracy and par
ticipating in the family of nations. 
This pertains not simply to Nunn
Lugar money, it pertains to all eco
nomic aid. 

The problem, as we all know, is the 
Russians are addicted to military pro
duction. They have cut back dramati
cally. They have cut back about 75 per
cent of all their military production. 
But they are continuing to emphasize 
some of their nuclear developments, 
without any doubt. That is about all 
that they have left, in terms of being a 
superpower. It also is a source of em
ployment in Russia, given the bad 
shape of the Russian economy. 

I think we ought to emphasize for the 
record here that the Nunn-Lugar 
money has certain restrictions beyond 
what I have already related. 

No. 1, this legislation, which was 
sponsored by Senator LUGAR, Senator 
WARNER, Senator DOMENIC!, myself, 
Senator BOREN and others in 1991, had 
in mind the kind of concern expressed 
by the senior Senator from Alaska. We 
required that a recipient of the Nunn
Lugar assistance must facilitate U.S. 
monitoring of all Nunn-Lugar-funded 
programs. We required a recipient must 
not use fissile material and other weap
ons components from dismantled weap
ons in new weapons. We also required 
that to the extent feasible, Nunn-Lugar 
funding should go to U.S. firms and 
U.S. technology. 

That •. in fact, has happened to date. 
Nunn-Lugar funding has been used pri
marily to provide Russia with Kevlar 
blankets manufactured in the United 
States, with fissile-material-monitor-
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ing technology produced in the United 
States, with high-technology contain
ers for fissile material produced in the 
United States, with specialized equip
ment for destroying mis;sile launchers 
that is produced in the United States. 

These are priorities that make sense 
from Russia's point of view and from 
our point of view. If the Russians en
gage in a large military buildup at any 
time in the future, we certainly would 
have to reexamine the basic premise, 
not only of this program but also of the 
entire economic assistance program. 

However, to date, there is really no 
indication that this has happened, al
though there is indication they are 
continuing to give high priority to 
their nuclear program and particularly 
giving high priority to those programs 
that are going to replace the MIRV'd 
missiles that they are getting rid of or 
plan to get rid of under the ST ART II 
agreement. 

I want to emphasize again, Mr. Presi
dent, that for a long time this country 
had the goal of getting the Russians to 
give up their multiple warhead missiles 
and to go to a single warhead missile 
for a lot of reasons, but mainly because 
those multiple warhead missiles are 
much more of an offensive threat. They 
particularly lend themselves to a sur
prise attack. And they make our own 
retaliatory capability much more vul
nerable. 

The theory has always been and still 
is that a single warhead missile, when 
targeted against other single warhead 
missiles in this country, would not pro
vide the country firing first with a sig
nificant advantage. However, MIRV'd 
missiles are much more dangerous of
fensively and also much more tempting 
targets for preemptive attack because 
they have tremendous offensive power. 

I hope the Senator from Indiana and 
I would be able to discuss this with the 
Senator from Alaska and determine if 
we can express his legitimate concern 
in an amendment that is somewhat 
modified from the present pending 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair recognizes the Senator from 
Alaska. 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, I obvi
ously would be pleased to work with 
the Senator from Indiana and the Sen
ator from Georgia. I want to point out, 
though, in the CIA letter, as I under
stand it, they have expressed the situa
tion as I understand it, that prior to 
START the Russians may have been 
developing a MIRV'd version of the 
missile. That was the statement. 

I understand the authorization legis
lation is, as the Senators from Georgia 
and Indiana have both indicated, de
signed to try to make certain that 
what I believe is happening should not 
happen; that is that the Russians are 
modernizing their strategic force while 
we are decreasing our spending on our 
strategic force. At the meeting I at-

tended, that I previously discussed, 
when the subject came up I was very 
surprised. I found at least two of the 
gentlemen there had spent several 
months this past year in Russia and 
came away with a feeling that every
body knows that Russia is building a 
new MIRV'd ICBM. 

It is a fact that the last information 
we have about the Russian strategic 
nuclear force is that in 1989-those are 
the last figures I have, the authoriza
tion committee may have later fig
ures-during the Gorbachev regime, at 
the height of the Gorbachev regime, 
there was a deployment of 100 new 
ICBM's. 

They had a robust development pe
riod going on. We added no ICBM's dur
ing that period and we added no new 
bombers. They had several new bomb
ers and 100 new ICBM's. In the period of 
just last winter it was reported the 
Russians are now testing four new 
ICBM's. 

I would only reiterate what I have 
said, and I think the Senator from 
Georgia said it: If in fact the CIA has 
the capability of producing the infor
mation, the President could very easily 
certify, if it is so, that they are not. 
However, the group that I was with, all 
of whom are very distinguished stu
dents of the Soviet and Russian sys
tem, indicated a strong belief that 
there was in fact a modernization 
going on over there in their strategic 
force that we did not know about. 

My objective here is twofold. One is 
to raise the issue and get the Senate, 
particularly our arms control group, to 
think about what is happening if, as a 
result of our making this money avail
able to Russia to meet some of their 
costs of complying with the START 
agreements, Russia is able to free up 
money to increase the status of their 
strategic force, while we have to cut 
the moneys-and this bill does cut the 
money for our strategic force. Then I 
think we are shooting ourself in the 
foot. 

Again, I point out-this is what I was 
looking for-again, it was a reporter 
and editor of Today, "Segodnya," a 
Russian publication. He is their No. 1 
defense writer, acknowledged by the 
CIA and others as being their No. 1 de
fense writer. 

He says the strategic rocket force 
has preferential treatment. Eighty per
cent of their ranks are filled. Their 
combat readiness is the highest of the 
Russian military. And he is the one 
who reported that there is a new, mul
tiple warhead silo-based ICBM under 
development. 

That violates the existing law. That 
violates Nunn-Lugar, I believe. 

I ask my friends from Georgia and In
diana, if what the editor of the Russian 
Today magazine says, that the Rus
sians are in fact developing a new mul
tiple warhead silo-based ICBM, that 
violates the Nunn-Lugar provisions 
now? Does it not? 
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Mr. NUNN. I believe it does in two 

different ways. One is, when you sign 
an arms control agreement, even 
though it has not been ratified, it car
ries with it certain international obli
gations to comply. So it is beyond sim
ply the spirit. There are international 
obligations that flow. 

Also, under the Nunn-Lugar legisla
tion, I will say to my friend from Alas
ka, I do not remember the exact 
words-I quoted them a moment ago
where the President has to say not 
only are they complying with arms 
control agreements, but they are not 
spending their money on things that go 
far beyond for what they need for de
fensive purposes. 

I think under either one of those he 
would have to alert us to this. I would 
think the President himself and the ad
ministration would be very alarmed if 
this allegation proves to be accurate. 

Mr. STEVENS. I join the Senator. 
My purpose is to raise that alarm, to 
see if these people who reported to us 
are correct. The problem is, as I under
stand the Nunn-Lugar legislation, 
there is no triggering device in there. 
There is nothing that says cut off this 
money if you find A, B, C, D or E. 

If the Senator wants to turn this 
around and, instead of dealing with a 
negative, say that if the President 
finds that the CIA should make a re
port and based on that report the 
President finds any of these conditions 
exist, then the moneys cannot be 
spent, I am willing to go that way. I do 
not want to put the President in a posi
tion of certifying a negative. Obvi
ously, the CIA cannot prove a negative. 
But the CIA can have a report to show 
the President whether or not the condi
tions that the Nunn-Lugar legislation 
presumed, and I think the spirit of the 
START agreements presumed, and I 
think the Senate believes are no longer 
prevailing, then I do not think we 
should give them the money. 

It does seem to me someone ought to 
raise the question and get it to the 
level of some sort of review that says: 
What are they doing in terms of this 
money? 

This one report about the extension 
of a line of credit for 3.5 trillion rubles 
to the military. I am told that was 
some $35 billion at the time that line of 
credit was opened. That is a substan
tial amount of money to flow to the 
military at the time when the three of 
us were in Russia and we had reports of 
starving, of real unemployment, of 
lines being formed and seeking assist
ance. 

I do not think we ought to drive their 
economy, but we certainly ought not 
to allow our moneys to be used to pay 
for bills in a manner that frees up more 
money to go into modernization at a 
time we have to cut our modernization 
in order to provide that money. 

Mr. LUGAR. If the Senator will yield 
for a moment, the Senator makes a 

constructive suggestion in terms of the 
President alerting us. It appears to me 
that under the Nunn-Lugar legislation, 
every year there has to be a certifi
cation. So there is a triggering, in es
sence, of an annual examination. Be
yond that, the Senator makes a good 
point. If the President of the United 
States finds they are producing 
MIRV's, SS-25 MIRV's, then that ought 
to trigger instantly the prohibitions of 
the Nunn-Lugar amendment. 

Mr. STEVENS. I will be happy to 
work with the two Senators on that 
basis. My feeling is this: This group of 
distinguished people came to us. And I 
see the distinguished minority leader is 
on the floor now, Senator Dole. We lis
tened, and I might say, with some 
great surprise at their conclusions 
based upon their personal examination. 
I asked at that time, and Senator Dole 
subsequently received a further series 
of quotes and backup information that 
led them to their conclusions. 

If the Senator wishes to have our 
staffs work up an amendment which is 
positive rather than certifying a nega
tive, I am entirely in accord with that. 
I just think somehow someone ought to 
be telling the CIA and the Department 
of Defense: "You ought to listen to 
some people." If these people have been 
over there 6 months and come back and 
tell us the Russians are producing a 
MIRV'd ICBM, someone ought to be lis
tening to them. 

That is my purpose here is to see t'o 
it and, by the way, I have with me 
three of the publications that come 
from this group that we listened to. It 
is the Global Affairs publication. I 
found the one, in particular, that dealt 
with the printing of the report of the 
International Security Council con
ference, from which I have quoted, to 
be very, very illuminating as far as the 
attitude of some of these people con
cerned about the extent of the mod
ernization of the Soviet rocket force. 

Mr. LUGAR. I will just indicate for 
the distinguished Senator, Senator 
Nunn and I will be happy through our 
staffs to work with the distinguished 
Senator's staff. I think we can fashion 
something that brings this alert and 
achieves the Senator's purpose. 

Mr. NUNN. I share that, and I will be 
glad to work with the Senator. 

Mr. STEVENS. I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
BOXER). The clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. STEVENS. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Mr. STEVENS. Madam President, I 
ask that the pending amendments, that 
is, the committee amendment and then 
the two other amendments, be set aside 
for the purpose of Senator BROWN pre-

senting four amendments. I believe 
that some of them may be capable of 
being accepted without a vote, and un
less there is objection from the man
ager of the bill, Senator BROWN would 
like to present his four all in one se
quence. There is no objection to that as 
far as I am concerned. 

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

The Senator from Colorado. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1053 

(Purpose: To express the sense of Congress 
that Somalia should be treated as a com
bat zone for purposes of section 112 of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986) 

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I rise 
to offer an amendment. I send the 
amendment to the desk and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Colorado [Mr. BROWN] 

proposes an amendment numbered 1053. 
Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent that reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

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

The amendment is as follows: 
At the appropriate place in the bill, add 

the following new section-
" SEc. . (a) It is the sense of the Congress 

that, for purposes of section 112 of the Inter
nal Revenue Code of 1986, the President 
should declare that service in Somalia dur
ing the period described in subsection (b) 
should be treated as service in a combat 
zone. 

(b) The period referred to in subsection (a) 
is the period beginning on December 10, 1992, 
and ending on the date on which withdrawal 
from Somalia of all forces of the Armed 
Forces of the United States in Somalia has 
been completed, as declared in a proclama
tion issued by the President. 

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, the 
amendment is a sense of the Senate. It 
is not an attempt to change statutes. 
But the concern lies with the designa
tion of Somalia as a combat zone. 

As I think Senators are well aware, 
there is a provision in our Tax Code 
that offers special tax treatment for 
those military personnel who serve in a 
combat zone, specifically section 112 of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986. This 
provides assistance primarily for en
listed personnel, although it does apply 
in some areas to commissioned offi
cers. And it provides some tax relief for 
those who serve in that area. 

Currently, we have 30 who have died 
in Somalia with 170 wounded. While 
those numbers are not huge in terms of 
our conflicts, they are significant in 
terms of proportion of personnel that 
have been deployed there. At the 
height of deployment, over 26,000 
Americans were overseas in that com
bat zone. By November 7, the Pentagon 
now estimates that 20,715 Americans 
will be on their way to or in Somalia. 
We have had one POW, who, thank
fully, has been returned. 
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Madam President, I offer this amend

ment because I think the combat zone 
application in my mind does apply to 
this area. It is a way not only of pro
viding assistance that exists in our tax 
law for those who have served our 
country so nobly but also recognizes 
those people. The tax-exempt status 
applies to the first $500 of gross in
come, so it is not major. But psycho
logically, I think it is very important 
to recognize the men and women who 
served our country in this troubled 
part of the world. 

This, as I have said, is a sense of the 
Senate. It is not an attempt to legis
late. It does leave the decision in the 
executive, but I think the Senate by 
going on record lays a foundation for 
the executive to recognize these young 
men and women who serve us so well. 

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, I am 
pleased to speak in behalf of Senator 
STEVENS and myself, and we are pre
pared to accept this sense-of-the-Sen
ate amendment. We think it is quite 
overdue. 

If the Senator from Colorado will 
yield, is it not true that we provided 
the same treatment, IRS treatment, to 
those men and women who served in 
Desert Storm? 

Mr. BROWN. I believe that is correct. 
It did apply to those who served in 
Desert Storm, and as the Senator 
knows, some have served in Somalia a 
greater period of time than those in 
Desert Storm. 

Mr. INOUYE. If those men and 
women in Desert Storm had this treat
ment, then the men and women in So
malia should get the same thing. 

So we have no further discussion, 
Madam President. We are ready to ac
cept the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 

Without objection, the amendment is 
agreed to . 

So the amendment (No. 1053) was 
agreed to. 

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, I 
move to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. BROWN. I move to lay that mo
tion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1054 

(Purpose: To require the Secretary of De
fense to submit to Congress an annual re
port on the cost to the United States of 
transporting supplies for ' the Army, Navy, 
Air Force, or Marine Corps by sea on ves
sels of the United States or belonging to 
the United States pursuant to section 2631 
of title 10, United States Code) 
Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I rise 

to send an amendment to the desk and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Colorado [Mr. BROWN] 

proposes an amendment numbered 1054. 

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

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

The amendment is as follows: 
On page 157, between lines 9 and 10, insert 

the following: 
SEC. 8142. The Secretary of Defense shall 

submit to Congress an annual report con
taining information on the cost of the Unit
ed States of transporting supplies for the 
Army, Navy, Air Force, or Marine Corps by 
sea on vessels of the United States or belong
ing to the United States pursuant to section 
2631 of title 10, United States Code, including 
the amount of the cost savings that could 
have been realized if such supplies had been 
transported at competitive international 
shipping rates available from non-cargo-pref
erence vessels. The annual report shall cover 
a cargo preference year which shall be a 12-
month period defined by the Secretary. 

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, the 
subject of cargo preference is one that 
this Chamber has debated on a number 
of occasions. I think the Chamber has 
made its feelings clear on it. 

While I would prefer not to have 
cargo preference, it is clear that the 
majority of Members do wish some sort 
of cargo preference. I know that the ad
ministration is at this point studying 
alternative ways to effect assistance to 
our merchant marine and ensure that 
we have adequate sea transportation in 
times of crisis, which has been the 
basic reason for cargo preference. 

We found in researching the issue 
tha:t the Defense Department simply 
was unable to come up with the cost of 
cargo preference. They did not keep ac
counts in a way that allowed them to 
identify the cost that was involved in 
this particular program. As strange as 
it sounds, we literally have a program 
that has a significant impact on the 
taxpayers where the books simply do 
not reveal how much is involved in it. 
Whether you like cargo preference or 
have concerns about it, as I do, it 
seems to me it is in our interests to 
know what is involved here. 

It appears that it is a multimillion 
dollar program each year of enormous 
significance. My belief is that the ad
ministration will find alternatives to 
cargo preference, or at least modifica
tions that will allow them to improve 
the effectiveness of the program. 

As all Members are aware, cargo pref
erence, while it has been in existence, 
has seen a rapid drop in the number of 
American-flag vessels, thus the stated 
purpose of cargo preference has not 
been achieved, that is, of preserving a 
viable merchant marine for times of 
emergency. All that is a way of saying 
whether you like cargo preference or 
do not like it, there may well be effi
cient, effective ways to improve the 
program and modern size it. 

Yet the foundation of that, the basis 
of that, is knowing how much the pro
gram costs. This amendment is quite 
straightforward. It simply requires the 
Secretary of Defense to submit an an-

nual report on the cost. It will give us 
the information that I think is needed 
to modify or improve the program. It is 
simply calling for a report on the cost 
of this program on an annual basis. 

Mr. INOUYE addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen

ator from Hawaii. 
Mr. INOUYE. Madam President: the 

managers of the bill would appreciate 
it if we could have some time to pre
pare a modification of this measure if 
that is OK with the Senator. May we 
set this aside temporarily? 

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that this amend
ment be set aside. 

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

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I sug
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

AMENDMENT NO. 1055 

(Purpose: To express the sense of the Senate 
concerning hearings on the commitment of 
U.S. troops in Somalia) 
Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I 

send an amendment to the desk and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. BROWN] 
proposes an amendment numbered 1055. 

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that reading of the 
amendment be dispensed with. 

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

The amendment is as follows: 
At the appropriate place in the bill, add 

the following new section-
"SEC. . CONGRESSIONAL HEARINGS ON THE 

COMMITMENT OF UNITED STATES 
TROOPS IN SOMALIA AND HAITI. 

(a) FINDINGS.-
(1) Public bearings are essential in ensur

ing broad-based understanding of and sup
port for United States policies; 

(2) Since United States troops were com
mitted in Somalia, the original humani
tarian mission has been significantly ex
panded to include nation-building, as evi
denced in United Nations Security Council 
Resolution 814; 

(3) Since the commitment of United States 
troops in Somalia, the Senate of the United 
States has received only update briefings or 
has held closed hearings on United States ac
tions there and has held only one public 
hearing; 

(4) To date, thirty United States troops 
have lost their lives since United States 
troops were committed in Somalia; 

(5) Since the most recent disaster where 18 
Americans lost their lives, 76 were wounded 
and 1 was captured, the President has an
nounced his intention to commit several 
thousand additional United States troops; 
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(6) Six American warships sit off the coast 

of Haiti and six hundred Americans wait to 
be deployed as part of a United Nations 
peacekeeping force. 

(b) SENSE OF SENATE.-It is the Sense of 
the Senate that--

(1) the appropriate committees of the Sen
ate should hold public hearings at the earli
est practical date with the Secretaries of 
State and Defense as witnesses on the com
mitment of United States troops in Somalia 
and Haiti as members of the United Nations 
peacekeeping force; and 

(2) the appropriate committees should 
promptly hold investigative, public hearings 
on the October 3, 1993, incident in 
Mogadishu, Somalia in which 17 American 
soldiers were killed and at least 76 were 
wounded as part of the United Nations peace
keeping operation. 

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, the 
amendment is a sense of the Senate 
that hearings should be held on Soma
lia. There are two provisions in the re
solve clause; one that asks for hear
ings, and a second provision that spe
cifically urges an inquiry into the 
events of October 3 where 17 Americans 
lost their lives. 

This amendment is offered out of my 
concern that we have not had the prop
er inquiry from the Senate's point of 
view into the events in Somalia. This 
is a concern that existed for 9 to 10 
months, starting with the Bush admin
istration. 

Early, when President Bush asked for 
or announced his plans to send troops 
to Somalia, I asked for hearings in the 
Foreign Relations Committee. One 
such request was turned down, but an
other was honored. Hearings were 
scheduled. And the Bush administra
tion, the day before the hearings were 
scheduled, sent up a request that they 
be canceled, that they were not avail
able. Thus, we went ahead with this 
major deployment without hearings, 
and most important, I think, without 
getting a clear handle on what it was 
the U.S. plan would be and what we 
would be doing there. 

Unfortunately, this has proceeded on. 
We have had very great difficulty in 
having the Secretary of State come to 
the Foreign Relations Committee. It is 
my understanding that the Armed 
Services Committee has not yet had an 
open hearing on this subject. This 
amendment before us would not man
date their appearance, would not force 
the committees to have hearings. But 
it would at least have us on record 
with a sense of the Senate that those 
hearings ought to be done. 

I see them as fulfilling our primarily 
constitutional requirement in this 
area. That is to make sure we know 
and understand what the plans are and, · 
most importantly, I hope, help us en
sure that we will not go ahead with de
ployment of U.S. troops in combat 
areas without a clear, discernible mis
sion. 

Madam President, I ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the RECORD 
letters pertaining to this matter. 

There being no objection, the letters 
were ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

U.S. SENATE, 
Washington, DC, December 1, 1992. 

Hon. CLAIBORNE PELL, 
Chairman, Senate Foreign Relations Commi ttee, 

Washington , DC. 
Hon. JESSE HELMS, 
Ranking Member , Senate Foreign Relations 

Committee , Washington, DC. 
DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN AND SENATOR HELMS: 

The situation in Somalia is tragic. The coun
try is filled with thousands of armed bandits 
and dozens of Somali warlords. There is no 
civil authority and no government. Many 
have described it as a country in utter chaos. 
The result is extreme suffering by the So
mali people. 

The great tragedy unfolding in Somalia is 
one that the American people strongly 
empathize with. The U.S. must continue its 
humanitarian efforts there. However, it 
would be a mistake to send U.S. combat 
forces to Somalia without a clearly defined 
military mission or without the strong sup
port of the American people. Any decision to 
commit America's brave servicemen and 
women must have the full and complete 
backing of our nation. 

In other conflicts in our country's modern 
history, our troops were committed without 
the full support of the American people. I am 
convinced that one of the reasons for the 
great success of Operation Desert Storm was 
the large volume of national support. 

Consequently , it is imperative that our 
Committee convene hearings at the earliest 
opportunity to understand current plans for 
U.S. forces in Somalia and to explore other 
possible alternatives. Congress must not ab
rogate its responsibility to be intimately in
volved in the commitment of American 
troops to conflict situations. 

Please feel free to contact me if I can be 
any assistance in ensuring our Committee 's 
earliest action . 

Sincerely, 
HANK BROWN, 

U.S. Senator. 

U.S. SENATE, 
Washington , DC, February 25, 1993. 

Hon. CLAIBORNE PELL, 
Chairman, Senate Foreign Relations Committee, 

Washington, DC. 
Hon. JESSE HELMS, 
Ranking Member, Senate Foreign Relations 

Committee, Washington, DC. 
DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN AND SENATOR HELMS: 

The great tragedy in Somalia is one with 
which the American people strongly 
empathize. Our humanitarian efforts have 
greatly helped these starving men, women 
and children. Yet, our troops still remain in 
Somalia without the benefit of a clear Amer
ican policy propounded by the Administra
tion or a Congress that has carefully re
viewed that policy. 

The recent reports of riots in Somalia di
rected against the American troops there un
derscore the need for the active support of 
the American people for our military men 
and women who are in Somalia. In addition, 
their willingness to sacrifice their lives de
mands that we provide a set of clear goals 
that outline when our troops have accom
plished their mission. 

It is us, the Nation's legislators together 
with the country's policymakers, who must 
take the lead in defining our mission in So
malia. To date, our Committee has held no 
hearings nor marked up any legislation on 
this vital issue. 

With events there deteriorating, it is im
perative that our Committee convene hear
ings at the earliest opportunity. The goal of 
these hearings must be a clear exposition of 
current plans for U.S. forces in Somalia. As 
mentioned in my December 1, 1992 request 
for hearings on this same subject, we in Con
gress must not abrogate our responsibility to 
be intimately involved in the commitment of 
American troops. 

Please feel free to contact me if I can be of 
any assistance in ensuring our Committee's 
earliest action. 

Sincerely, 
HANK BROWN, 

U.S. Senator. 

U.S. SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS, 

Washington , DC, March 9, 1993. 
Hon. HANK BROWN, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR HANK: Thank you for your letter con
cerning the situation in Somalia. 

The Senate, as you know, has acted on a 
resolution authorizing the U.S. military 
presence in Somalia, and it is my under
standing that the goal is to turn over on
going responsibilities to a U.N. force by May 
1. Unless something goes awry between now 
and May 1, I am satisfied that the U.S. role 
has been satisfactorily defined and limited. 

I am, however, concerned that the Somalia 
operation may serve as a precedent for other 
interventions. Consequently, I am giving 
thought to holding a hearing on Somalia as 
a case study for intervention in disintegrat
ing nation states. I would welcome any 
thoughts you may have on that subject. 

With every good wish. 
Sincerely, 

CLAIBORNE PELL, 
Chairman. 

U.S. SENATE, 
Washington, DC, October 6, 1993. 

Hon. CLAIBORNE PELL, 
Chairman, Senate Foreign Relations Committee, 
Washington , DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: More than nine 
months ago, I wrote asking that our commit
tee hold extensive hearings before U.S. com
bat troops were committed to Somalia. In
stead, we were provided numerous closed
door briefings. 

A few months later, I again wrote asking 
that we hold extensive hearings. Nonethe
less, not until July, 1993 did our committee 
hold a public hearing on the commitment of 
U.S. troops to Somalia. Only an Undersecre
tary of State and the Director of Operations 
for the Joint Staff testified. Neither the Sec
retary of Defense nor the Secretary of State 
has appeared before the Senate to specifi
cally discuss the commitment of American 
troops in Somalia. 

Today , some of America's finest young 
men and women are risking their lives for 
our Nation in Somalia. Without a full , public 
vetting of the many complex issues con
cerned with the commitment of U.S. troops 
and without clear authorization by the Con
gress, the early euphoria for a humanitarian 
commitment in Somalia has evaporated. 

We owe these young men and women and 
their families a full , public debate of our 
commitment in Somalia. Such a debate 
rightly should begin in our Committee with 
a hearing attended by the Secretaries of 
State and Defense. 

Please let me know what I can do to assist 
in scheduling extensive hearings on Somalia 
at the earliest opportunity. 

Sincerely, 
HANK BROWN, 

U.S. Senator. 
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Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I 

yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen

ator from Hawaii. 
Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, the 

managers have studied the amendment 
and we find no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 

The amendment (No. 1055) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, I 
move to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. BROWN. I move to lay that mo
tion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to . 

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, the 
debate in the Senate today on the fis
cal year 1994 Defense appropriations 
bill takes place at a time of crisis in 
many areas of the world. 

The debate in the Senate today is not 
about just another defense bill. Theim
portance of this bill increases in the 
context of post-cold war global insta
bility, as seen in Somalia, the Balkans, 
and Haiti, and the potential threat of 
proliferation of weapons of mass de
struction. The decisions the Congress 
makes today will determine the ability 
of this Nation in the future to play an 
effective role in world affairs and to 
protect our own security and that of 
our friends and allies. 

Of particular importance, then, are 
the decisions of this body as we at
tempt to reconcile our local and spe
cial interests with our legitimate na
tional security n6 :ds-all within the 
limited dollars of a declining defense 
budget. We have entered a time when 
every special request, every special in
terest item, every bit of pork, can only 
come at the expense of direct national 
security requirements of the United 
States. 

Even in this time of uncertainty, we 
continue to cut the defense budget and 
the military forces of this Nation. Real 
defense spending has been cut steadily 
every year since fiscal year 1985. Ac
cording to a recent estimate by the 
Congressional Research Service, we 
have cut defense spending, in constant 
1994 dollars, from $388 billion, in fiscal 
year 1985 to $278 billion in fiscal year 
1993. We plan to cut the defense budget 
to $263 billion this year. 

During last year's Presidential cam
paign, then-candidate Clinton pledged 
to cut the defense budget by $60 billion 
over 5 years. Now, the defense plan sub-

mitted to Congress earlier this year 
projects cuts which are nearly double 
that amount. The Clinton administra
tion plans to cut spending to $234.1 bil
lion by fiscal 1998. This is a total cut in 
real defense spending of roughly 43 per
cent-in only slightly more than a dec
ade. 

Because of these huge funding cuts, 
we are forcing hundreds of thousands of 
men and women out of the military. 
Our defense industrial base is being cut 
to the bone. We are accepting com
promise after compromise in our mili
tary capabilities. The United States 
has eliminated all programs to mod
ernize our strategic deterrent forces, 
even though a great degree of uncer
tainty exists as to the status of such 
programs in the former Soviet Union. 
We are cutting readiness, and some as
pects of our forces are rapidly becom
ing hollow. We have already taken our 
peace dividend. There are no spoils left 
for the Congress to divide. 

The new strategy and force posture 
just announced by the Clinton adminis
tration represents the first try in an 
attempt to deal with some of these 
problems. 

Yet there is a very serious problem in 
the Bottom-Up Review-namely, dol
lars. Even if the Congress never spent 
one dime of the defense budget on pork 
and special interests, we could not af
ford to pay for the force posture called 
for in the Bottom-Up Review with the 
funds that the Clinton administration 
has allocated in its future years de
fense plan [FYDP]. 

Secretary Aspin himself has already 
admitted that his program is under
funded by $13 billion in the Clinton fu
ture years defense plan. But this short
fall increases to $38 billion as soon as 
we consider the fact that the Congress 
has already reversed President Clin
ton's pay freeze and money will have to 
be found to pay for the congressionally 
mandated pay raise. The shortfall 
grows to $78 billion when we add in the 
cost of unrealistic savings assumed 
from procurement and management re
form. 

This funding shortfall, however, is 
only the tip of the iceberg. 

I have a very strong suspicion that, if 
the experts in the Office of Manage
ment and Budget or in the DOD Comp
troller's Office were free to speak, they 
would agree that the force structure in 
the Bottom-Up Review, if properly 
costed, would require at least $100 bil
lion more outlays over the future years 
defense plan than are currently pro
grammed. I urge President Clinton to 
seek the advice of these experts in his 
administration and plan ahead to set 
aside sufficient funding to ensure our 
Nation's security. 

Yet, consider the appropriations bill 
we are now debating. Money that is vi
tally needed for defense programs goes 
to special interests, foreign aid, and 
programs that have nothing to do with 

defense at all. This is not a new prob
lem. Nor is it solely the fault of the 
Congress; the President's budget re
quested funding for foreign aid and 
peacekeeping programs in the defense 
budget. And I should also note that 
this is not a problem exclusive to the 
defense budget. Madam President, I 
trust that my colleagues have seen an 
article carried in the Washington Post 
on Sunday, October 10, 1993, which 
criticized the practice of congressional 
earmarks of Federal tax dollars for spe
cial interest projects. The article pro
vides additional background for the 
points I am making today. I ask unani
mous consent that the article be print
ed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Washington Post, Oct. 10, 1993) 
FUNDS FROM FRIENDS IN HIGH PLACES 

(By Mary Jordan) 
ANCHORAGE.-Near neat rows of colorful 

single-engine planes here is a small beige 
aviation building that is angering scientists, 
federal agencies, even Vice President Gore. 

The Federal Aviation Administration-de
spite begging not to have to spend govern
ment money this way-must pay $6.8 million 
to remodel it. Scientists rant that this shows 
how American scientific research increas
ingly depends not on what you know, but 
which member of Congress you know. Gore 
railed against the expenditure in his report 
on government waste. His recommendation: 
" Terminate it." 

Nonetheless, a taxpayer-funded Airway 
Science Program for University of Alaska 
students will soon be taught inside the build
ing, thanks to the growing practice of "ear
marking" academic grants by a group of 
powerful members of Congress. 

"It's robbery . I don 't know what else to 
call it," said Joe B. Wyatt , chancellor of 
Vanderbilt University and chairman of the 
Association of American Universities. 
" There is a new recognition among scientists 
that this is not free money going to these 
midnight, earmarked projects. . . . It's 
money coming right out of competitive 
science funding." 

Earmarked projects win approval not by a 
public evaluation of their merits but by an 
influential member of Congress adding a sen
tence or two to the fine print of a spending 
bill. Often, only the sponsor knows the fund
ing is in the bill when Congress approve it , 
that is, until it is time for the 
groundbreaking ceremony back home. A 
cabal of House and Senate members on the 
Appropriations committees who have the 
best access to changing the fine print of 
spending bills are responsible for most of the 
money that is spent this way. 

Federal academic grants are intended to 
advance scholarly research, but when they 
are approved through earmarkings, they can 
fund such parochial projects as a new college 
program in Alaska, a food marketing center 
in Pennsylvania and a planetarium for a 
small town in Michigan. 

While Congress long has used earmarkings, 
or " pork politics," to secure highways, 
bridges and other pet projects, earmarking is 
a 1980s and '90s phenomenon when it comes 
to scientific and academic research. One of 
the reasons the United States excels in aca
demic research, scholars say , is because the 
money for it is awarded in a peer review 
process. 
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Under peer review, the agency spending the 

money selects a panel of independent experts 
to evaluate a proposal. The panel looks at 
the proposal's scientific merits and the 
qualifications of those proposing it. 

This never occurs in earmarking. Rather, 
as in this case, Sen. Ted Stevens (R-Alaska) 
simply makes certain that $6.8 million is set 
aside for the Alaska Airway Science program 
in an FAA appropriations bill. That then di
minishes FAA's pool of available money for 
projects that won approval on their merits. 

"It's a good use of money for the nation," 
Stevens said of the $6.8 million to get a new 
Airway Science Program off the ground in 
his state. 

AUDITORS DISAGREE 

But outside auditors conclude it is not. In 
May, the Department of Transportation's in
spector general said the program, already lo
cated at 37 schools, has "not achieved its ob
jective." It was started in 1982, in the wake 
of the air traffic controllers strike, to bring 
well-trained young people to the field. 

The inspector general's office found that 
between 1983 and 1989, the FAA hired more 
than 8,000 people, yet only 41 of them were 
Airway Science graduates. 

That means that the government-which 
has so far spend more than $100 million on 
this program nationally-paid more than $2 
million to train each person it hired, said 
Raymond J . DeCarli, assistant inspector gen
eral for auditing. Gore's report also con
cluded that the government did not need to 
be subsidizing the private aviation industry. 

BROWN FIGHTS BACK 

Ten days ago, Rep. George E. Brown Jr. (D
Calif.), chairman of the Committee on 
Science, Space and Technology, threatened a 
showdown on the House floor unless 25 ear
marked project&-ranging in cost from 
$75,000 to $60 million-were forced to undergo 
peer review. 

"The members of the Committee on Appro
priations, having seen that they can get 
away with $10 million, go for $50 million the 
next year, and $150 million the following 
year," said Brown, who long has warned that 
pork-barrel projects are destroying the fu
ture of American science. 

In a signal that he means to make colleges 
that take the projects uncomfortable, too, 
Brown last month called officials to Wash
ington from two prestigious universities: 
Tufts and Columbia. Both Tufts and Colum
bia pay the lobbying firm Cassidy and Asso
ciates to help them get earmarks, making it 
more difficult to pinpoint which congres
sional member worked behind the scenes for 
the schools. The use of lobbyists, some of 
whom formerly were staff members on Ap
propriation committees, also adds to the 
frustration of those who oppose earmarks. 

Brown estimated that about 170 of the na
tion's more than 4,000 two- and four-year col
leges have received earmarked funds. "What 
do they have in common?" he asked. "They 
all have friends in high places." 

On principle, some schools, including Van
derbilt, Cornell and Harvard, reject projects 
funded by earmarking. Some members of 
Congress do not go near them either. But 
others, such as Sen. Robert C. Byrd (D
W. Va.), chairman of the Appropriations Com
mittee, and Sen. Mark 0. Hatfield (Ore.), the 
committee's ranking Republican, seem to vie 
for who can add more. Byrd recently secured 
$41 million for Wheeling Jesuit College, a 
small school in his home state that has an 
annual operating budget of $14 million. Hat
field has sent so many earmarks over the 
years to Oregon Health Sciences University 

that the current tally is around $100 million 
for that school alone. 

Stevens, the most senior Republican on the 
Appropriations subcommittee that oversees 
defense spending, is not far behind. He, too, 
makes no apologies for helping make his 
state, which has about the same number of 
residents as the District, rank at or near the 
top when it comes to getting academic ear
marks. 

FAA PAYS A PRICE 

Along with the taxpayers, the FAA also 
pays a price. "For every $1 million we sent 
to Airway Science, we have a little bit less of 
every thing we do," said FAA spokesman 
Herb McLure. 

Even though earmarks are widely dis
dained by federal officials, many said in 
interviews that they are reluctant to talk 
about them, because the project's sponsor 
sits on the Appropriations committee and 
has direct control over their budgets. 

Brown's investigation also found that some 
agencies increasingly have been forced to 
spend money on projects far afield from their 
mission. For instance, more than $100 mil
lion has been taken out of the Department of 
Energy's budget to build hospitals. 

One particularly curious earmark in the 
National Aeronautics and Space Administra
tion budget is $8.75 million for Delta College 
to build a planetarium in Bay City, Mich. 

Many people, including NASA officials, 
question the federal use of such a facility. 
Beyond that, they ask why it would be 
placed in a two-year community college that 
does not offer a major in astronomy or even 
in general science. Bay City is the home of 
former representative Bob Traxler (D-Mich.), 
a longstanding member of the House Appro
priations Committee. 

When agencies complain, it seems to make 
no difference. The FAA asked the House and 
Senate Appropriations committees not to 
support any more Airway Science grants in 
fiscal 1993. In response, the committees di
rected $30 million more to the program. 

"It frightens me to think we might con
tinue this trend," Wyatt said of the nonsci
entific process for awarding science grants. 
"It undermines the process that has made 
American science great." He said that nearly 
$600 million of the estimated $760 million 
earmarked for scientific projects last year 
was "stolen" from merit projects. 

McLure and other aviation officials said 
this does not mean that the Airway Science 
Program and other earmarked programs are 
necessarily bad. Many said the University of 
Alaska program, for instance, has a very 
good reputation. 

But that is not the point, according to the 
scientific community, federal agencies, 
Brown and Gore. The big question is why the 
government-especially now, when it is so 
strapped for cash and considering new 
taxe&-is funding them. 

IN DEFENSE OF EARMARKS 

Vern C. Oremus, dean of the University of 
Alaska's college of vocational education, in
sists it does make sense for the government 
to give aviation training a boost. His reason
ing, he said, is that Ford Motor Co. and other 
companies donate new model cars for train
ing automotive students, but airplanes and 
flight simulators are far more expensive and 
harder to come by for aviation students. 

Oremus said he has a good program in dire 
need of cash, and he knows other colleges are 
getting government help. "We identified an 
opportunity and went for it," he said. 
"That's the American way, isn't it?" 

The federal grant will allow the school to 
double in size to 1,000 students and transform 

the small, beige building at the edge of a 
landing strip. In the spring, construction is 
to begin on classrooms and an instructional 
control tower. Flight simulators, radar 
screens and massive maps for the tracking of 
incoming planes will be installed. The state 
is putting up matching money. 

Stevens said earmarking is one of the only 
ways less-established colleges such as the 
University of Alaska have a chance of snar
ing funds against centuries-old places like 
Harvard. 

But other members of Congress say that is 
an unacceptable excuse. What earmarking is 
doing, they say, is turning money meant for 
the national good into a local jobs program. 

In the 1992 defense spending bill, Stevens 
added $25 million for a "supercomputer for 
arctic research" that will mean new jobs for 
Fairbanks. In discussing possible strategic 
and environmental uses of the expensive 
computer, Stevens described it as a wonder
ful new tool that might even "harness the 
power of the aurora borealis." Skeptics call . 
it "Porkpie in the sky." 

Mr. McCAIN. The article is entitled 
"Funds From Friends in High Places, 
Schools' Congressional Earmarks' 
Leave Less for Other Science Efforts." 

I have chosen today to focus my com
ments on the problem as it has consist
ently arisen in the defense budget re
view process. 

Mr. President, in the Congress, we 
have a process. The system gives the 
authorizers the responsibility of re
viewing the overall defense budget and 
determining the priorities and maxi
mum funding levels for the programs 
requested by the President. The appro
priators are charged with the respon
sibility of financing those priori ties 
within the available funding. But the 
system is no longer working as it 
should. The Congress has allowed the 
appropriators to essentially usurp the 
role of the authorizers and add funding 
above authorized levels and even create 
new programs and provide funding for 
them. The system is broken. 

As I have said, this is not a new prob
lem. Consider our recent history. At 
my request, the Congressional Re
search Service looked at the past 4 
years of congressional action on de
fense budgets, comparing the programs 
requested in the President's budget 
with the authorized and appropriated 
levels. What this report shows is that 
in many cases the administration did 
not request funding for a project, nei
ther the House nor Senate Armed Serv
ices Committee approved funding for 
the project, neither the House nor Sen
ate Appropriations Committee acted to 
fund a project-yet remarkably the De
partment of Defense appropriations 
conference report was returned to the 
Congress with funding for the project. 

I will admit that pork is in the eye of 
the beholder and I admit some congres
sional add-ons are less onerous than 
others. These distinctions may be use
ful to some, but my own view is more 
simple and clear cut. Any funding that 
is not authorized and is an add-on 
should be subject to the same scrutiny 
given all other programs in the author
ization review. That is the process that 
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the Congress is supposed to follow. Let 
us look at a couple of the most egre
gious examples included in the Con
gressional Research Service report on 
last year's congressional action on the 
defense budget. 

There were $25 million of defense dol
lars appropriated to purchase C-20 air
craft for the Coast Guard. This non
defense program emerged out of the 
conference meetings on the Depart
ment of Defense appropriations bill. 
Again, I want to emphasize, not au
thorized, not appropriated. It comes 
out of a conference of a few members of 
the Appropriations Committees getting 
together. It was never vetted through 
either House of Congress in any bill 
that was returned for a final vote. 

Here $10 million was set aside for 
natural gas vehicle technology, a civil
ian program with dubious connection 
with defense needs. Again, this 
emerged from the appropriations con
ference with the legislative earmark 
specifying the demonstration sites for 
this new technology were to be estab
lished in California and Hawaii. 

There was $80.7 million added in the 
appropriations conference to procure 
the multiple launch rocket system for 
the Army National Guard. I am sure 
this may be a meritorious defense pro
gram. It was not in the administra
tion~s request or the authorization. It 
was in neither of the appropriations 
bills going into the conference. I ques
tion whether the Guard's requirement 
for the MLRS should be given priority 
over the needs of active Army units. 

There was $5 million set aside for the 
purchase by the Department of Defense 
of 1,502 acres of land owned by the 
Coast Oyster Co. in Washington State. 
Was this decision based on a valid mili
tary requirement for these tidelands? I 
wonder. 

Here $40 million was earmarked and 
the Navy was required to pay for cost 
overruns on two TAGS ships. I might 
add on the two TAGS ships, the issue 
was in court, under litigation between 
the Navy and the contractor, and the 
Congress decided to pay $40 million in 
cost overruns for these two ships with
out letting the process continue. 

These are just a few of, in my view, 
what are the most outrageous exam
ples of dark-of-the-night, wink-and-a
nod deals to set aside scarce defense 
dollars for Members' special interest 
programs. The fact is there is no such 
thing as free pork. Every add-on re
quires an offset from some other pro
gram. Often these tradeoffs are dif
ficult to identify readily but if and 
when American troops are required to 
put their lives on the line in defense of 
this Nation's interests, the dangerous 
effect of pork barrel politics will be
come very obvious. We cannot afford it 
anymore. 

Let me point out another thing, 
Madam President. At the same time we 
can spend $5 million to purchase 1,500 

acres of land from the Coast Oyster Co. 
in Washington State, we tell thousands 
of young men and women who joined 
the military for a career that they 
have to leave the military because we 
cannot afford to keep them. We cannot 
afford to keep people who volunteer for 
the military for a career but we can 
pay these kinds of money, of which this 
is a very small example, for projects 
that are unrequested by the adminis
tration, unauthorized by either com
mittee, unappropriated by either com
mittee, and inserted in the appropria
tions conference. 

Over 4 years, the Congressional Re
search Service calculations show, the 
Congress added $28.7 billion for unau
thorized and often unrequested defense 
programs: $28. 7 billion in 1990, 1991, 
1992, and 1993. In short, as our national 
defense budget dropped steadily during 
those 4 years the Congress spent nearly 
$30 billion on unauthorized activities 
and programs, on pork barrel projects, 
and on other special interests. 

I want to repeat, I am sure that $30 
billion had very much needed and 
worthwhile projects. I can also assure 
the critics of my presentation here 
that for every single program that they 
find was necessary, I can find two that 
were totally unnecessary and cannot be 
justified. 

Again, I am not attacking specific 
projects. I am attacking a system that 
is not working because when these ap
propriations are added in a conference 
from which emerges a report which is 
unamendable, which can only have an 
up-or-down vote from the Members of 
both bodies of Congress, then we do not 
play a role in the decisionmaking proc
ess. All we do is ratify or reject. 

Madam President, I came here with 
some defense experience and I deserve 
to have more of an input in the process 
than what we are getting from this 
process. As part of the same study dis
cussed above, the Congressional Re
search Service compiled a list of legis
lative earmarks in Department of De
fense appropriations bills over the past 
4 years. For example, in fiscal year 1993 
the appropriators included the follow
ing language in the Department of De
fense appropriations bill: 

$7 million shall be made available only for 
the environmental cleanup of the National 
Presto Industries' Eau Claire facility. 

I do not know what the environ
mental cleanup of National Presto In
dustries has to do with national de
fense, and it may have a great deal to 
do with it. But none of us knew about 
it until it appeared in the bill. 

$100,000 shall be made available only to 
connect Lowry Grove Mobile Home Park to 
the St. Anthony, Minnesota Municipal Water 
Supply System. 

Someone will have to explain to me 
what the Lowry Grove Mobile Home 
Park has to do with this Nation's de
fense needs. There are numerous other 
examples. These may, indeed, as I said, 

be very meritorious projects and de
serve Federal funding, but not defense 
dollars. 

When the Congress micromanages to 
this extreme, specifically earmarking 
millions of defense dollars to improve a 
mobile home park in Minnesota, some
thing is terribly wrong. Every time we 
act with this kind of specificity some 
other project that may have been re
quested and authorized-and most im
portant is essential to national secu
rity-goes unfunded. We do not have an 
unlimited number of defense dollars. It 
is wrong, whether the project is in Min
nesota or California or Arizona. De
fense dollars are intended to enhance 
national security, not domestic com
fort. The congressional budget review 
process is designed to prevent this kind 
of abuse. Let us abide by our own proc
ess. 

Whel'l will this cycle end? When will 
this body have the courage and integ
rity to exercise fiscal discipline and 
stop making appropriations for unau
thorized items? 

I have proposed a number of solu
tions to these problems. I support a 
line-item veto to prevent the abusive 
and unwarranted spending of taxpayer 
dollars to support the political careers 
of Members of Congress. I support an 
amendment to the Senate's rules to es
tablish a point of order against bills 
which include appropriations for pro
grams which are not authorized. I sup
port any measure which would prohibit 
earmarking of Federal funds for a par
ticular district, institution, or special 
interest project. And I support opening 
to the public all meetings of conferees 
on appropriations bills, since this is 
the forum in which many of these spe
cial interests projects are agreed upon. 

(Mrs. FEINSTEIN assumed the 
chair.) 

Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, this 
year's Department of Defense appro
priations bill, passed by the House, cer
tainly does nothing to limit the ear
marking of scarce defense dollars for 
home district projects. Indeed, that bill 
rises to new heights or sinks to new 
depths of earmarking. 

Madam President, the House set 
aside $6.5 billion of defense dollars for 
special-interest, noncompetitive proj
ects at bases, universities, and other 
institutions in Members' home dis
tricts. In other words, the House of 
Representatives, in this bill, gave its 
Members $6.5 billion in unnecessary 
and unneeded projects. 

Let me briefly tell you about a few of 
those earmarked projects in the House, 
in the other body's appropriations bill 
for next year. The other body ear
marked every dime-every single 
dime-of the $236.5 million in funds in
tended to assist in transitioning our 
defense industries and personnel to 
commercially viable endeavors. These 
dollars are allocated to specific 
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projects at designated sites: univer
sities, institutions, and other ear
marked recipients. While many of 
these projects may be worthy of such 
an investment, their merit should be 
weighed against all other applicants 
for these scarce dollars. 

I wanted to point out again, all of us 
support this terrible transition that 
companies and corporations and 
States, such as the Presiding Officers, 
are having to go through. Earmarking 
all of the funds is not the way to do it. 
We should give the money to the De
partment of Defense. Let the Depart
ment of Defense on a competitive basis 
decide where these moneys go. 

There is $2.3 million set aside for cell 
adhesion molecule research. For the 
benefit of my colleagues who did not 
get that: $2.3 million set aside for cell 
adhesion molecule research. Aside from 
the obvious question of the defense-re
lated requirement for such a medical 
research program, I suspect that the 
specific language included in the House 
bill matches only one institution in 
this entire Nation, although I do not 
yet know which institution that might 
be. 

Let me read that language to my col
leagues. This is from the bill: 

The research is to be done at a nonprofit 
foundation in the Northeast by an integrated 
team of scientists with extensive experience 
in the molecular analysis of the immune sys
tem. The scientific team must have exten
sive experience in the identification and 
analysis of cell adhesion, signal transduction 
pathways, cytokine production, and gene 
regulation. 

Madam President, I am willing to bet 
my next month's paycheck that there 
is only one institution in America that 
will meet that criteria. 

Up to $50 million is directed by the 
House to be spent for environmental 
cleanup of an abandoned mine at the 
Penn Mine site in Calaveras County, 
CA. Why are defense dollars being used 
to clean up old mining operations? 

I ask unanimous consent that ap
proximately 150 pages of data be print
ed in the RECORD listing all of the ear
marks in the House Department of De
fense appropriations bill for fiscal year 
1994. 

There being no objection, the mate
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

SUMMARY OF HOUSE EARMARKS 

[In billions of dollars] 

Title In HAG bill Earmarked 

I- Mil pers ............. , .......... .. 71.3 NEG 
11-0&M . 73.8 .3 
Ill-Procurement .. 45.7 3.1 
IV-R&D 36.5 3.1 
V-Revolving 1.6 NEG 
Other ............................................... . 11.2 NEG 

Total . 240.1 6.5 

SASC AMENDMENT PROHIBITS THE FOLLOWING 

1. Defense conversion R&D earmarks, 
$236.5M. 

2. Defense conversion O&M earmarks, 
S239.9M. 

3. Unknown amount of university ear
marks. 

4. SERDP earmarks, $61.0M. 
5. Environmental restoration earmarks, 

$7.4. 
Known earmarks: $1,614,669,000. 
Possible earmarks: $1,463,792,000. 
Total earmarks: $3,078,461,000. 

Reserve Personnel, Navy (HA Report p. 55) 
Total appropriated: $11,653,200,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: 0 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $16,100,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$16,100,000. 
Description of known earmarks: NA. 
Description of possible earmarks: 
Craft of Opportunity Program $3,200,000 

(O&M includes an additional $2,000,000 to 
support this.) 

Four P- 3 squadrons $12,900,000 (O&M in
cludes an additional $20,400,000 to support 
this.) 
Reserve Personnel, Air Force (HA Report pp. 55, 

56) 
Total appropriated: $729,019,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: 0 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $723,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$723,000 
Description of known earmarks: NA. 
Description of possible earmarks: 
WC-130 Weather Reconnaissance Squadron 

$723,000 (O&M includes an additional 
$1,884,000 to support this.) 

Four P-3 squadrons $12,900,000 (O&M in
cludes and additional $20,400,000 to support 
this). 

O&M REMARKS---HAC FY 1994 DOD 
APPROPRIATIONS BILL 

National Task Force on Counterterrorism (HA 
Report p. 25--26) 

Total appropriated: $5.0 million. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $5.0 million. 
Description of known earmarks: $5.0 mil-

lion is provided only to "establish a national 
task force to review federal programs on 
fighting terrorism." 
Environmental Restoration, Defense (HA Report 

p. 31-34) 
Total appropriated: $1,716,800,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $7,400,000. 
Description of known earmarks: 
"$2,800,000 to be used only for the cleanup 

of two abandoned missile sites (Ti tan 1 Mis
sile Complex No. lB and Titan 1-C) located at 
Beale Air Force Base in Northern California; 

"$4,600,000 to be used only for surface de
contamination of Castner Range at Fort 
Bliss, Texas." 
Olmstead Air Force Base Restoration Project 

(HA Report p. 33; bill p . 10) 
Total appropriated: $5.0 million. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $5.0 million. 
Description of known earmarks: " ... the . 

Committee has recommended that $5,000,000 
be made available in Title II, Operation and 
Maintenance, Air Force appropriation, for 
any necessary action on Phase II remedi
ation projects, Defense Environmental Res
toration Program (DERP) Formerly used De
fense Sites (FUDS) eligible projects, or any 
matter related to past Air Force use that 
will result in expedited remediation and sub
sequent deleting by EPA of Olmsted as a 
superfund site." 
Penn Mine site, California Cleanup (HA Report 

p. 31) 
Total appropriated: Not clear where ear

marked funds come from. 
Subtotal of known earmark: Directs DOD 

to spend up to $50 million for cleanup of this 
site. 

Description of known earmarks: "The 
Committee notes that a number of mine 
sites exist that since the late 1800s supported 
the Nation's war efforts by supplying strate
gic minerals and which were operated under 
directives from the federal government. 
Many of these sites are abandoned. It has 
been demonstrated that these sites generate 
acid mine drainage that pose threats to the 
environment. The Committee directs the 
secretary to undertake a cleanup program at 
the Penn Mine site located in Calaveras 
County, California .... The Committee di
rects that up to $50 million be used for this 
cleanup." 
Defense Conversion (HAG Report p. 40-41) 

Total appropriated: $239.9 million. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $153.9 mil

lion. 
Description of known earmarks: 
Southeastern PA Consortium for Informa

tion Technology and Training ($3.5 million). 
Western Michigan University School of 

Aviation Sciences/Fort Custer Industrial 
Park ($6.0 million). 

Illinois Vietnam Veterans Leadership Pro
gram ($.125 million). 

Monterey Institute Center for Inter
national Trade at Fort Ord ($9.0 million). 

California State University system at Fort 
Ord ($25.0 million). 

Renovation of the State Pier at New Lon
don, CN ($14.9 million). 

Conversion of Homestead AFB ($10.5 mil
lion). 

Miami Dade Community College at Home
stead AFB ($15.4 million). 

California Statewide Economic Develop
ment Network ($12.5 million). 

San Diego State University Center on De
fense Conversion ($7.0 million). 

San Francisco State University California 
Economic Recovery and Environmental Res
toration Project ($3.0 million). 

Hampton University/Hughes Aircraft 
Aeroscience Institute ($15.0 million). 

Mare Island and Charleston Shipyard Con
version/Reuse Studies ($2.0 million). 

Worker Retraining for Environmental Res
toration at Mare Island, CA ($10.0 million). 

Displaced personnel retraining in geron
tology ($10.0 million). 

Demolition and environmental cleanup of 
Century Brass Products' dormant factory in 
Waterbury, CN ($20.0 million). 
National Guard Youth Programs (HAG Report 

p. 65; Bill p. 14) 
Total appropriated: $10.0 million. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $500,000. 
Description of known earmarks: "$500,000 

shall be available for the Youth Education 
Town Center, a multilingual, multimedia 
video-based health education program which 
would be accessed through the Los Angeles 
education network. The National Guard 
shall serve as administrator of the funds, 
which shall be allocated to the Los Angeles 
Unified School District's magnet, academies 
and other programs." · 
Presidio of San Francisco (HAG Report p . 70) 

Total appropriated: $300,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $300,000. 
Description of known earmarks: "$300,000 

to utilize the San Francisco Conservation 
Corps to conduct natural resource protection 
activities at the Presidio of San Francisco." 
Automatic Building Machine Shelters (HAG Re-

port P. 70-71) 
Total appropriated: $7.0 million. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $2.0 million. 
Description of known earmarks: "$2 mil-

lion to construct equipment maintenance fa
cilities using the automatic building ma
chine technology." 
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Voice Maintenance Instruction Device (VMID) 

(HAC Report p. 71) 
Total appropriated: $950,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $950,000. 
Description of known earmarks: "The 

VMID is a voice synthesis system that pro
vides safety and basic maintenance instruc
tions for both combat and combat support 
vehicles. The Army is requested to test this 
device by conducting an operational evalua
tion on vehicles such as the HMMV, M-109A3, 
FASSV, and 2.5- and 5-ton trucks." 
Supplemental Fuel Carrying Capability (SFCC) 

(HAC Report P. 71) 
Total appropriated: $10.0 million. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $10.0 million. 
Description of known earmarks: " The 

(SFCC) is a concept for a proposed require
ment for an additional organic on board re
fuel capability on Abrams tanks to increase 
their operation/range and lessen the burden 
on the fuel resupply system. The concept en
visions a portable fuel container and also ap
plies to other vehicles . .. " The Committee 
recommends an additional $10 million to pur
chase portable fuel containers." 
Conversion of the USNS Chauvenet (HAC Re-

port p. 75) 
Total appropriated: $8.0 million. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $8.0 million. 
Description of known earmarks: "The 

Navy, in consultation with the Maritime Ad
ministration shall continue the conversion 
of the ship, USNS CHAUVENET, to a train
ing ship for the Texas Maritime Academy's 
Training Program. Of the funds appropriated 
for Operation and Maintenance, Navy, $8 
million shall be used to complete this con
version. " 
Women in Military Service for America Memo-

rial (HAC Report p. 80) 
Total appropriated: $9,538,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $9,538,000. 
Description of known earmarks: " $9,538,000 

to make the necessary repairs , restoration 
and preservation of the entrance structure 
and adjoining areas of the Arlington Na
tional Cemetery in conjunction with the con
struction of the Women in Military Service 
for America Memorial. " 
Civil Air Patrol Operations (HAC Report p. 81; 

Bill section) 
Total appropriated: $11 ,679,000 ($1 ,750,000 

above the budget request.) 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $11,679,000. 
Description of known earmarks: $11,679,000. 
". . . funds to operate the CAP." 

Special Operations Forces (HAC Report p. 83) 
Total appropriated: $22.9. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $22.9. 
Description of known earmarks: "The 

Committee has provided an additional $22.9 
million to support the RC SOF units restored 
in SOF force structure." 
Natural Gas Demonstration (HAC Report p. 83) 

Total appropriated: $1.5 million. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $1.5 million. 
Description of known earmarks: " The 

Committee recommends an additional 
$1 ,500,000 for the Office of the Undersecretary 
of Defense, Acquisition, for natural gas vehi
cle refueling infrastructure planning for 
military bases. " 
Defense Logisti cs Agency (HAC Report p. 83) 

Total appropriated: $1 ,380,825,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $20.0 million. 
Description of known earmarks: "The 

Committee recommends an additional 
$20,000,000 only for an Automated Document 
Conversion System for the Defense Logistics 
Agency." 

Defense Personnel Support Command (HAC Re
port p. 83) 

" The Committee directs the Defense Pro
curement Agency to increase its purchases of 
Jumbo, Colossal, and Super Colossal ripe ol
ives in future solicitations for ripe olive pur
chases. " 
Schools on Military Installations (HAC Report 

p. 84) 
Total appropriated: $10.0 million. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $10.0 million. 
Description of known earmarks: " the Com-

mittee directs that not less than $10,000,000 
provided for Operation and maintenance ac
counts be utilized to bring federally owned 
education facilities on military installations 
up to acceptable health and safety stand
ards. " 
Admiral Nimitz Museum (HAC Report p. 85) 

"The Committee requests the Department 
to provide assistance in the expansion of the 
Admiral Nimitz Museum to honor those men 
and women who fought in the Pacific during 
World War II. " 
Army Reserve Facility, Marcus Hook, PA (HAC 

Report p. 86) 
Total appropriated: $1,750,000. 
Subtotal of known earmark: $1,750,000. 
Description of known earmark: " [Army 

Reserve] Units assigned at Marcus Hook 
[PA] should be relocated within a one-hun
dred mile radius of Marcus Hook or incor
porated with the parent reserve or active 
unit , as soon as it is feasible. The Committee 
has provided $1 ,750,000 for this r:nove." 
C- 130H Operations (HAC Report p. 91) 

Total appropriated: $3.0 million. 
Subtotal of known earmark: $3.0 million. 
Description of known earmark: "The Com-

mittee has provided $3,000,000 above the re
quest for the Air National Guard operations 
and maintenance account. The Committee 
directs that these funds be used only for the 
operations and maintenance for the C-130H 
operational support aircraft located in South 
Carolina and Louisiana. The Committee di
rects the National Guard not to transfer 
these aircraft from their assignments during 
fiscal year 1994 and beyond. " 
Naval Air Warfare Center, Warminster (HAC 

Bill, p. 8) 
Total appropriated: $350,000. 
Subtotal of known earmark: $350,000. 
Description of known earmark: " Provided, 

That $350,000 shall be available only to con
ne9t residences located in the vicinity of the 
Naval Air Warfare Center, Warminster, to 
the Warminster municipal water supply sys
tem." 
Tactical Interim CAMS and REMIS Reporting 

System (TICARRS-92) (HAC Bill , p. 9) 
Total appropriated: $15.5. 
Subtotal of known earmark: $15.5 million. 
Description of known earmark: " Provided , 

That $15,500,000 shall only be used to operate, 
maintain and enhance the Tactical Interim 
CAMS and REMIS Reporting System 
(TICARRS-92) ." 
Def ense Conversion (HAC Report P. 41) 

Total appropriated: $236,491 ,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $236,491 ,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$236,491,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends that the following con
version projects be funded in the Research, 
Development, Test and Evaluation , Defense
wide appropriation in the Dual Use Tech
nologies program element. DD Form 1414 
shall show them as i terns of special congres-

sional interest, a funding decrease to which 
requires prior congressional approval: 

CFC Free Refrigeration Technology 
Project, $800,000. 

Demonstration of Shipboard Material Han
dling Systems at port Arthur, Texas, 
$2,000,000. 

American Center for Education in Plastics 
and Rubber Technologies, $12,500,000. 

Drew Medicine and Science Health Occupa
tions Retraining Demonstration Project, 
$2,000,000. 

Midwest Regional Centers for Advanced 
Technology Development, $20,000,000. 

Far West Regional Office Technology 
Transfer Project, $316,000. 

Renewable Electric and Renewable Ther-
mal Utility Demonstration Projects, 
$25,000,000. 

Ocean Thermal Power Plantships Tech
nology Project, $8,000,000. 

St. Louis Manufacturing Extension Pro
gram, $1,000,000. 

Center for Photochemical Sciences 
Stereolithography Technology Program at 
Bolling Green University, $5,000,000. 

Center for Advanced Control Systems 
Technology Project, $10,000,000. 

Queens Hall of Science 's " Discovery Lab" 
Project, $10,000,000. 

Lahey Clinic Ambulatory Surgical Re
search Project, $3,000,000. 

New York Regional Manufacturing and En
gineering Center, $5,000,000. 

Miami Health Technologies Science Center 
Defense Reinvestment Project, $3,000,000. 

Tucson Defense Conversion Project, 
$900,000. 

Joint Arizona Center for Manufacturing 
and Training (JACMET), $1,500,000. 

Curved Plat Technology Project in Nor
folk, Virginia, $60,000,000. 

Joint Army Ammunition Plant Transfer 
Project, $75,000. 

Southeast Health Professional Training 
Center at Mt. Sinai Medical Center of 
Miami, Florida, $3,000,000. 

High Technology Center of Rochester, New 
York , $6,000,000. 

Magnetically Levitated Transportation 
prototype test track, $22,000,000. 

USF/DOE Pinellas Technology Deployment 
Center, $20,000,000. 

Devise Independent Multi-Media Universal 
Interface System for Medical Information 
Management, $1 ,400,000. 

Ben Franklin partnership and Industrial 
Resource Center, $14,000,000. 

Total R&D, $236,491,000. 
Defense Conversion (HAC Report P. 42) 

Total appropriated: $8,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $8,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$8,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends that the following con
version project be funded in the Procure
ment, Defense-wide appropriation. DD Form 
1414 shall show it as an item of special con
gressional interest, a funding decrease to 
which requires prior congressional approval. 
Pinellas DOE plant equipment, $8,000,000 . 
Environmental M edical Unit (HAC Report P. 

192) 

Total appropriated: $1 ,200,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $1,200,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$1 ,200 ,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $1 ,200,000 for an environ
mental medical unit research project at the 
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University of Texas Health Science Center in 
San Antonio, Texas, aimed at researching 
Persian Gulf War veterans experiencing a 
disabling syndrome possibly related to low 
level chemical sensitivities. 
Post Polio Syndrome Research (HAC Report P. 

193) 
Total appropriated: $1,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $1,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$1,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $1,000,000 for a research 
study project on the orthopaedic effects of 
post polio syndrome to serve as a model to 
investigate the overuse of muscles, liga
ments, bones, and joints for the purpose of 
curtailing military training and work place 
injuries. Requirements for conducting this 
study project should include a facility or in
stitution which has a well established 
orthopaedic post polio program with a pa
tient base of at least 200 patients; research
ers experienced in orthopaedic rehabilita
tion; a gait and motion analysis laboratory 
with multichannel dynamic 
electromyography capabilities; isokinetic 
muscle testing facilities; and an on-site 
orthotocis department. 
Breast Cancer Research (HAC Report P. 193) 

Total appropriated: $10,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $10,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $5,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$15,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: $10,000,000 

is included for a demonstration and measure
ment program to evaluate the significance of 
both the ultrasound and full breast digital 
imaging technologies. 

Description of possible earmarks: The 
Committee also directs the Department of 
the Army to award, on a competitive basis, 
grants of $5,000,000 each to three geographi
cally dispersed medical institutions which 
offer new advances in applied research and 
model systems of health care delivery for 
breast cancer, including early detection, pre
vention, treatment, education, and commu
nity outreach. 
Hypoglycemia Research (HAC Report P. 194) 

Total appropriated: $1,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $1,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$1,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends an additional $1,000,000 
only for a joint venture project involving a 
Western Pennsylvania educational institu
tion to develop and test a new form of insu
lin which will prevent hypoglycemia in de
pendents of active military members. 
Medical Development (Navy) (HAC Report P. 

194) 

Total appropriated: $37,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $37,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$37,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee has added $37,000,000 only to the C.W. 
Bill Young Marrow Donor Recruitment and 
Research Program, a special interest pro
gram within the Navy Medical Research and 
Development account, to continue national 
donor recruitment programs, expand formal 
international agreements with foreign donor 
registries, and advance research that will 
continue to improve the tissue typing proce
dures for matching patients and donors. Of 

this amount: $12,400,000 is to be made avail
able to the Navy Medical Research and De
velopment Command's C.W. Bill Young Mar
row Donor Recruitment and Research Pro
gram for continuing its department-wide 
donor recruitment effort and to maintain its 
research program for the development of 
state-of-the-art DNA tissue typing tech
nology; and 

The remaining $24,600,000 will be provided 
by the C. W. Bill Young Marrow Donor Re
cruitment and Research Program to the 
NMDP, through its continued grant from the 
Navy Medical Research Development Com
mand, for donor recruitment and education 
activities. 
Center of Excellence in Breast Cancer (HAC Re-

port P. 196) 
Total appropriated: $5,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $5,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$5,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $5,000,000 to establish a 
Center of Excellence in Breast Cancer at the 
National Naval Medical Center. 
Cell Adhesion Molecule Research (HAC Report 

P. 196) 

Total appropriated: $2,300,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $2,300,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$2,300,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends an increase of $2,300,000 
to defense-wide research and development 
only for cell adhesion research. This re
search, which is non-university related, is 
important to the Department of Defense for 
readiness of military personnel. Specifically, 
the goal of this research is for the Depart
ment to work with a nonprofit foundation in 
the northeast to understand the role of cell 
surface adhesion molecules in inflammatory 
reactions such as allergic rhinitis and atopic 
allergic conditions. The overall hypothesis is 
that the expression or activity of specific 
cell surface adhesion molecules contributes 
to certain inflammatory reactions. This 
immunological research should be performed 
by an integrated team of scientists with ex
tensive experience in the molecular analysis 
of the immune system. In particular, the sci
entific team must have extensive experience 
in the identification and analysis of cell ad
hesion, signal transduction pathways, 
cytokine production, and gene regulation. 
Health Care and Biomedical Engineering Tech-

nology (HAC Report P. 196) 

Total appropriated: $4,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $4,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$4,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee has provided $4,000,000 above the 
President's budget request in Medical Ad
vanced Technology (PE0603002D) and directs 
the Department to provide this funding only 
to Sandia National Laboratories to develop a 
plan to systematically identify and apply 
those defense related technologies and sup
port technology transfers that can contrib
ute to reduction of health care costs and im
provements in health care for our citizens 
and the services. The Committee directs that 
this initiative be jointly managed by Sandia 
and appropriate medical research centers. 
Laser Weapons Technology (0602307 A) (H AC Re-

port P. 200) 
Total appropriated: 5,510,000. 

Subtotal of known earmarks: $2,500,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks:$. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$5,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends: $2,500,000 only for solid
state dye laser program; and $2,500,000 only 
for the high powered diode laser program. 
Combat Vehicle and Automotive Technology 

(0602601A) (HAC Report P. 200) 
Total appropriated: 54,494,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $15,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$15,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: $15,000,000 

is only for future land vehicle technology as 
proposed by the House Armed Services Com
mittee. 
Weapons and Munitions Technology (0602624A) 

(HAC Report P. 200) 
Total appropriated: 38,794,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $4,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$4,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $38,794,000, an increase of 
$4,000,000 only for two projects at the Long
horn Army Ammunition Plant as proposed 
by the House Armed Services Committee. 
Electronics and Electronic Devices (0602705A) 

(HAC Report P. 200) 
Total appropriated: 27,400,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $8,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$8,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $27,400,000, an increase of 
SB,000,000 to the request. This includes: 
$3,000,000 for battery research as rec
ommended by the House Armed Services 
Committee; and $5,000,000 only to initiate an 
effort for preliminary fuel cell systems de
sign and to advance component technologies 
involving weight reduction, improving ther
mal management and the use of liquid fuels. 
This effort supports lightweight power to in
crease the survivability and lethality of the 
individual dismounted soldiers. 
Environmental Quality Technology (0602720A) 

(HAG Report P. 201) 
Total appropriated: $68,729,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $43,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$43,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $68,729,000, an increase of 
$47,500,000 to the request. This includes the 
increases of $43,000,000 as recommended by 
the House Armed Services Committee, as fol
lows: $24,000,000 for industrial product devel
opment, of which $20,000,000 is only to con
tinue a joint Defense/Agriculture project, 
$2,000,000 is only for bioremediation tech
nologies, and $2,000,000 is only for accelera
tion of environmental activities at the Na
tional Renewable Energy Laboratory 
(NREL); $10,000,000 only for Unexploded Ord
nance remediation at Jefferson Proving 
Ground; $5,000,000 only for the National De
fense Center for Environmental Excellence; 
and $4,000,000 only for the Bioremediation 
Education, Science and Technology Centers 
(BEST). 
Environmental Quality Technology (0602720A) 

(HAC Report P. 201) 

National Defense Center for Environmental 
Excellence (NDCEE): 

Total appropriated: $68,729,000. 
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Subtotal of known earmarks: $5,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$5' 000. 000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends an increase of $5,000,000 
only for the National Defense Center for En
vironmental Excellence (NDCEE) bringing 
its effort to not less than $10,000,000. 
Environmental Quality Technology (0602720A) 

(HAG Report P. 201) 

Facility Environmental Management and 
Monitoring System (FEM MS): 

Total appropriated: $68,729,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $4,500,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$4,500,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee also recommends $4,500,000 only for 
an initial phase of the development of a Fa
cility Environmental Management and Mon
itoring System (FEMMS) demonstration 
testbed program at Tobyhanna Army Depot 
for the integrated and comprehensive man
agement and control of Environmental is
sues at Army facilities. The program will be 
performed in conjunction with the National 
Defense Center for Environmental Excel
lence (NDCEE). 
Logistics Technology (0602786A) (HAG Report P. 

202) 
Cold Pasteurization/Sterilization Techniques 

for Meals-Ready-to-Eat: 
Total appropriated: $32,953,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $2,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$2,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $2,000,000 only for 
the Army to continue its research on the es
tablishment of cold pasteurization/steriliza
tion techniques for meals-ready-to-eat. This 
research should be continued by the institu
tions that are currently working with these 
technologies as a result of last year's De
fense Appropriations Act. 
Logistics Technology (0602786A) (HAG Report P. 

202) 

Quality Quantification and Enhancement of 
Combat Rations: 

Total appropriated: $32,953,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $2,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$2,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $2,000,000 only to 
continue the Quality Quantification and En
hancement of Combat Rations program 
started last year. 
Logistics Technology (0602786A) (HAG Report P. 

202) 

Water Chiller/Heater Kits: 
Total appropriated: $32,953,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $500,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$500,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $500,000 only for the 
Army to develop diesel powered potable 
water chiller/heater kits for M149A2 Tank 
Trailers and XM1098 Water Tank 
semitrailers. This project will fulfill a need 
identified by United States forces during the 
Gulf War, and in Somalia, for a reliable 
chilled water delivery system. It will also 
improve support for troops deployed in cold 
climates as well as provide a means for heat
ing Meals, Ready to Eat (MREs). 

Logistics Advanced Technology (0603001A) (HAG 
Report P. 202) 

Munitions Packaging: 
Total appropriated: $14,913,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $2,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$2,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $2,000,000 only to 
continue the program started last year to in
vestigate future ammunition packaging 
technologies for all Services. The Committee 
expects the Army to develop a long term 
funded program to exploit more efficient am
munition packaging technologies. In addi
tion, the Committee directs that $300,000 of 
the funds provided for this effort be used to 
pursue the Army's effort with industry pro
viding government furnished equipment and 
raw materials to pursue injection-molded 
plastic technology development. 
Weapons and Munitions Advanced Technology 

(0603004A) (HAC Report P. 203) 
Total appropriated: $30,790,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks, $13,500,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$13,500,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $30,791,000, an in
crease of $13,500,000 as follows: $7 ,500,000 only 
to continue the Army's lethality technology 
programs, such as KE precursor technology 
to defeat the future explosive reactive armor 
threat, Electro-Thermal-Chemical (ETC) 
cannon caliber high energy density compact 
power supply development efforts; $5,000,000 
only to continue the development of the XM-
982 155mm Extended Range Artillery Projec
tile; and $1,000,000 only for the Army's Can
non Caliber Electro-Magnetic Launcher pro
gram for a total program of $2,500,000. 
Electronic Warfare Technology (0603270A) (HAG 

Report P. 203) 
Total appropriated: $32,833,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $ 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $4,300,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$4,300,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $32,833,000, an in
crease of $4,300,000 only for the Stringray Ad
vanced Technology Demonstration program 
and associated simulation efforts. 
Line-of-Sight, Antitank (LOSAT) (0603654A) 

(HAG Report P. 203) 
Total appropriated: $25,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $ 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $25,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$25,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $25,000,000 for 
LOSA T in fiscal year 1994 and encourages the 
Army to aggressively pursue LOSAT tech
nology effort in order to reach EMD in fiscal 
year 1996. 
Advanced Tactical Computer Science and Tech-

nology (0603772A) (HAC Report P. 203) 
Total appropriated: $33,746,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $ . 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $2,800,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$2,800,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $33,746,000, an in
crease of $2,800,000 only for the development 
and evaluation of Common Ground Station 
concepts, technologies, and prototypes for 
use with the JSTARS program. 
Armament Enhancement Initiative (0603639A) 

(HAG Report p. 204) 
Total appropriated: $. 

Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $21,400,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$21,400,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends an additional 
$21,400,000 only to continue concept explo
ration of the X-ROD program. Since X-ROD 
is an autonomous, guide-to-hit, horizontal 
attack munition used against maneuvering, 
exposed targets, the Committee believes that 
the Army should continue to pursue the 
technologies involved in both the guide-to
hit and propulsion systems. 
52 Caliber, M109 Self-Propelled Howitzer System 

(HAG Report P. 204) 
Total appropriated: $. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $18,700,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$18, 700,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends an additional 
$18,700,000 only to initiate the development 
and operational testing required to type 
classify a XM 282 variant 52 caliber, 155mm 
unicharge cannon fitted with a semi-auto
matic loading system. 
Army Data Distribution System (0603713A) (HAG 

Report P. 205) 
Total appropriated: $19,757,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $8,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$8,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee has included an increase of 
$8,000,000 in research and development costs 
associated with upgrades to the Army En
hanced Position Location Reporting System. 
Single Channel Ground and Airborne Radio 

System (0603746A) (HAC Report P. 205) 
Total appropriated: $10,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $10,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$10,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee believes that the Army should 
continue the effort begun in fiscal year 1993 
and has provided $10,000,000 for fiscal year 
1994. 
Aviation-Advanced Development (0603801 A) 

(MAC Report P. 205) 
Total appropriated: $16,259,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $10,446,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $ 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$10,446,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $16,259,000, an increase of 
$5,500,000 over the request. Of the amount 
recommended, not less than $10,446,000 shall 
be available only for Project DB45, Aviation 
Life Suppo t Equipment, with the increased 
funding to be applied to the aircrew inte
grated ensemble ($3,700,000) and the aviation 
integrated common helmet ($1,800,000). 
Logistics and Engineer Equipment-Advanced 

Development (0603804A) (HAG Report P. 
205) 

Laser Vibration Sensing System: 
Total appropriated: $19,695,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $ 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$5,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $5,000,000 only for re
search on bridge , overpass, and highway 
structural integrity assessments using laser 
vibration sensing technology. The research 
is to be conducted under the aegis of the 
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Army's Belvior RDT&E Center, Bridge Divi
sion, in addition to and complementing its 
ongoing work on the structural integrity of 
bridges, overpasses, and highways. 
Aircraft Avionics (0604201A) (HAG Report P. 

205) 
Total appropriated: $15,061,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $ 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $10,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recognizes the need to digitize 
the avionic systems of the Army's scout and 
attack helicopter fleet in order to hori
zontally integrate ground and aviation as
sets. Accordingly, the Committee rec
ommends $10,000,000 to begin these upgrades. 
The Committee requests the Army to 
prioritize its requirements and to include its 
plan to utilize the $10,000,000 in the report on 
Horizontal Battlefield Integration. Out-year 
funding data should also be included. 
Electronic Warfare Development 90604270A) 

(HAG Report P. 206) 
Total appropriated: $84,953,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $2,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $24,500,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$24,500,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $2,000,000 only for the 
performance of the testing necessary for use 
of the Graphite/PEI composite heatsinks in 
the Advanced Tactical Radar Jammer 
(ATRJ) and other advanced electronics pro
grams. 

Description of possible earmarks: The 
Committee recommends $22,500,000 for the 
development of the countermeasures trans
mitter (ECM) subsystem for TACJAM-A. 
All Source Analysis System (ASAS) (0604321A) 

(HAG Report P . 206) 

Total appropriated: $15,971,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $6,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$6,000,000. 
Description. of possible earmarks: Of the 

additional funds provided by the Committee, 
$6,000,000 is only for continuing the upgrade 
of the communications and intelligence ca
pabilities of the Army's existing Single 
Source Processor- SIGINT (SSP-S) and con
tinuing the development of a light-weight, 
portable equivalent for support of contin
gency operations and low intensity conflict 
activities. 
Heavy Tactical Vehicles (0604622A) (HAG Report 

P. 206) 
Total appropriated: $2,476,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $2,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$2,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $2,476,000, an in
crease of $2,000,000 only to expand the effort 
started last year to develop, fabricate, and 
test a series of Palletized Loan System 
(PLS) flat racks necessary for engineering 
equipment and a Heavy Repair Vehicle which 
makes use of the PLS chassis. 
Advanced Command and Control Vehicle 

(AC2V) (0604640A) (HAG Report P . 206) 

Total appropriated: $28,654,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $2,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$2,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $28,654,000, an in
crease of $20,000,000 above the budget re
quest. Within the additional $20,000,000 fund-

ing provided, $2,000,000 shall be available 
only for integration of the vehicle intercom 
systems and mission module. 
Engineering Mobility Equipment (0604649A) 

(HAG Report P. 207) 
Total appropriated: $16,404,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $3,100,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$3,100,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $16,404,000, an in
crease of $3,100,000 only for Heavy Assault 
Bridge Program. 
Automatic Test Equipment Development 

(0604746A) (HA Report p. 207) 
Total appropriated: $23,472,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $9,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$9,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $23,472,000, an in
crease of $9,000,000 above the budget. The 
Committee directs that the additional fund
ing provided for this program only be used to 
develop test program sets for the Apache 
Longbow and Kiowa Warrior. 
Aviation-Engineering Development (0604801 A) 

(HA Report p. 208) 
Total appropriated: $11,033,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $2,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $3,300,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$5,300,000. 
Description of known earmarks: Army Air

craft Concurrent Engineering Test and Evalua
tion Center: The Committee recommends 
$2,000,000 only for a study to establish the re
quirements for an Army Aircraft Concurrent 
Engineering, Test and Evaluation Center. 

Description of possible earmarks: Aviation 
Life Support System: The Committee rec
ommends $9,033,000, an increase of $3,300,000 
over the request which shall be applied only 
to the aircrew integrated helmet system P3I 
and microclimatic cooling system projects 
within Project DC45. 
Weapons and Munitions-Engineering Develop-

ment (0604802A) (HA Report p. 208) 
Total appropriated: $30,365,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $15,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$15,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: 
Advanced Rocket System: The Committee 

recommends $10,000,000 only for the Army's 
portion of the joint Advanced Rocket Sys
tem (ARS) program. 

120mm Mortar: The Committee recommends 
an addition of $5,000,000 only for development 
of an 120mm mortar training round. 

The Committee recommends $6,303,000, the 
fiscal year 1994 budget request, only for the 
Bunker Defeat Munition. 
Combat Vehicle Improvement Program 

(0203735A) (HAG Report P. 209) 

Bradley Fighting Vehicle Upgrade: 
Total appropriated: $137,572,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $33,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$33,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Army requested $45,964,000 to initiate the de
velopment of the A3 model Bradley and 
phase 1 of the core electronics and inter
vehicular information system. The Commit
tee supports this effort which will make 
Bradley modernization compatible with the 
M1A2 upgrade program and recommends an 

additional $33,000,000 only to accelerate this 
effort. 
Combat Vehicle Improvement 

(0203735A) (HAG Report P. 209) 
Ml Abrams Tank Upgrade: 
Total appropriated: $34,600,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 

Program 

Subtotal of possible earmarks: $34,600,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$34. 600. 000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends an additional 
$34,600,000, as follows: $14,600,000 to further 
support the Initial Operational Test and 
Evaluation (TO&E) efforts and an acceler
ated Milestone III decision; and $20,000,000 to 
upgrade the electronic data processing, stor
age, and retrieval system of the M1A2 to 
take advantage of the investment by the 
Kingdom of Saudi Arabia in new technology 
providing increased digital processing which 
simultaneously accommodates multilingual 
displays. 
Missile/Air Defense Product Improvement Pro

gram (0203801A) (HAG Report P . 210) 
Total appropriated: $68,782,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $9,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$9,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $68,782,000, an in
crease of $9,000,000 only for the Army to con
duct live fire tests utilizing the AH-64 
Apache as the test platform to evaluate near 
term, low cost, off-the-shelf, high velocity 
missiles for air-to-air requirements. 
Other Missile Product Improvement Program 

(0203802A) (HAG Report P. 210) 
Total appropriated: $72,438,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $6,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$6,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends: 
Insensitive Rocket Motors: $4,000,000 only for 

the Army to evaluate insensitive rocket mo
tors currently in the munitions industrial 
base to see if any can be brought into pro
duction in the near term. These funds are to 
qualify an insensitive rocket motor for the 
current Hellfire missile as opposed to a more 
expensive development program for an insen
sitive motor. 

Hellfire Training Round: $2,000,000 only for 
the Army to continue its ongoing dem
onstration/proof of concept program to de
velop a low-cost Hellfire laser-guided train
ing round. 
DOD High Energy Laser Systems Test Facility 

(0605605A) (HAG Report P. 211) 
Total appropriated: $26,608,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $21,800,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$21,800,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $26,608,000, an increase of 
$21,800,000 above the budget request. These 
funds are to be used only for the continued 
operation of HELSTF. including $10,000,000 
only for the Sea Lite Beam Director. These 
funds are not to be used for any studies to 
curtail the operation and maintenance of 
HELSTF. 
Programwide Activities (0605801A) (HAG Report 

P. 211) 
Total appropriated: $103,011,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $7 ,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$7 ,000,000. 
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Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $103,011,000, an increase 
of $7,000,000 only for the Medical Diagnostic 
Imaging Support (MDIS) System tele-imag
ing project in the Puget Sound Area. Under 
this initiative, Madigan Army Medical Cen
ter will provide MDIS tele-imaging support 
for DOD and other federal medical treatment 
facilities in the Puget Sound area. 
Munitions Standardization, Effectiveness and 

Safety (0605805A) (HAG Report P. 211) 
Total appropriated: $23,991,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $6,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $4,228,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$10,228,000. 
Description of known earmarks: Plasma 

Centrifugal Furnace: The Committee rec
ommends $6,000,000 only to continue develop
ment of the plasma centrifugal furnace for 
the future utilization of plasma arc tech
nology in large scale demilitarization and 
hazardous material destruction. 

Description of possible earmarks: Ammuni
tion Demilitarization: The budget includes 
$712,000 for research on the demilitarization 
of conventional ammunition. The Committee 
recommends an increase of $4,228,000 for a 
total program of demilitarization research of 
$5,000,000. 
Manufacturing Technology Development 

(0708011A) (HAG Report P. 212) 
Total appropriated: $75,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $75,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$75,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $75,000,000 for Manufac
turing Technology Development. These funds 
include: $20,000,000 only for the National De
fense Center for Environmental Excellence 
(NDCEE); $10,000,000 only to investigate com
posite manufacturing technologies; $8,500,000 
only for the Instrumented Factory for Gears 
(INFAC) program; $2,000,000 only to continue 
the effort to introduce advanced powder met
allurgy disks into the growth T800 engine of 
the Comanche development program; 
$2,000,000 only to link Army Centers of Excel
lence with the National Institute of Stand
ards and Technology (NIST) manufacturing 
technology programs; and the balance of the 
funding shall be used for Army programs 
which were included in the RDT&E Defense
wide appropriation request for fiscal year 
1994 budget request. 
Surface/Aerospace Surveillance and Weapons 

Technology (0602111N) (HAG Report P. 220) 
Total appropriated: $92,305,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $25,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$25,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee has included a reduction of 
$5,000,000 specifically to the Wide Area Sur
veillance Subprogram. No portion of this re
duction is to be allocated to any other sub
project of this program element. The Com
mittee also recommends increases of 
$25,000,000 only for the free electron laser and 
$5,000,000 only for the Polar Ozone Aerosol 
Monitor. 
Surface Ship Technology (0602121N) (HAG Re-

port P . 220) 
Total appropriated: $38,795.000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $21,300,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$21,300,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $38,795,obO, an in
crease of $21,300,000. This includes: 

$3,300,000 only for the design of standard
ization shockhardened air circuit breakers; 

$3,000,000 only for interactive electronic 
technical manual development at the Navy 
Electronic Systems Engineering Activity 
(NESEA) at St. Inigoes, Maryland; and 

$15,000,000 only for the use of composite 
technology in ship applications. 
Surface Ship Technology (0602121N) (HAG Re-

port P . 220) 
Total appropriated: $38,795,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $3,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$3 '000. 000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Cammi ttee recommends the following ini tia
ti ves at St. Inigoes to continue the Dem
onstration of the Interactive Electronic 
Technical Manual (IETM) technology for 
achieving improved capability and reducing 
weight and cost: 

$1,000,000 only for the creation of standard~ 
ized procedures for the acquisition of IETM, 
which will serve as guidelines for systems ac
quisition managers; 

$1,000,000 only for application of multi
media technology to storage, presentation, 
and maintenance of C4I architecture infor
mation, particularly as it relates to large, 
di verse commands; and 

$1,000,000 only for application of IETM 
technology to training materials for the Ma
rine Corps Communication Electronics 
School. 
Mission Support Technology (0602233N) (HAG 

Report P. 221) 
Total appropriated: $48,224,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $5,601,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $6,600,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$12,201,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: Concern

ing aircrew protection: $3,666,000 is only for 
project M33I330; and $1,935,000 is only for 
project RM33B31. 

Description of possible earmarks: The 
Committee recommends $48,224,000, an in
crease of $13,800,000. Within the amount pro
vided: $5,600,000 is only for projects associ
ated with aircrew protection; and an addi
tional $1,000,000 is only for development and 
physiological testing or microencapsulated 
phase change materials for use in extreme 
temperature protective clothing. 
Materials Electronics, and Computer Tech-

nology (0602234N) (HAG Report P. 221) 
Total appropriated: $72,563,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $1,500,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$1,500,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $72,563,000, an increase of 
$1 ,500,000 which is only to continue develop
ment and operation of the Distributed Manu
facturi,ng Demonstration Project. 
Undersea Surveillance Weapon Technology 

(0602314N) (HAG Report P. 221) 
Total appropriated: $108,960,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $1 ,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$1,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $108,960,000, an increase 
of $1,000,000 for battery research as rec
ommended by the House Armed Services 
Committee in its 1994 bill. The Committee 
directs that the traditional leadership rules 
and level of participation by universities and 
industry in this program element should be 
maintained. 

Mine Countermeasures, Mining , and Special 
Warfare Technology (0602315N) (HAG Re
port P . 221) 

Total appropriated: $23,944 ,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $2,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$2,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $23,944,000, an increase of 
$2,000,000 only for the Rapid Airborne Mine 
Clearance System. 
Oceanographic and Atmospheric Technology 

(0602435N) (HAG Report P. 221) 
Total appropriated: $47,511,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $9,800,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$9,800,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $47,511,000, an increase of 
$9,800,000 only for the development and appli
cation of a cost-effective remote semi-auton
omous underwater oceanographic and envi
ronmental measurement capability. 
Naval Biodynamics Laboratory (HAG Report P. 

222) 

Total appropriated: $3,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $3,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$3,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Cam

mi ttee has provided an additional $3,000,000 
only for the Naval Biodynamics Laboratory 
(NBDL) and related collaborative research 
between NBDL and the Advanced Marine 
Technology Center. Of this additional 
amount: $2,000,000 is in the aviation surviv
ability program (0603216N); and $1 ,000,000 is in 
the Medical development program (0603706N). 

The Committee directs the Navy to add 
$2,500,000 of the increase to the Navy's budg
et request for operations and research at the 
NBDL. 
Air Systems Advanced Technology Development 

(0603217N) (HAG Report P. 222) 
Total appropriated: $80,005,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $50,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$50,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $80,005,000, an increase of 
$50,000,000. Within that amount: 

$12,500,000 is only for continued develop
ment of the advanced Anti-Radiation Guided 
Missile; 

$15,500,000 is only for a new project in 
Shared Aperture/Common Radio Frequency 
Modular Systems; 

$13,000,000 is only for open architecture ef
forts in project W0446; and 

$9,000,000 is only for development of inte
grated avionics racks using microencap
sulated phase change materials. 
Medical Development (0603706N) (HAG Report 

P. 224) 

Total appropriated: $60,148,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $43,192,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$43,192,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $60,148,000, an increase of 
$43,192,000 as explained in the Medical sec
tion of this report. 
Generic Logistics Research and Development 

Technology Demonstration (0603712N) (HAG 
Report p. 224) 

Total appropriated: $38,520,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
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Subtotal of possible earmarks: $24 ,800,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$24,800,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $38,520,000, an in
crease of $24,800,000 only for the following ac
tivities of Logistics Engineering Advanced 
Development: enhance printed circuit board 
digital data packages through improved 
character handling and recognition tech
niques; automate the creation of "intel
ligent" printed wiring board CALS files; en
hance printed wiring board digital data 
packages through automated bill of :mate
rials entry; integrate printed circuit board 
functional testing data into a GALS-com
plaint reverse engineering program; develop 
a system to automate the quality assurance 
and digital technical data packages; provide 
CALS enhancement of the virtual business 
and manufacturing environment; and for the 
Aviation Supply Office, reduce system/sub
system repair and acquisition cost analysis. 
Advanced Anti-Submarine Warfare Technology 

90603747N) (HAG Report p. 224) 
Total appropriated: $68,172,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $19,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$19,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $68,172,000, an in
crease of $19,000,000 as recommended by the 
House Armed Services Committee in its 1994 
bill, of which: $4,000,000 is only for extended 
echo ranging; and $15,000,000 is only for low
low frequency active technology. 

Within the latter amount, $5,000,000 is only 
for acoustic projectors. 
Fiber Optic Acoustic Sensor Systems (HAG Re-

port p. 225) 
Total appropriated: $10,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $10,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$10,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $10,000,000 only to 
continue technology efforts in this area with 
the objective of further reducing the cost of 
wideaperture arrays; developing common op
tical towed arrays for surface ships and sub
marines and undertaking a manufacturing 
technology program for efficient transition 
of fiber optic acoustic sensor systems from 
development into production. 
Aviation Survivability (0603216N) (HAG Report 

P. 225) 

Total appropriated: $23,072,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $11,518,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $9,400,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$20,918,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee directs that the Navy fund all activi
ties as budgeted, and that a total of 
$11,518,000 is available only for Project W0584, 
Aircrew Systems Technology. 

Description of possible earmarks: Of this 
amount: $2,000,000 is only for the Naval Bio
dynamics Laboratory as previously discussed 
in this section; and $7,400,000 is only for air
crew systems technology. 

The $7,400,000 increase is only for the fol
lowing purposes: aircrew integrated life sup
port system (+$4,700,000); aircrew integrated 
ensemble (+$1,200,000); and the advanced hel
met vision system (+$1,500 ,000). 
Advanced Submarine Combat Systems Develop

ment (0603504N) (HAG Report P. 226) 
Total appropriated: $23,341,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $4,000,000. 

Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$4,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $23,341,000, an increase of 
$3,000,000. $4,000,000 is only for fiber optic 
acoustic sensor systems as described earlier 
in this report. 
Advanced Submarine System Development 

(0603561N) (HAG Report P . 226) 
Total appropriated: $142,068,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $17,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$17,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: 

$17,000,000 is only for development of dry 
deck shelters for the SSN-688 class sub
marines. 
Advanced Surface Machinery System (0603573N) 

(HAG Report P. 226) 

Total appropriated: $92,328,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $7,500,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$7,500,000 . 
Description of known earmarks: $7,500,000 

is only for development of a permanent mag
net motor. 
Marine Corps Assault Vehicles (0603611M) (HAG 

Report P. 226) 

Total appropriated: $28,554,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $8,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$8,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $28,554,000, an increase of 
$8,000,000, as proposed in House authorization 
legislation to continue work on the Strati
fied Charge Rotary Engine. 
Ship Self Defense (0603755N) (HAG Report P. 

227) 
Total appropriated: $341,904,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $12,800,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $96,900,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$109, 700,000. 
Descrlption of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $341,904,000, an increase 
of $104,700,000. Within the increase: an addi
tional $6,000,000 only for cooperative engage
ment multi-function self aligned gate tech
nology; $3,000,000 is only for continued devel
opment and qualification of the Enhanced 
Lethality Cartridge 20mm CIWS ammuni
tion; and $3,800,000 only for the Naval Elec
tronic Systems Engineering Activity 
(NESEA) at St. Inigoes, Maryland to con
tinue developing a multi-sensor data fusion 
capability for the Ship Self Defense System 
(SSDS). 

Description of possible earmarks: The 
Committee recommends $341,904,000, an in
crease of $104,700,000. Within the increase: 
$20,000,000 is only for demonstration of an 
airship which the House Armed Services 
Committee authorized in the RDT&E, De
fense-wide appropriation; $25,000,000 is only 
for E-2/E-3 aircraft integration of coopera
tive engagement capability as recommended 
by the House Armed Services Committee in 
its 1994 bill; an additional $20,000,000 is only 
to cover shortfalls in cooperative engage
ment capability as recommended by the 
House Armed Services Committee in its 1994 
bill; a net reduction of $1,000,000 is explained 
in a classified letter accompanying this re
port; $3,000,000 is only to test excess B- 52G 
aircraft ECM systems on a Navy mine
sweeper; $11,000,000 is only for Quick Reac
tion Combat Capability; $3,800,000 is only for 

the Naval Electronic Systems Engineering 
Activity multi-sensor data fusion program; 
$8,900,000 is only for sealift/tanker ship pro
tection; and $5,000,000 is only for a prompt 
test and evaluation of a 25mm or 30mm sta
bilized, rapid fire gun mount with associated 
for control system, abroad a front line com
batant. 
Gun Weapon System Technology (0603795N) 

(HAG Report P. 228) 
Total appropriated: $38,247,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $10,500,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $10,500,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$21,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $38,247,000, an increase of 
$21,000,000 of which: $10,500,000 is only for the 
advance gun weapons systems project at the 
Naval Surface Warfare Center, Crane Divi
sion. 

Description of possible earmarks: The 
Committee recommends $38,247 ,000, an in
crease of $21,000,000 of which: $2,000,000 is 
only for electric gun technology; and 
$8,500,000 is only for electro-thermal gun de
velopment. 
A V-8B Engineering Development (0604214N) 

(HAG Report P. 228) 
Total appropriated: $19,784,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $1 ,500,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$1,500,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $19,784,000, an in
crease of $1,500,000 only for the adaptation 
and integration of the launcher rail chaff 
dispenser on the aircraft. 
P- 3 Modernization (0604221N) (HAG Report P. 

228) 
Total appropriated: $21,634,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $6,500,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$6,500,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $21,634,000, an in
crease of $6,500,000 only for a detailed engi
neering, manufacturing, and cost analysis 
study to determine the feasibility of initiat
ing a P-3 airframe conversion program. 
Air Crew Systems Development (0604264N) (HAG 

Report P. 228) 
Total appropriated: $14,976,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $3,850,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$3,850,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $14,976,000, an in
crease of $3,850,000 only for the following 
items: $3,100,000 for AILSS/Navy Combat 
Edge; and $750,000 for the advanced helmet 
vision system. 
Aegis Combat System Engineering (0604307N) 

(HAG Report P. 229) 
Total appropriated: $103,995,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $23,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks:$. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$23,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: Within 

the amount provided: $5,000,000 is only for 
the LM-2500R turbine engine as rec
ommended by the House Armed Services 
Committee in its 1994 bill; and $18,000,000 is 
only for development of the aeroderivative 
gas turbine engine for naval applications 
such as destroyers. 
Submarine Tactical Warfare System (0604562N) 

(HAG Rjport P. 229) 
Total appropriated: $34,427,000. 
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Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $9,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$9,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $34,427,000, an increase of 
$9,000,000 only to initiate a competition for a 
common ring laser gyro navigation system 
for submarines and surface ships. 
Navy Tactical Computer Resources (0604574N) 

(HAG Report P. 230) 
Total appropriated: $22,572,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $5,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$5,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $22,572,000, an in
crease of $5,000,000 only for the AN/UYH-16 
optical device. 
Ship Self Defense (06047SSN) (HAG Report P. 

230) 
Total appropriated: $118,860,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $12,200,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$12,200,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $118,860,000, an in
crease of $2,100,000. An increase of: $9,200,000 
is recommended to accelerate development 
of the SPQ-9I radar; and an additional 
$3,000,000 is for the Thermal Imaging Sensor. 

A reduction of $10,100,000 for upgrades to 
SLQ-32 is also recommended. 
Navigation/JD System (0604777N) (HAG Report 

P. 230) 

Total appropriated: $83,047,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $3,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$3,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $83,047,000, an in
crease of $3,000,000 for non-cooperative target 
recognition. 
Consolidated Training Systems Development 

(0204571N) (HAG Report P. 231) 
Total appropriated: $46,200,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $9,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$9,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $46,200,000, an in
crease of $9,000,000 only for the OUTBOARD 
trainer. 
F-14 Upgrade (0205667N) (HAG Report P. 231) 

Total appropriated: $149,995,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $78,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$78,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $149,995,000, an in
crease of $78,000,000 as recommended by the 
House Armed Services Committee in its 1994 
bill. Within this amount: $25,000,000 is for the 
pre-deployment upgrade; and $53,000,000 is 
only for the F/A-14 configuration of the air
craft. 
Marine Corps Command/Control/Communica-

tions (0206626M) (HAG Report P. 232) 

Total appropriated: $46,735,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $10,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$10,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $46,735,000, an in
crease of $10,000,000 for the TPS-59 low radar 
cross section capability program. 

Technical Information Services (HAG Report P. 
232) 

Total appropriated: $14,773,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks:$. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $4,500,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$4,500,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $14,773,000, an in
crease of $4,500,000 only for the Advanced 
Technical Information Support project. 
Test and Evaluation Support (0605864N) (HAG 

Report P. 233) 
Total appropriated: $293,422,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $1,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. · 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$1,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: $1,000,000 

is only to continue the ongoing HIDDENSEE 
project in support of test and evaluation pro
grams and fleet training exercises to provide 
technical knowledge of advanced commu
nications and control systems. 
Manufacturer Technology Development (HAG 

Report P. 233) 
Total appropriated: $205,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: S. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: $. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com-

mittee recommends $205,000,000 for ma fac
turing technology. Within that amount: 

$10,000,000 is only for the National Ship
building Initiative as recommended by the 
House Armed Services Committee in its 1994 
bill; 

$40,000,000 is only for the National Center 
for Excellence in Metalworking Technology; 

$8,000,000 is only for the Life Cycle Im
provements through Networking Critical 
(LINC) manufacturing technologies program; 

$11,000,000 is only for the National Center 
for Advanced Gear Manufacturing Tech
nologies; 

$13,500,000 is only for the Surface Engineer
ing and Material Characterization Facility 
managed by the Navy's Laser Joining Cen
ter; 

$8,000,000 is only for the Center of Excel
lence in Ship Hull Designs and Electrical 
Systems; 

$5,000,000 is only to link Navy Centers of 
Excellence with the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology; 

$3,000,000 is only for fiberoptic acoustic 
sensor systems; 

$12,000,000 is only for the Electronic Manu
facturing Productivity Facility; 

$5,000,000 is only for a manufacturing 
producibility center at the Louisville, Ken
tucky site of the Naval Surface Warfare Cen
ter, Crane Division; 

$4,000,000 is only for the Center of Excel
lence for Best Manufacturing Practices; 

$3,000,000 is only to continue operation of 
the Joining Center; 

$3,000,000 is only for the Center of Excel
lence for Energetic Material Manufacturing 
at the Naval Surface Warfare Center, Indian 
Head, Maryland; 

The Committee directs that the 1994 level 
of effort for the National Center for Excel
lence in Metalworking Technology be con
tinued in the fiscal year 1995 budget request 
to Congress; and 

The Navy is directed to use $18,000,000 of 
this appropriation to fund the continued 
R&D and transition to production of all of 
the ongoing ductile cast iron 5 inch 54 (i.e., 
HE, Hi Frag and Cargo) and 76mm projectile 
programs. 

Description of possible earmarks: The 
Committee recommends $205,000,000 for man
ufacturing technology. Within that amount: 

$7,000,000 is only for multifunction self
aligned gate technology; 

$2,000,000 is only for laser assisted manu
facturing; 

$2,500,000 is only for spray forming re
search; 

$8,200,000 is only for the EA-6B Prowler up
grade; 

$18,000,000 is only for the cast ductile iron 
program; 

$27,900,000 is only for the Great Lakes Com
posites Consortium; 

$500,000 is only for taconite process tech
nology; 

$9,500,000 is only for Joint Logistics Sys
tems Command Rapid Acquisition of Manu
factured Parts migrations; 

$2,000,000 is only for the Navy fleet-of-the
future program; and 

$750,000 is only for electro-optics manufac
turing. 
Seismic Research (HAG Report P. 238) 

Total appropriated: $27,409,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $27,409,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$27,409,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee strongly supports the basic seismic 
research program established by the Air 
Force Office of Scientific Research, and 
therefore: approves Defense Research 
Sciences (PE0601102F, project 2309) funding of 
$7,000,000 only for the Joint Seismic Pro
gram; $14,000,000 only for capitalization of 
the Global Seismic Network, both adminis
tered by the Incorporated Research Institu
tions for Seismology; $4,409,000 for univer
sity-based seismic research; and $2,000,000 to 
the Geophysics program (PE0602101F, project 
7600), only for contractual research to be 
managed by the Phillips Laboratory Geo
physics Directorate. 
Geophysics (0602101 F) (HAG Report P. 239) 

Total appropriated: $37,252,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $7,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$7,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $37,252,000, an in
crease of $7,000,000 to the budget request. 
Within these funds: $2,000,000 shall be avail
able only as addressed under the heading 
"Seismic Research" above, and $5,000,000 
only to upgrade computational resources to 
detect the detonation of low-yield nuclear 
devices. 
Materials (0602120F) (HAG Report P. 239) 

Total appropriated: $71,305,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $500,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$500,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $71,305,000, an in
crease of $500,000 only for Remote Aircraft 
Fatigue Sensing. 
Aerospace Propulsion (0602203F) (HAG Report 

P. 239) 
Total appropriated: $81,100,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $3,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$3. 000. 000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $81,100,000, an in
crease of $3,000,000 only to support the ongo
ing research project on endothermic jet fuels 
including coal-based fuels. 
Rocket Propulsion and Astronautics Technology 

(0602302F) (HAG Report P. 239) 
Total appropriated: $51,137,000. 
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Subtotal of known earmarks:$. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $11,106,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$11,106,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee believes these programs to be a 
high priority and recommends $51,137,000, a 
total increase of $11,106,000, with the increase 
allocated as follows: $10,000,000 for 
Thermionics Space Power Program; $854,000 
for Space Systems Propulsion Technology; 
and $252,000 for Missile System Propulsion 
Technology. 
Advanced Materials for Weapon Systems 

(0603112F) (HAG Report P. 240) 
Total appropriated: $25,825,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $10,000,000. 
Subtotal of-possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$10,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $25,825,000, an increase of 
$10,000,000 only for the operation of the Na
tional Center for Industrial Competitiveness 
(NCIC), near Wright-Patterson Air Force 
Base, Ohio. 
Crew Systems and Personnel Protection Tech-

nology (0603232F) (HAG Report P . 240) 
Total appropriated: $12,960,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $2,500,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$2,500,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $12,960,000, an in
crease of $2,500,000 above the request: Ad
vanced Life Support: The Air Force requested 
$1,038,000 for Advanced Life Support. The 
Committee recommends $3,538,000, an in
crease of $2,500,000 only for Project 2830. 
National Aero Space Plane Technology Program 

(0603269F) (HAG Report P. 240) 
Total appropriated: $80,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $36,741,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$36, 741,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $80,000,000, an in
crease of $36,741 ,000 above the request. These 
funds support the joint Department of De
fense/National Aeronautics and Space Ad
ministration restructured National Aero 
Space Plane (NASP) technology program for 
fiscal year 1994. This funding is provided con
tingent upon compliance with section 242 of 
the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1993. 
Space and Missile Rocket Propulsion (0603302F) 

(HAG Report P. 240) 
Total appropriated: $11,430,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $1,403,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$1,403,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $11,430,000, an in
crease of: $937,000 for Space Systems Propul
sion Technology; and $466,000 for Missile Sys
tems Propulsion Technology. 
Space Subsystems Technology (0603428F) (HAG 

Report P . 240) 
Total appropriated: $8,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $8,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$8,000,000. 
Description of know earmarks: No funds 

were requested for this program. The Com
mittee recommends $8,000,000 solely to con
tinue the HA VE GAZE program. 
Advanced Radiation Technology (0603605F) 

(HAG Report P. 240) 
Total appropriated: $78,315,000. 

Subtotal of known earmarks: $900,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $22,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$22,900,000. 
Description of known earmarks: High 

Power Microwave (HPM) Technology : To en
sure stable and continued High Power Micro
wave (HPM) development, the Committee 
recommends an additional $900,000, providing 
$11 ,600,000 only for project 3152. 

Description of possible earmarks: Excimer 
Laser: The Committee recommends 
$22,000,000 only for the Excimer Laser Tech
nology Development Program. 
Civil and Environmental Engineering Tech-

nology (0603723F) (HAG Report P . 241) 

Total appropriated: $13,435,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $5,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$5,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: Spray 

Casting: The Committee recommends 
$5,000,000 only to continue development of 
production scale spray casting equipment. 
B-JB (0604226F) (HAG Report P. 241) 

Total appropriated: $126,543,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $33,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$33, ,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: Electronic 

Countermeasure (ECM) systems: The Commit
tee recommends $25,000,000 and directs that 
the ECM risk reduction effort involve no less 
than three candidate systems. 

Relative Targeting System/CPS-Aided Muni
tion (RTS!GAM): The Committee recommends 
$8,000,000 only for a Relative Targeting Sys
tem demonstration to determine if upgrad
ing the B-l 's radar will provide the capabil
ity to employ interim precision weapons. 
B- 2 Advanced Technology Bomber (0604240F) 

(HAG Report P. 242) 

Total appropriated: $838,497,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks:$. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $48,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$48,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: GPS

Aided Targeting System/GPS-aided Munition 
(GATS/GAM): The Committee recommends 
an additional $48,000,000 for GATS/GAM de
velopment effort. 
B-52 Squadrons (0101113F) (HAG Report P. 242) 

Total appropriated: $6,300,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $6,300,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$6,300,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $6,300,000 only to com
plete Have Lite technology development ef
forts , which will further reduce the unit cost 
of subsequent Have Nap missile procure
ment. 
KC- 135S (0401218F) (HAG Report P. 243) 

Total appropriated: $3,441,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $3,441,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$3,441,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $3,441 ,000 only to con
tinue the Improved Air Refueling System 
(IARS). 
Computer Resources Management Technology 

(0604740F) (HAG Report P. 246) 
Total appropriated: $16,137 ,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $9,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 

Total of known and possible earmarks: 
$9' 000 '000. 

Description of known earmarks: The Com
mittee recommends $16,137,000, an increase of 
$9,000,000 only for the Computer Resource 
Development Program (CARDS) . 
Threat Simulator Development (0604256F) (HAG 

Report P. 247) 
Total appropriated: $46,962,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $12,600,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$12,600,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $46,962,000, an increase of 
$12,600,000 only for the Real-Time Electro
magnetic Digitally Controlled Analyzer 
Processor (REDCAP) as proposed by the 
House Armed Services Committee. 
Threat Simulator Development (0604256F) (HAG 

Report P. 247) 
Total appropriated: $10,670,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $10,670,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$10,670,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee also recommends $10,670,000, the 
budget request, only for the Electronic Com
bat Integration Test (ECIT) facility at Ed
wards Air Force Base. 
Navigation/Radar/Sled Tract Test Support 

(0605708F) (HAC Report P. 248) 
Total appropriated: $31,813,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $3,500,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$3,500,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $31,813,000, an increase of 
$3,500,000 only to initiate Phase II, magnetic 
levitation prototyping and initial electro
magnetic propulsion design, for the High Ve
locity Sled Tract at Holloman Air Force 
Base. New Mexico. 
Medium Launch Vehicles (0305119F) (HAC Re-

port P. 248) 
Total appropriated: $41,336,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $41,336,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$41,336,000. 
Description of known earmarks: As dis

cussed elsewhere in this report under Space 
and Related Activities, the Committee has 
added a total of $37,000,000 for improvements 
to the space launch ground infrastructure. In 
order to ensure that this modernization 
keeps pace with deployment of the medium 
lift Spacelifter launch vehicle, it is directed 
that $15,000,000 be allocated to the Western 
Space Launch Facility and $22,000,000 to the 
Eastern Space Launch Facility. The Com
mittee stipulates that these funds are to be 
used solely to begin a long term ground in
frastructure modernization program at these 
two locations. As also discussed elsewhere in 
this report, the Committee has transferred a 
total of $16,336,000 to this program from the 
Reentry System Launch Program (0101213F). 
Finally, the Committee has included a re
duction. without prejudice, of $12,000,000 to 
reflect the probable delay in the requirement 
for the medium Launch Vehicle III program 
due to slippage in the availability of the 
Global Positioning System Block IIR pay
load. 
Titan Space Launch Vehicles (0305144F) (HAC 

Report P. 248) 
Total appropriated: $6,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $6,000,000. 
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Total of known and po~sible earmarks: 

$6,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: No funds 

are requested in the Titan Space Launch Ve
hicles program for the Centaur Processing 
Facility. The Committee recommends an in
crease of $6,000,000 solely for this required 
new facility. 
Manufacturing Technology Development 

(0708011F) (HAG Report P. 249) 

Total appropriated: $130,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $70,400,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $ . 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$70,400,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $130,000,000 for Manufac
turing Technology Development. This in
cludes: $60,000,000 only for the National Cen
ter for Manufacturing Sciences (NCMS); 
$7,200,000 only for the Computer-aided Acqui
sition and Logistics Support Technology 
Transfer (CATT) program within the Air 
Force Material Command tc enhance the ad
vanced logistic facility's ability to test and 
rapidly deploy Computer Aided Acquisition 
and Logistics Support (CALS) to the private 
sector and establish cooperative research 
and development agreements with area in
dustries and institutions through establish
ment of a test site for technology develop
ment at Oklahoma City Air Logistics center 
and authorization of a CATT Special Project 
Office (SPO); $2,000,000 only to continue the 
development of a ductile cast iron solidifica
tion/pattern definition simulation; and 
$1,200,000 only for Platform for the Auto
mated Construction of Intelligent Systems 
(PACIS). 

The balance of the funding shall be used 
for Air Force programs which were included 
in the RDT&E Defense-side appropriation re
quest for fiscal year 1994 budget request. 
University Research Initiatives (0601103D) (HAG 

Report P. 253) 
Total appropriated: $274,611,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $ 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $90,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$90,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $274,611,000, an in
crease of $32,000,000 as recommended by the 
House Armed Services Committee in its 1994 
bill. Within this amount: $55,000,000 in only 
for Augmentation Awards for Science and 
Education Training; and $20,000,000 is only 
for an Experimental Program to Stimulate 
Competitive Research (EPSCOR) in the De
partment of Defense. 
Focused Research Initiative (0601110D) (HAG 

Report P. 254) 
Total appropriated: $20,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $ 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $10,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$10,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends that within the 
amount provided, $10,000,000 is only for 
projects undertaken in conjunction with the 
National Medical Technology Testbed to pro
vide seed funds for developing products for 
defense technologies in health care, aimed at 
reducing health-case costs. 
Computing Systems and Communications Tech-

nology (0602301E) (HAG Report P. 254) 
Total appropriated: $272,789,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $11,700,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks:$ 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$11,700,000. 

Description of known earmarks: An in
crease of: $7,000,000 only for ASSET; and 
$4,700,000 only for development of non-seis
mic technology for nuclear non-prolifera
tion. 
Tactical Technology (0602702E) (HAG Report P. 

255) 

Total appropriated: $156,541,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $12,650,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $ . 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$12,650,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $156,541,000, an increase 
of $12,650,000 of which: $1,750,000 is only for an 
advanced landing system; $5,500,000 is only 
for metal-coated ceramic microsphere tech
nology for low observable applications; and 
$5,400,000 is only for the Speakeasy commu
nications project. 
Integrated Command and Control Technology 

(0602708E) (HAG Report P. 255) 

Total appropriated: $125,014,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $25,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: S . 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$25,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: Within 

this amount, $25,000,000 is only for part of a 
two year, $50,000,000 project to establish a 
pilot demonstration facility that will expe
dite the development of manufacturing tech
nology for active matrix liquid crystal dis
plays (AMLCDs). 
Materials and Electronics Technology 

(0602712E) (HAG Report P. 256) 

Total appropriated: $303,200,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $95,200,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $30,700,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$125,900,000. 
Description of known earmarks: This in

cludes increases only for the following pur
poses: $77,700,000 as recommended by the 
House Armed Services Committee in its 1994 
bill; $4,000,000 only for multi-chip modules; 
and $13,500,000 only for the California ORT A 
Foundation as the first increment in support 
of the Joint Casting Emission Reduction 
project, which is projected to be completed 
over a five year period for $40,000,000. 

Description of possible earmarks: $9,500,000 
only for infrared sensitive materials; 
$13,500,000 only for the Joint Casting Emis
sion Reduction Project; $5,000,000 is only to 
continue the coal utilization center; and 
$2,700,000 is only to establish a materials re
search program to address scientific ad
vances through cross-disciplinary activities 
and potential breakthroughs in the following 
areas including high performance materials, 
electro-optical materials, and catalysis. 
Defense Nuclear Agency (0602715H) (HAG Re-

port P. 257) 

Total appropriated: $238,388,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $3,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $8,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$11,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: An in

crease of $4,000,000 only for ongoing bio
environmen tal hazards research. 

Description of possible earmarks: An in
crease of: $3,000,000 only for the Nevada oper
ations office for evaluating and assisting the 
transfer of technologies developed at the Ne
vada Test Site to the private section, devel
opment of infrastructure to support future 
defense program needs at the Nevada Test 
Site, and environmental aspects of new or 
proposed projects seeking to locate at the 
Test Site; and $4,000,000 and directs the De-

fense Nuclear Agency to continue its ongo
ing high risk interdisciplinary bioenviron
mental hazards research into the health, en
gineering and basic science aspects of envi
ronmental problems of special interest to the 
Department. 
Ballistic Missile Defense (HAG Report P. 259) 

Total appropriated: $2,870,040,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $6,500,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $97,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$103,500,000. 
Description of known earmarks: $6,500,000 

of theater missile defense funds are only for 
the classified HA VE YAK program. 

Description of possible earmarks: 
$97 ,000,000 only for the ERINT missile and to 
require that the Defense Department execute 
the PAC-III missile acquisition strategy 
which it justified to the Congress during 
hearings this year. 
Experimental Evaluation of Major Innovative 

Technology (0603226E) (HAG Report P. 260) 
Total appropriated: $617,098,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $ . 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: S . 
Total of known and possible earmarks: $ 
Description of known earmarks: The Com-

mittee recommends the following increases: 
$50,000,000 for fuel cells; $28,900,000 for pro
grams transferred from the Ballistic Missile 
Defense Organization; $5,000,000 for gamma
gamma resonance imaging; Sl,000,000 for fire 
detection technology; and $1,000,000 for nu
clear waste monitoring. 

The Committee recommends increases 
only for the following purposes: $16,000,000 
for multi-function self aligned gate gallium 
arsenide wideband module development for 
shipboard radar and electronic warfare use; 
$6,000,000 only for critical technology valida
tion of the ASTOVL direct life concept; 
$3,000,000 is only for the Large Millimeter 
Telescope; $5,000,000 only for SELENE as rec
ommended by the House Armed Services 
Committee in its fiscal year 1994 report; and 
$4,000,000 only for unmanned undersea vehi
cle solid polymer fuel cells. 

Concerning fuel cells: $5,000,000 is only for 
phosphoric acid fuel cells to be managed in 
conjunction with the Army; $5,000,000 is only 
for proton exchange membrane fuel cells; 
$1,000,000 is only for monolithic solid oxide 
fuel cells; and $34,500,000 is only for carbon
ate based fuel cells. 
Strategic Environmental Research (0603716D) 

(HAG Report P. 262) 

Total appropriated: $67,958,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $61,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $ . 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$61,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: Within 

the amount provided: $5,000,000 is only for 
the Consortium for International Earth 
Science Informational Network; $2,200,000 is 
only for Global Acoustic Mapping of Ocean 
Temperatures; $7,500,000 is only for a plasma
disposal project at Fort Belvoir; $3,500,000 is 
only for the National Environmental Edu
cation and Training Center; $1,400,000 is only 
for a spectrometer air quality monitor; 
$100,000 is only for encapsulation of solid 
waste; $37 ,800,000 is for Phase I projects; and 
$3,500,000 be made available only to the Na
tional Environmental Education and Train
ing Center for research, planning and dem
onstration purposes of the Center. 
Computer Aided Logistics Support (0603736D) 

(HAG Report P. 263) 
Total appropriated: $23,224,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $ 
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Subtotal of possible earmarks: $12,800,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$12,800,000. . 
Description of possible earmarks: Within 

the amount provided: $2,800,000 is only for de
velopment of a GALS-compliant Standard
ized Project Description; $5,000,000 is only for 
the Defense Department to develop a plan 
that sets forth a clear articulation of vision, 
strategy, and tactics for implementation of 
the CALS program; and $5,000,000 only to ac
celerate the CALS program within the De
fense Department and United States indus
try. 
Manufacturing Technology (0603739E) (HAG Re-

port P. 263) 
Total appropriated: $342,340,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $47,543,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $ . 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$47 ,543,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $342,340,000, an increase 
of $42,743,000. This includes an increase of: 
$27 ,543,000 recommended by the House Armed 
Services Committee in its 1994 bill for ad
vanced lithography; 

Within the amount provided for advanced 
lithography: $2,200,000 is only for coronary 
angiography; and $3,000,000 is only for dual 
energy digital subtraction angiography; 
$20,000,000 only for a cost-shared, cooperative 
effort with industry to develop environ
mentally conscious manufacturing of elec
tronics systems based on an industry-devel
oped roadmap. 
Consolidated DOD Software Initiative 

(0603756D) (HAG Report P . 264). 
Total appropriated: $31,651,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $22,500,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: S . 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$22,500,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $31,651,000, an increase of 
$22,500,000 of which: $10,000,000 is only for the 
National Applied Software Engineering Cen
ter; $5,000,000 is only for the Software Man
agers' Network; and $7,500,000 is only for the 
Reuse Technology Adoption Program. 
Rocket Motor Demilitarization Program 

(0604704D) (HAG Report P. 264) 
Total appropriated: $27,267,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $2,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $13,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$15,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $27,267,000, an increase of 
$15,000,000 of which: $2,000,000 is only for 
projects at the Longhorn Army Ammunition 
Plant to include design, test, and process 
prove-out for demil/reclamation of rocket 
motor propellant and pyrotechnic material 
using cryofractured, high pressure wash out 
and air curtain destructors and other tech
nologies that are under development. 

Description of possible earmarks: The 
Committee recommends $27,267,000, an in
crease of $15,000,000 of which: $6,000,000 is 
only for disposal of energetic materials; and 
$7 ,000,000 is only for disposal of strategic 
missiles at the Nevada Test Site. 
DODICTC Joint GALS Initiative (HAG Report p. 

264) 
Total appropriated: $52,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $30,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $ . 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$30,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee directs that of the total fiscal year 

1994 CSRC program funds recommended: 
$30,000,000 is specifically earmarked only for 
the CSRC operated by CTC for the following 
tri-service initiatives: 

l. $4,000,000 for the establishment of a 
FCIM Tested Facility initiative in collabora
tion with the Department's Joint Center for 
FCIM; 

2. $2,000,000 for the establishment of a Col
laborative Application Protocol Develop
ment initiative in collaboration with the 
IGES/PDES Organization (IPO); 

3. $2,000,000 for the establishment of a Man
ufactured Product Data Standards initiative 
in collaboration with national industrial in
terest groups, such as, but not limited to, 
the Society of Manufacturing Engineers, 
American Foundrymen's Society, Society of 
Automotive Engineers, American National 
Standards Institute, National Machine Tool 
Builders Association and the National Com
puter Graphics Association; 

4. $3,000,000 for the establishment of CALS 
standards and technologies development, de
ployment, training and education linkage 
between the CSRC Program and the National 
Institute of Standards and Technology 
(NIST) Manufacturing Extension Partner
ships (MEPs) and the Centers of Excellence 
and the Army's Center for Optics and DOD's 
National Defense Center for Environmental 
Excellence (NDCEE) administered by the 
Army; 

5. $1,000,000 for the establishment at the 
CRS located in Orange, Texas of an Instruc
tional Technology Development initiative; 
and 

6. $18,000,000 for the establishment and con
tinued operation of additional CRSs to be op
erated by educational or other non-profit in
stitutions located in Oakland, California; St. 
Petersburg, Florida; Atlanta, Georgia; Hono
lulu, Hawaii; Portland, Maine; and Fair
mont, West Virginia. 

The Committee further directs that of the 
total fiscal year 1994 CSRC program funds 
recommended: $20,000,000 is specifically ear-

. marked only for the continued operation of 
the CRSs located in Palestine Texas; Orange, 
Texas; San Antonio, Texas; Dayton, Ohio; 
Cleveland, Ohio; and Fairfax, Virginia. 
Physical Security Equipment (0603228D) (HAG 

Report P. 267) 
Total appropriated: $30,676,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $ 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $10,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$10 '000' 000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $30,676,000, an in
crease of $10,000,000, as follows: $5,000,000 only 
for the development of the Mobile Detection 
Assessment Response System-Exterior 
(MDARS-E) physical security vehicle; and 
$5,000,000 only for a joint Security/Scout ve
hicle program. 
Joint Robotics Program (0603709D) (HAG Report 

P. 267) 
Total appropriated: $32,125,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $ 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $10,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$10,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: 

$10,000,000 is only for development of an un
manned scout vehicle and technology that 
supports its development. 
Advanced Sensor Applications Program 

(0603714D) (HAG Report P. 267) 
Total appropriated: $39,919,000. 
Subtotal of known ea.rmarks: $ 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $13,999,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$13,999,000. 

Description of possible earmarks: The 
Committee recommends $39,919,000, an in
crease of $13,999,000 to consolidate non-acous
tic anti-submarine warfare programs by 
transferring funds from the Navy. 
AIM-9 Consolidated Programs (0603715D) (HAG 

Report P. 267) 
Total appropriated: $43,480,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $ . 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $33,887,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$33,887,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $43,480,000, an in
crease of $33,887,000 to consolidate AIM-9 
missile programs by transferring funds from 
the Air Force. 
Mobile Office Shore Basing (0604705D) (HAG Re-

port P. 268) 
Total appropriated: $24,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $ 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $24,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$24,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The De

partment did not request funds to continue 
the Congressional initiative begun last year 
to examine the feasibility of mobile off shore 
basing for military operations. The Commit
tee recommends $24,000,000. 
Defense Support Activities (0605798S) (HAG Re-

port P. 269) 
Total appropriated: $45,561 ,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $3,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $30,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$33,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $45,561 ,000, an increase of 
$33,000,000. Within this amount: $3,000,000 is 
only for shipbreaking technology as rec
ommended by the House Armed Services 
Committee in its 1994 bill. 

Description of possible earmarks: An addi
tional $30,000,000 is only for the following 
CLAS activities of the Defense Logistics 
Agency: developing software cost estimation 
models for object-oriented development envi
ronments, establishing proactive quality en
gineering, providing support of concurrent 
engineering-based business practices, devel
oping a personal computer based logistics 
data server, provided benefits analysis plan
ning tools, developing a CALS expert or rule
based system for management of consumable 
items, developing a CALS-compliant digital 
manifest record applicable to container ship
ments, developing a GALS-compliant auto
mated office , developing a CALS-compliant 
ICP aviation component rework parts usage 
information system, researching and analyz
ing the use of CALS-compliant emerging 
controls and technologies to enhance pro
curement leadtimes and efficiencies, devel
oping a system for utilizing mass storage in 
optical discs, and converting to a digital pro
duction imaging control system versus a 
manual work distribution and control sys
tem. Funds are also provided for the Defense 
Commissary Agency to develop an optical 
scanning and archiving capability. 
Manufacturing Technology Development (HAG 

Report P. 270) 
Total appropriated: $45,300,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $45,300,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: S . 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$45,300,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $45,300,000 for manufac
turing technology. Within this amount: 
$2,800,000 is only for the combat rations man
ufacturing technology demonstration 
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(CRAMTD); $7,500,000 is only for generalized 
emulation of microcircuits; $10,000,000 is only 
for military sewn products; $15,000,000 is only 
for metalcasting as recommended by the 
House Armed Services Committee in its 1994 
bill; and $10,000,000 is only for machine tools 
also as recommended by the House Armed 
Services Committee. 
Electric Vehicle Technology (HAG Report P. 

270) 
Total appropriated: $50,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $25,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$25,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: Within 

this amount: $5,000,000 is only for the electric 
vehicle program at McClellan AFB; $5,000,000 
is only for an agile manufacturing project in 
advanced transportation systems (including 
electric vehicles) in Los Angeles, California; 
$5,000,000 is only for the non-profit California 
Hybrid Electric Vehicle Consortium for de
velopment of hybrid electric vehicles; and 
$10,000,000 is only for the non-profit organiza
tion Concurrent Technologies Corporation to 
establish and operate the Mid Atlantic Re
gional Consortium for Advanced Vehicles. 
Natural Gas Vehicles (HAG Report P . 271) 

Total appropriated: $25,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $25,000,000. 
Total of known and .possible earmarks: 

$25,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $25,000,000 to con
tinue the Congressional initiative begun last 
year. Within this amount: $10,000,000 is only 
for R&D on vehicles; and $15,000,000 is only 
for conversion and infrastructure demonstra
tion. 
Earth Conservancy (HAG Report P. 271) 

Total appropriated: $40,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $40,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$40,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: The Com

mittee recommends $40,000,000 to continue 
the Earth Conservancy initiative begun by 
Congress last year. 
Space Launch Vehicles (HAG Report P. 271) 

Total appropriated: $50,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $40,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $10,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$50,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: Of the 

total amount provided, at least $40,000,000 
must be allocated for a long-term effort to 
produce an unmanned single-stage-to-orbit 
prototype launch vehicle. These funds may 
only be used for a competitive effort. 

Description of possible earmarks: The re
maining $10,000,000 shall be used for addi
tional research on such launch technologies 
as hybrid rocket motors and parafoils. 
Special Operations Advanced Technology Devel-

opment (HAG Report P. 272) 
Special Operations Special Technology: 
Total appropriated: $4,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $4,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$4,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends an additional 
$4,000,000 for designing and developing proto
type systems to enhance Civil Affairs and 
Psychological Operations (Psyops) activities 
associated with Special Operations Forces 
humanitarian , civil assistance, and combat 
mission. 

Special Operations Advanced Technology Devel
opment (HAG Report P. 272) 

Explosive Ordnance Disposal for Low In-
tensity Conflict: 

Total appropriated: $2,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $2,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$2,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: An addi

tional $2,000,000 has been provided to ensure 
that prototypes that address mine and 
unexploded ordnance requirements continue 
to be developed at an acceptable rate. 
Special Operations Forces (HAG Report P . 272) 

IntraFormation Positioning System 
(!FPS): 

Total appropriated: $15,500,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $15,500,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$15,500,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $15,500,000 to con
tinue the development of the IFPS. 
Special Operations Tactical Systems Develop-

ment (HAG Report P. 272) 
"Quiet Knight": 
Total appropriated: $6,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $6,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$6,000,000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee recommends $6,000,000 to con
tinue with Phase III of the Quiet Knight 
Technical Demonstration program and to 
initiate transition of successfully dem
onstrated subsystems into Engineering & 
Manufacturing Development of the Special 
Operations aircraft fleet. 
Special Operations Tactical Systems Develop-

ment (HAG Report p. 272) 
CV-22: 
Total appropriated: $20,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $. 
Subtotal of known and possible earmarks: 

$20' 000' 000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$20' 000. 000. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Committee has added an additional 
$20,000,000 for the CV- 22 program. 

INITIAL REVIEW OF EARMARKS IN HAC FY 1994 
DEFENSE APPROPRIATIONS TITLES V-VI-VII
VIII 

TITLE V-REVOLVING FUNDS 
No earmarks. 

TITLE VI 
Defense Heal th Program 

Of total appropriation of $9.645 billion, 
"such funds as necessary shall be used for 
the continuation of the cooperative program 
model being established at Madigan Medical 
Center for severely disordered students" 
(Bill p. 47, no report language) 

"From these funds the Army is directed to 
maintain the existing level of services at the 
Tobyhanna Army Depot. The Army is spe
cifically directed not to reduce the personnel 
staffing levels * * *. (Report p. 282, no bill 
language) 

"The Committee directs that the Army 
maintain a pharmacy operation at the Rich
mond Blue Grass Army Depot, Richmond, 
Kentucky, until a mail service pharmacy 
program has been implemented in Ken
tucky". (Report p. 283, no bill language) 

$1.5 million " to compensate William Beau
mont" Army Medical Center for non-com-

pensated emergency care for indigents. (Re
port p. 284, no bill language) 

$1 million " to establish a collaborative 
program-the "Violence and Brain 
Project"." Possible earmark, report p. 285, 
no bill language. 

$3 million "to purchase bandwidth time on 
a network in the State of Washington to 
allow the sending of medical imaging" . Re
port p. 288, no bill language. 

$3.5 million "to exploit defense nuclear 
weapon-derived technology for breast cancer 
early detection. . . The Committee directs 
the development . . . of a prototype . . . sys
tem in a clinical setting at the Brooke Army 
Medical Center in San Antonio, Texas" Re
port p. 289, no bill language (possible ear
mark, Simon didn't say "only at"). 

Drug Interdiction 
Of total appropriation of $757.8 million: 
"not less than $5,900,000 shall be available 

only for the Gulf States Counter-Narcotics 
Initiative" . (Bill p. 48, report p. 294) 

$2 million "for the Multi-jurisdictional 
task force training program begun in fiscal 
year 1992 .. . available only for the Florida 
National Guard". Report p. 295, no bill lan
guage. 

Directs DoD "to work with the Lake Coun
ty Task Force ... in northwest Indiana, to 
identify potential surplus military equip
ment ... that can be provided to the task 
force." Report p. 296, no bill language. 

$1.1 million "for the establishment of a Po
lice Research Institute as a collaborative ef
fort between the Department of Defense and 
a Texas criminal justice center with a State 
legislative mandate to assist State and local 
law enforcement agencies to develop anti
crime strategies." Report p. 296, no bill lan
guage. 

TITLE VII-NFIP 
No earmarks. 

TITLE VIII-GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Sec. 8025/bill p. 65 " the Department shall 

modify a currently operating CHAMPUS 
service contract to include an at-risk man
aged heal th care provision, to provide serv
ices not later than 90 days after enactment 
of this Act, in the area of Homestead Air 
Force Base". 

Sec. 8026/bill p. 67, "Funds appropriated or 
made available in this Act shall be obligated 
and expended to continue to fully utilize the 
facilities at the United States Army Engi
neer's Waterways Experiment Station." 

Sec. 8028/bill p. 69 " Of the funds appro
priated to the Army, $217,600,000 shall be 
available only for the Reserve Component 
Automation System (RCAS): Provided, That 
none of these funds can be expended-(1) ex
cept as approved by the Chief of the National 
Guard Bureau" etc, etc as in past years. 

Sec. 8053/bill p. 85 "None of the funds ap
propriated or made available in this Act 
shall be used to reduce or disestablish the 
operation of the 815th Weather Squadron of 
the Air Force Reserve." 

Sec. 8056/bill pp. 86-87. "There is estab
lished, under the direction and control of the 
Attorney General, the National Drug Intel
ligence Center ... funding . . shall be provided 
from the funds appropriated to the Depart
ment of Defense" . 

Sec. 8070/bill p. 95-97 $6.5 million " shall be 
available only to execute the cleanup of un
controlled hazardous waste contamination 
affecting the Sale Parcel at Hamilton Air 
Force Base, in Novato , in the State of Cali
fornia". This section goes on to direct a re
fund of a $4.5 million deposit if the purchaser 
withdraws from all or a portion of the sale, 
and further directs that any portion of the 
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land not purchased "shall be sold to the City 
of Novato, in the State of California, for the 
sum of One Dollar" . 

Sec. 8088/bill p. 103 " None of the funds ap
propriated by this Act may be used to relo
cate the 116th Fighter Wing of the Air Na
tional Guard from Dobbins Air Reserve Base 
to Robins Air Force Base, or to convert that 
wing from F- 15A aircraft to B-lB aircraft. " 

Sec. 8091/bill p. 105 " Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, not less than $750,000 
of the funds appropriated [for O&M Army] 
. . . shall be made available until expended 
to conduct a demonstration program involv
ing the Army Senior Officers ' Training Corps 
battalion at Indiana-University-Northwest 
and Army Junior Reserve Officers' Training 
Corps units near the University. The purpose 
of this program shall be to encourage minor
ity students in the secondary educational in
stitutions to continue their education" . 

Sec. 8118/bill p. 116 " In addition to amounts 
appropriated elsewhere in this Act, $200,000 
shall be available only for settlement of 
claims and interest thereon, associated with 
contract numbered N62474-86-C--0253 for con
struction of a multipurpose range complex at 
the Marine Corps Air Ground Combat Center 
in Twentynine Palms, California" (possible 
private relief, claims they are following GAO 
recommendation) . 

Sec. 8120, bill p. 117 " The Secretary of the 
Navy shall carry out the establishment of 
the Marine Warfare Center of Excellence at 
the naval station at Ingleside, Texas." 

TITLE II- PROCUREMENT 

REALLY BAD 

Aircraft Carrier Replacement Program (HAC 
report p. 142; bill p . 27). 

Total appropriated: $1,000,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $1 ,000,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $0. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$1,000,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: 
Allocate $1,000,000,000, to start CVN-76, 

which shall not be available for obligation or 
expenditure until September 30, 1994. Lobby
ists are claiming $200-300 million savings 
from funding the ship a year early, but mak
ing funds available for only one day in FY 94 
differs little from having FY 95 funding. 

Description of possible earmarks: None. 
Prior Year Programs (HAC report p. 144). 
Total appropriated: $127,000,000,000 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $127,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $0 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$127 ,000,000 
Description of known earmarks: 
The HAC set aside $127,000,000 only for cost 

growth in the prior year shipbuilding pro
grams, all unrequested by the Navy. This 
sounds very much like what the HAC did for 
Tampa Shipbuilding and Bethlehem Steel 
(Sparrows Point) Shipyard last year. 

LSD-41 amphibious ships (Avondale , New 
Orleans). 

MHC- 51 mine countermeasures ships in the 
FY 89 and FY 90 programs (Probably for 
Avondale, although Intermarine [Savannah, 
GA] and Avondale [Gulfport, MS] each have 
one MHC-51 funded in FY 89 and FY 90). 

TA0-187 program in FY 87 (Avondale, New 
Orleans; these 2 ships have already deliv
ered) . 

AO Jumbo conversion program (Avondale, 
New Orleans; these 5 ships have all deliv
ered). 

Patrol Coastal program (Bollinger Machine, 
Lockport, LA) All of these 13 ships were 
added to the FY 89-91 budgets by the Appro
priators in the first place . Not a single ship 
was requested by the Navy. 

Description of possible earmarks: None . 
Have Nap (HAC report p. 168). 
Total appropriated: $10,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $10,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $0 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$10,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: Air Force 

has bought all of the Have Nap missiles that 
they need. Nevertheless, HAC added 
$10,000,000 to continue production of this 
missile and avoid a production break . 

Description of possible earmarks: None. 
BAD 

C-21 A Aircraft (HAC report p. 106). 
Total appropriated: $22,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $22,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: SO. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$22. 000. 000. 
Description of known earmarks: $22,000,000 

to buy 4 operational support aircraft for the 
Army. 

Description of possible earmarks: None. 
Oceanographic Research Vessels (HAC report 

p. 144, bill p. 28) . 
Total appropriated: $110,049,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $0. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $62,500,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$62,500,000. 
Description of known earmarks: None. 
Description of possible earmarks: The 

Navy had planned to competitively award 
T AGs-£3 in FY 94 and T AGs-£4 in FY 96. 
These are the last two of the T AGs-£0 ocean 
survey class of ships. The HAC does not add 
funds, but allows the Navy to award these 
two ships as options to earlier T AGs-£0 con
tracts. These earlier ships are being built by 
Halter Marine in Louisiana. 

C-130 (HAC bill p. 32, report p. 162). 
Total appropriated: $73,794,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $20,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $0. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$20,000,000. ' 
Description of known earmarks: Not less 

than $20,000,000 shall be made available only 
for the C-130J aircraft. 

Description of possible earmarks: None. 
DON'T KNOW YET 

Natural Gas Utilization Equipment (HAC 
Report p. 102) 

Total appropriated: $48,000,000 ($16M each 
for the Army, Navy and Air Force) . 

Subtotal of known earmarks: $0. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $48,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$48,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: None . 
Description of possible earmarks. Of the 

$16 million in each service: $10,000,000 for NDI 
200 kilowatt phosphoric acid natural gas fuel 
cells currently in production in the United 
States; $6,000,000 for absorption, engine-driv
en , and desiccant natural gas cooling equip
ment. Of this total, $2,000,000 is specifically 
for demonstrating equipment based on newly 
developed domestic, gas-fired heat pump 
technology . 

Launcher Rail Chaff Dispenser. (HAC Re-
port p. 103) 

Total appropriated: $12,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $0. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $12,000.000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$12,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: None . 
Description of possible earmarks: $8,000.000 

for buying LAU- 138/A launcher rail cha ff dis
penser (LRCD) systems; $2,500,000 for chaff 
for the LRCD; Sl.500,000 for R&D to adapt the 

LRCD system to other Navy and Marine 
Corps aircraft. 

Stinger. (HAC report p. 109) 
Total appropriated: $33,356,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $25,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: SO. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$25,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: Add 300 

Stinger missiles to Army procurement. 
Description of possible earmarks: None. 
Conventional Ammunition Demilitariza-

tion. (HAC report p . 121) 
Total appropriated: $ . 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $3,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $0. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$3,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: Spend at 

least $3,000,00 to continue the Iowa Army 
Ammunition Plant demilitarization upgrade 
program. 

Description of possible earmarks: None. 
AN/SPS-48 Radar. (HAC report p. 150) 
Total appropriated: $23,018,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $0. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $14,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$14,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: None . 
Description of possible earmarks: 

$10,000,000 added only for purchase of pulse 
doppler radar modifications kits for amphib
ious ships and carriers; $4,000,000 added only 
for providing an interface between these up
graded radars and the RAM and CIWS weap
ons systems. 

AN/SQR-18 Towed Array Sonar. (HAC re-
port p. 151) 

Total appropriated: $10,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $10,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: SO. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$10,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: Add 

$10,000,000 to buy two pre-production AN/ 
SQR- 18 (V)3 sonar arrays. No funds were re
quested. 

Description of possible earmarks: None. 
Navy Tactical Data Systems. (HAC report 

p. 151) 
Total appropriated: $24 ,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $0. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $24,000,000. 
Total of know and possible earmarks: 

$24,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: None. 
Description of possible earmarks: HAC des

ignates $24,000,000 only for procuring com
mercial emulator display systems as sub
stitutes for MILSPEC equipment at land
based training and development sites. There 
may be only one " commercial" emulator dis
play system manufacturer that will qualify 
for this funding. 

Tactical Flag Command Center. (HAC re-
port p. 152) 

Total appropriated: $42,787 ,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: SO. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $9,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$9,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: None . 
Description of possible earmarks: HAC 

adds $9,000,000 only for shipboard display 
emulator suites. There may be only one 
" commercial" emulator display system man
ufacturer that will qualify for this funding. 

Tarter Support Equipment. (HAC report p . 
153) 

Total appropriated: $31.872.000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $0. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $10,000.000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$10,000,000. 
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Description of known earmarks: None. 
Description of possible earmarks: Add 

$10,000,000 for continuous wave and track 
(CWAT) radars for the MK 74 Tartar missile 
fire control system. All but six of the ships 
that have this weapons systems are sched
uled for retirement (two nuclear cruisers and 
four DDG-993s) at the next overhaul point. 

Computer Acquisition Program. (RAC bill 
p. 30; report p. 154) · 

Total appropriated: $58,181,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $0. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $20,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$20,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: None. 
Description of possible earmarks: Not less 

than $20,000,000 shall be obligated for ADP 
equipment and software for the Defense Ac
counting Office and Naval Computer and 
Telecommunications Station, New Orleans; 
the Enlisted Personnel Management Center; 
and the Naval Reserve Personnel Center. 

Automatic Building Machines. (RAC report 
p. 158) 

Total appropriated; $2,500,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $0. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $2,500,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$2,500,000. 
Description of known earmarks: None. 
Description of possible earmarks: No de

scription provided-searching for more infor
mation . 

C-130 Modifications. (RAC report p. 165) 
Total appropriated: $149,085,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $8,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $0. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$8,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: $8,000,000 

designated for upgrades to the Compass Call 
mission training system. 

Description of possible earmarks: None. 
Air Traffic Control/Landing Systems. (RAC 

report p. 173) 
Total appropriated: $14,955,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $1,500,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $0. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$1,500,000. 
Description of known earmarks: RAC 

added $1 ,500,000 to install a full instrumented 
landing system at Richard B. Russell Airport 
in Rome, GA. 

Description of the possible earmarks: None 
Procurement, Defense Agencies. (RAC bill 

p. 34) -
Total appropriated: $1,556,344,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $0. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $0. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: $0. 
Description of known earmarks: None. 
Description of possible earmarks: High 

Performance Computer Modernization Funds 
may be used only for (1) executing existing 
upgrade options of installed equipment that 
is not technically current, or (2) competitive 
acquisition of •·architecturally stable, fully 
user-operational, compatible super comput
ers possessing essentially stable system soft
ware. which have been successfully dem
onstrated using statistically valid samples of 
the current workload of the laboratories in 
question without substantive reprogram
ming or program conversion ." 

National Guard and Reserve Equipment. 
(RAC report p . 180) 

Total appropriated: $1,178,100.000. (Of this 
amount. $446.000,000 in C-130 adds treated 
elsewhere) 

Subtotal of known earmarks: $393,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $324,100,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$717,100.000. 

Description of known earmarks: (all Serv
ices): 
PLS/HEMTT Trucks ......... . 
HETS Trucks .......... ......... .. 
D-9 Bulldozer ... ....... ......... .. 
M-9 Armored Combat 

Earthmover ............. .... .. . 
P- 3 Upgrades ....... ............. . 
MIUW Vans (DRS) .... .... .. .. . 
AN/SQQ-Tl Trainer (DRS) 
AH-lW Cobra Helicopters 

(6) . ... . . .. . ... .. ..... ..... .... . ..... . 
Firearms Training Sys-

tems .. .. .. .. .. ...... ....... ..... .. . . 
SINCGARS Radios ........ ... .. 
Descrjption of possible ear-

marks: 
External Fuel Tanks ....... .. 
Tug Boats (USAR) .......... .. . 
Automatic Building Ma-

chines ...... .. .................... . 
Medium Tactical Truck 

SLEP .. ... .. ... .......... ......... . 
KC-135 Radar Upgrade .... .. . 
ALR-{)7 (V) 2 ... ....... .... ...... . . 
C-9 Mods ... .... ...... ....... .. .... . . 
C-130 Simulator .......... .. .... . 
C-47 Simulator ................ .. 
C-47 F ADEC Upgrade .. ..... . . 
Moving Target Simulator · 
IFTE Test Equipment ...... . 
Night Vision Devices ....... .. 
AN/PSG-7 Digital Data 

Sets ................... .... ... ..... . 
LOCAS ......... ........ ............. . 
APX-109 .... ...... ... ..... ..... ..... . 
MCEITASCI P3I ............... .. 
TACS ARM Decoys ........... . 

$47 ,000,000 
36,000,000 
15,000,000 

50,000,000 
30,000,000 
21,000,000 
11,000,000 

78,000,000 

30,000,000 
75,000,000 

7,500,000 
25,000,000 

10,000,000 

50,000,000 
15,000,000 
15,000,000 
25,000,000 
23,000,000 
15,000,000 
9,600,000 
5,000,000 

10,000,000 
35,000,000 

9,700,000 
1,800,000 
7,400,000 

17,900,000 
42,200,000 

AUTHORIZED EARMARKS 

AH-64 Helicopter (RAC report p. 106) 
Total appropriated: $386,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $368,430,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $0. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$368,430,000. 
Description of known earmarks: 

$368,430,000 to buy 24 unrequested AH-64 
Apache helicopters. SASC bill would add 
$160,000,000 to keep production going. 

Description of possible earmarks: None. 
AHIP (HAC report p. 108) 
Total appropriated: $216,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $216,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $0. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$216,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: Add 36 

AHIP modifications to the Army budget. 
None were requested. Authorized by the 
HASC. 

Description of possible earmarks: None . 
TOW II. (RAC report p. 110) 
Total appropriated: $82,282,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $57,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $0. 
Total of k11own and possible earmarks : 

$57,000.000. 
Description of known earmarks: Add 

money to the Army to buy 2.000 TOW IIB 
missiles. SACS added $40,000,000 to protect 
production base. 

Description of possible earmarks: None. 
M LRS. (RAC r eport p. 110) 
Total appropriated: $80,101,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $70,300.000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $0. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$70,300.000. 
Description of known earmarks: Add 12.000 

MLRS rockets to Army procurem ent. SASC 
added $60 ,000.000 to protect production base. 

Description of possible earmarks: None . 
Improved Tactical Air Launched Decoy. (HAC 

r eport p. 139) 

Total appropriated: $15,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $15,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $0. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$15,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: Add 

money to continue production of this sys
tem. $10,000,000 authorized by the HASC. 

Description of possible earmarks: None. 
Standard Boats (RAC report p. 150) 
Total appropriated: $14,350,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $0. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $5,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$5. 000. 000. 
Description of known earmarks: None. 
Description of known earmarks: $5,000,000 

added for the purchase of U.S. -built, totally 
enclosed survival systems. A similar add was 
authorized last year. 

Submarine Pump Retrofit Kits (HAC re-
port p. 149) 

Total appropriated: $1,000,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $0. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $1,000,000. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$1 ,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: None . 
Description of possible earmarks: RAC di

rects purchase of 10 retrofit kits as a means 
of " protecting the industrial base." I under
stand that this is for work done in Mr. Hef
ner's district. 

Single Channel Ground and Air Radio Sys-
tem (RAC report p. 158) 

Total appropriated: $59,837 ,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $10,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $0. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$10,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: $10,000,000 

added to provide a " level procurement pro
gram." Authorized by the HASC. 

Description of possible earmarks: None. 
C-135 Modifications (RAC report p. 165) 
Total appropriated: $203,143,000. 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $160,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $0. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$160,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: 

$160,000,000 to re-engine KC-135E tankers to 
the KC-135R configuration. Authorized by 
the HASC. 

Description of possible earmarks: None. 
Remotely Piloted Vehicles (RAC report p. 

178) 
Total appropriated: $88.300,000. 
Subt0tal of known earmarks: $19,000,000. 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $0. 
Total of known and possible earmarks: 

$19,000,000. 
Description of known earmarks: RAC 

added $19,000,000 to improve the system read
iness levels of the Pioneer unmanned aerial 
vehicle program. (SASC report adds 
$15,000.000 for this purpose). 

Description of possible earmarks: None. 
C-130 Aircraft (RAC report p. 181) 
Total appropriated: $ 
Subtotal of known earmarks: $ 
Subtotal of possible earmarks: $ 
Total of known and possible earmarks: $ 
Description of known earmarks: 

$446,000,000 for 14 C-130 aircraft for all serv
ices. SASC authorized $250,000,000 for eight 
Air National Guard aircraft. 

Description of possible earmarks: None. 

Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, this 
is a disservice to American taxpayers 
but, more importantly, it is a disserv
ice to men and women in uniform 
whose careers are being terminated 
prematurely because the Department 
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of Defense does not have the dollars to 
pay their salaries. 

The Congress should get its priorities 
straight. However, I am happy to say 
the Senate appropriators seem to have 
moderated the district spending spree 
initiated by the House. Although I 
have not yet compiled a complete list 
of earmarks in the bill before the Sen
ate today, it appears that most of the 
egregious programs included in the 
House bill have been deleted in the 
Senate Appropriations Committee ver
sion. 

For example, this bill provides fund
ing for the Guard and Reserve compo
nents for miscellaneous equipment and 
modernization programs, leaving to the 
discretion of the Guard Bureau and the 
chiefs of the Reserve components to 
prioritize among their competing 
needs. I applaud this approach to fund
ing Guard and Reserve modernization, 
which is essentially the same approach 
taken by the Senate Armed Services 
Committee in the Defense authoriza
tion bill now in conference. 

I am pleased to say most earmarks of 
defense conversion and medical re
search funds have also been removed. 
Again, I congratulate my colleagues, 
the distinguished chairman, Senator 
INOUYE, of Hawaii, and the ranking Re
publican, Senator STEVENS, of Alaska. 
I congratulate them for their relative 
restraint. 

However, I note with extreme dismay 
that the Senate Appropriations Com
mittee has reported to this body a bill 
which includes over $6.23 billion in ap
propriations for programs for which 
there is no authorization in the Senate 
version of the 1994 defense authoriza
tion bill. Inasmuch as the authoriza
tion bill is still in conference, I trust 
that the appropriators will work with 
the conferees on the authorization bill 
to ensure the appropriations bill con
forms to the limits set in the author
ization conference report. 

Madam President, there are, in addi
tion, objectionable provisions in this 
bill which clearly earmark dollars for 
special interest projects. Again, I will 
stress that these projects may have 
merit, but I firmly believe that funding 
decisions based on competitive bidding 
and independent evaluation are the 
only means to ensure that the Amer
ican taxpayers' dollars are spent for 
the highest priority projects. 

Let me take a moment to point out a 
few examples of earmarks which are in
cluded in this appropriations bill: $5 
million is earmarked for a Center of 
Excellence for Research in Ocean 
Sciences. I do not know where this cen
ter is located, but neither do I know 
what benefit will accrue to this Na
tion's defense from this grant. 

Again, it was a $5 million earmark 
for a Center of Excellence for Research 
in Ocean Sciences; $1.5 million of de
fense dollars are directed to be spent to 
purchase an LCU ship converted to a 

commercial cargo vessel and then deed
ed to the Government of American 
Samoa. Where is the defense require
ment from this appropriation? 

Two higher education systems in two 
separate States will share nearly $9 
million under a provision in the bill 
which directs the establishment of an 
international job training program at 
one college and a mathematics teach
ers' leadership project at the other col
lege. These sound like very worthy pro
grams. I do not know how, in your 
wildest imagination, you can connect 
them with national defense. These may 
not be the best institutions at which 
such programs should be conducted. 
Only competitive bidding can deter
mine the answer. 

So $2.5 million is set aside to fund a 
joint Air Force-Navy Auroral Research 
Program, for which there is no request 
and no authorization. The dollars ear
marked for these and other programs 
like them are dollars taken away from 
identified higher priority military re
quirements of the Department of De
fense. They are dollars taken away 
from programs which directly support 
the training and welfare of our active
duty military personnel. 

These special interest programs are 
not free. Their cost is the continued 
degradation of the readiness of our 
military forces at a time of continuing 
instability in the world. 

Again, this year we are allowing the 
administration to fund foreign aid out 
of the defense budget. This bill con
tains more than $400 million for aid to 
the former Soviet Union, making the 
total provided under the Nunn-Lugar 
program approximately $1.2 billion. At 
the same time, knowledgeable experts 
warn of the continued modernization of 
Soviet strategic nuclear forces and the 
development of a new SS-25-type ICBM 
in the former Soviet Union, made pos
sible by the influx of United States dol
lars to ease the domestic economy cri
sis in Russia. 

I understand the distinguished rank
ing Republican member of the Defense 
Appropriations Subcommittee intends 
to offer an amendment to condition aid 
to the former Soviet Union on assur
ances that this ICBM modernization 
program has been discontinued. 

We are also continuing to fund hu
manitarian assistance programs, sup
port for the National Oceanic and At
mospheric Administration, equipment 
for the Coast Guard, security support 
for the World Cup and summer Olympic 
sporting events, all out of a shrinking 
Defense budget. We have to draw the 
line at some point in time. I think that 
line should be drawn now. 

It is time we looked around and real
ized what we are really doing here 
today. It is time we realized where lob
bying, special interests, and narrow 
constituent concerns have brought us. 
If we continue this pattern of waste, we 
are the enemy and we will be respon-

sible for our Nation's inability to de
fend our interests in the future. 

Madam President, I want to empha
size again about this myriad of projects 
that are unauthorized, unappropriated, 
and suddenly pop up as a result of an 
appropriations conference. Some of 
them may be worthwhile. A few of 
them may be in our vital national se
curity interests. But what has hap
pened to the process that allows the 
other 90 or 85-however many Members 
in this body who are not appropriators, 
who are not in the appropriations con
ference-the opportunity to make an 
input into the process? 

I repeat again, I did not come here to 
vote on a 200-some-billion-dollar De
fense appropriations bill, yes or no. As 
a member of the Senate Armed Serv
ices Committee, I have a right to know 
why billions of dollars-why $29 billion 
over 4 years was appropriated without 
being authorized; why certain billions 
of dollars were not only not appro
priated but inserted in the Defense ap
propriations conference. 

It should stop. There cannot be very 
many compelling national security re
quirements that call for a process 
where in a conference, closed to most 
Members of Congress, multibillion-dol
lar appropriations are made upon 
which Members of this body have only 
a yes or no vote. That is wrong. It has 
to be fixed. 

I say, Madam President, what does 
fix it is a line-item veto, a point of 
order against unauthorized appropria
tions in the earmarking-in the ear
marking. Why not try just once an 
open conference? Why not try an open 
conference where the press and the 
American people can see how their 
Government works? Would it be so dev- / 
astating if we had an open conference? 
I do not think so. I would like to see 
one tried. 

I ask unanimous consent, Madam 
President, that the CRS report I men
tioned earlier be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the report 
was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
CONGRESSIONAL RESEARCH SERVICE, 

THE LIBRARY OF CONGRESS, 
Washington, DC. 

To: Hon. John McCain. 
From: Stephen Daggett. Specialist in Na

tional Defense and Keith Berner, Con
sultant in National Defense, Foreign Af
fairs and National Defense Division. 

Subject: Requested Data on Congressional 
Additions to Annual DOD Budget Re
quests and Congressional " Earmarking" 
of Defense Funds . 

This memo is in response to your request 
for data concerning (1) congressional addi
tions to annual Department of Defense budg
et requests and (2) congressional "earmark
ing" of defense funds. It is comprised of two 
sets of tables for each of the four fiscal years 
from FY1990 through FY1993. One set of ta
bles for each year identifies all line items for 
which Congress provided a larger amount in 
either defense authorization or defense ap
propriations bills than was requested or for 
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which the final amount appropriated exceeds 
the amount specifically authorized. These 
tables are entitled "FY19XX Congressional 
Additions to DOD Requests." A second set of 
tables identifies all language in annual De
partment of Defense Appropriations Acts 
that specifically allocates funds to particu
lar projects or locations. These tables are en
titled "Provisions in FY19XX Defense Appro
priations Acts Specifying Funding by 
Project or Location." 

CRS is providing this information as a 
data base for further analysis. In making use 
of this material, you should be aware of cer
tain limitations of the data and of some of 
the issues that may arise in interpreting the 
information. 

LIMITATIONS OF THE DATA 

The first set of tables is based on data that 
the Department of Defense provided to CRS 
showing all congressional changes to DOD 
budget requests in annual defense authoriza
tion and appropriations legislation. 1 CRS 
then merged the data on authorization and 
appropriations and selected items meeting 
one or more of three criteria: (1) the final au
thorization amount exceeds the budget re
quest; (2) the final appropriation amount ex
ceeds the budget request; or (3) the final ap
propriation amount exceeds the final author
ization amount. The tables indicate which of 
these criteria each line item fulfills. 

In some cases CRS eliminated items from 
the analysis if it was clear that the amount 
that appeared to be added was instead simply 
reallocated from one budget account to an
other. For example, the FY1993 defense au
thorization act includes funds for real prop
erty maintenance (RPM) in individual Army, 
Navy, and Air Force operation and mainte
nance accounts. Appropriations bills, how
ever, provide these funds in a separate RPM 
account for all services combined. CRS 
therefore eliminated the RPM lines, since 
they did not appear to represent an addition 
to the request. We did the same for some 
other programs. There may remain, however. 
instances in which we were unable to iden
tify shifts of funds from one account to an
other. 

In other cases, different versions of defense 
bills may provide funding for the same pro
gram under different names and with dif
ferent identifying line numbers. In obvious 
instances where this occurred within a given 
appropriation account, we combined such 
items into a single line, though some count
ing errors may well remain. In some cases, 
however, authorization bills provide funding 
in one account while appropriation bills pro
vide funding for an identical item in a dif
ferent account (funding for C-130 aircraft, for 
example). In these instances we have not 
combined the line items together. As a re
sult, the amount appropriated for such items 
appears as a case in which the amount speci
fied in appropriations bills or reports exceeds 
the amount specified in authorization bills 
or reports-which is true within the particu
lar account but may not be true overall. 

A unique set of difficulties applies to data 
on operation and maintenance (O&M) fund
ing. Since operation and maintenance budget 
requests have not been submitted at the line 
item level, congressional reports have sim
ply made note of various additions or reduc
tions to particular activities. DOD records 

1 CRS did a limited check of the DOD data against 
congressional committee reports and found no ·er
rors. 

any such changes as adjustments in line 
items. Where appropriators did not specifi
cally comment on a reduction in O&M fund
ing that was identified in an authorization 
measure. then the difference may appear as a 
case in which the appropriation exceeds the 
authorized level. Rather than record these as 
cases in which the amount specified in ap
propriation measures exceeds the amount 
specified in authorization measures, we 
eliminated such items. If appropriation 
measures specifically acted on items that 
were reduced in authorization measures, 
however, we reported the amounts. We also 
eliminated O&M lines that reflect merely 
offsetting financial adjustments, including, 
notably, many Defense Business Operations 
Fund (DBOF) transfers. 

With these exceptions, changes in individ
ual line items cited in the attached tables on 
congressional additions may be added to
gether to estimate the total amount of con
gressional additions to annual defense budg
et requests and/or the total amount of appro
priations for line items not specifically au
thorized. Please note that these do not con
stitute net additions to military budgets, 
since congressional increases to amounts re
quested may be offset by reductions to Ad
ministration requests that are not recorded 
here. 

Funding amounts displayed in the second 
set of table,-i.e., tables showing provisions 
in annual defense appropriations act specify
ing funding by project or location-are not of 
a nature that would allow them to be added 
without considerably more research . These 
tables were prepared by reviewing the text of 
annual defense appropriations acts. copying 
all provisions that appear to specify funding 
for particular projects or locations. and then 
restructuring the selected provisions into 
table form showing amounts of funding in a 
separate column. No effort was made to de
termine whether specified funding leveis dif
fer from amounts requested, nor was any ef
fort made to avoid overlap. Many of the 
items cited also appear in the first set of at
tached tables showing congressional addi
tions to budget requests by line item. 

OTHER ISSUES 

The data in the attached tables may be in
terpreted in ways that involve some con
troversial matters of definition which CRS is 
not directly addressing. One issue concerns 
the "unauthorized appropriation" of funds. 
The attached tables identify line items for 
which amounts specifically provided in final 
appropriations bills and/or appropriations 
conference reports exceed the amounts spe
cifically provided in final authorization bills 
and/or authorization conference reports. The 
amounts by which the appropriation levels 
for various items in the law or in report lan
guage exceed the authorization levels in the 
law or in report language are commonly re
ferred to as "unauthorized appropriations." 

It is important to note. however, that de
fense authorization and appropriation acts 
seldom specify in law funding levels for par
ticular line items. Instead, both kinds of 
laws provide specific amounts at the " ac
count" level- for example, the FY1993 de
fense authorization act provides $5,899,395,000 
for Navy aircraft procurement, while the 
FY1993 defense appropriation act provides 
$6,026,213.000. Levels of funding for individual 
programs, like the F/A-18 fighter, are stipu
lated in committee reports, but, except in 
unusual circumstances. not in the language 
of the law. Appropriators, therefore, have ar-

gued that they have considerable leeway to 
adjust funding levels for particular programs 
at least within the limits of amounts for par
ticular accounts specified in authorization 
laws. Moreover, appropriations acts or com
mittee reports quite often specify funding 
within a particular account for programs 
that are not specifically mentioned in au
thorization acts or reports at all while re
maining within the funding level authorized 
for the account. 

Under the circumstances, Defense Depart
ment officials generally try to avoid becom
ing embroiled in reconciling differences be
tween authorizers and appropriators-regula
tions require that officials act on the basis of 
"congressional intent." Within Congress. 
disputes over funding for particular pro
grams are matters that authorizing and ap
propriating committees have periodically 
tried to work out through informal com
promises. 

Given this unsettled state of affairs. CRS 
is not suggesting that the amounts by which 
levels of funding for particular line items in 
appropriations committee reports exceed 
levels in authorization committee reports ei
ther do or do not represent unauthorized ap
propriations. Users of the attached data may 
apply their own definitions. 

Another definitional issue concerns so
called "earmarking" of funds. In general. to 
earmark funds means simply to set aside an 
amount for a specific purpose . Earmarking, 
however, refers to quite different things in 
different legislative contexts. In foreign as
sistance legislation. for example. the prac
tice of specifying in law or in committee re
ports that particular amounts are available 
only for particular countries is often referred 
to as earmarking. In this sense, almost all 
defense funding could be seen as earmarked, 
since budget requests and committee reports 
specify funding levels at an extremely de
tailed line item level (except in operation 
and maintenance accounts). 

In discussing defense funding, therefore, 
" earmarking" generally refers to occasions 
in which amounts are specified in law or in 
committee reports for purposes even more 
narrow than those of typical line i terns. For 
example. provisions that allocate funding to 
particular universities, out of amounts in a 
line item for university research grants. are 
often described as earmarks. Sometimes. 
however. the term "earmark" is applied 
more broadly to refer to all instances in 
which the allocation of funds is specified in 
the language of the law itself. 

In light of the flexibility of the term in 
common usage, CRS has not referred to "ear
marked" funds in any of the attached mate
rial. Rather we have tried to identify all pro
visions of defense appropriations acts that 
specify that funds should be allocated to par
ticular projects or locations. We leave it to 
others to determine whether any or all these 
provisions constitute "earmarks.·· 

As you may note, we have not provided a 
similar table of provisions from defense au
thorization acts. The reason is that author
ization measures typically include dozens if 
not hundreds of provisions that define or' es
tablish particular programs and activities. 
The results of citing them all would be un
wieldy. We do not mean to suggest. however, 
that only appropriators may earmark funds . 

If CRS can be of any further assistance. 
please call Stephen Daggett at 707-7642. 
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FAJ V"J 

t'l1 

App;opllllkl• n.a n.«XJ n,'!Dl n,400 n.400 n,400 n,«XJ z 
> 

()per. a Mlllnl .• NI Force R...w g 
TOA 1,004,800 864,387 811,800 871,'!Dl 1,010,487 811,800 971,500 

FAJ 
App;opllllkl• 1,004,900 864,387 811,900 971,500 1,010,487 811,800 871,500 

0per. a u.H., MrP/ ...., aun 
TOA 1,170,200 1,887,100 1,17','!Dl 1,887,100 1,887,100 1,170,200 1,887,100 

FAJ 
App;opllllkl• 1,870,200 1,887,100 1,17','!Dl . 1,887,100 1,187,100 1,170,200 1,887,100 

()per. I MlllrL, NI Nlll"I Oun 0 
(") 

2,041,200 1,GGe.793 1,818,400 1,811,800 2,aM,083 1,818,400 1,811,900 
'"1-

TOA c 
<::t" 

FAJ (':) 
""t 

App;opllllkl• 2,041.200 1,998,793 1,818,400 1,981,900 2,aM,083 1,888,400 1,881,800 1--ol 
,.Oo 

1--ol 
~ 
~ 
~ 
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FY1llO CONORElllONAL ADDfT10NI TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
~ 
..... 

llhcna•MI• of dolan) "-
.._();:) 

Amount Amount Amount "-
Admll\. ...... ..... !Meted House ....... ....... AMIL> ~.> ~ ~ 

~ 

"'°''.,. l!!gu!tt Auth. Auth. AuCh. Aeprap. Aee!f! Aeprap. l!!gu!tt l!!gu!tt Auth. ~ 

Rfl9 Pr9cace. Nmt 
TOA ,,700 3,870 .C,700 3,170 4,700 4,700 4,700 130 

FAJ 
~ ....... ,,700 3,870 4,700 3,110 4,700 4,700 4,700 130 

Ccutol....,~~ 

TOA 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 3,800 4,000 4,000 ~ 
0 

FAJ z 
~ ....... 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 3,800 4,000 4,000 ~ 

E1Mw1111Wa& ...._ .... , F._,., Dller19e ;; 
TOA 517,IOO eoo,800 517,800 801,100 800,800 517,IOO 801,100 13,300 83,300 

en en 
~ 

FAJ 0 
~ ....... 517,800 800,800 517,800 801,100 800,800 517,800 I01,100 83,300 83,300 z 

> 
Ooodwll OerMe r4 

TOA 14,800 14,800 14,800 14,800 14,800 14,800 14,800 ;; 
FA.J ~ 

AflflA• ..... 14,800 14,800 14,800 14,800 14,800 14,800 14,800 0 
~ 

Hw ......... 1 2 ace tj 

TOA 13,000 13,000 13,000 13,000 13,000 13,000 13,000 I en 
FAJ ~ 

~·--· 
13,000 13,000 13,000 13,000 13,000 13,000 1~.000 

z 
> 

DNg ....... & ec.n...QNg NJ., 0 ~ 
TOA 450,000 450,000 450,000 ~.000 575,000 G,000 4S>,OOO G,000 

FAJ (450,000) (450,000) 

Alf/A~• 450,000 d>,000 575,000 G,000 450,000 450,000 

... RI 'z11•~&aa...Nd 
TOA 900,000 900,000 300,000 900,000 900,000 300,000 

FAJ ........ 900,000 900,000 300,000 !500,000 900,000 300,000 

TOf AL • OPERATION AHO MAINTENANCE 
TOA 80,U!S,700 •.sel,519 ...... 100 •.887,747 80,840,<m 18,108.118 18,038,117 

FAJ (237,200) (237,200) (887,200) (887,200) (237,200) (237,200) (237,200) 

Atlfltupll!kw• 80,1 •• 900 88,lee,311 17,711,900 18,210,547 80,802,6'3 18,eee,e11 85,798,117 
~ 
~ 

~ 
~ 
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FY1tl0 CONGRESSIONAL ADDfTIONI TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY ~ 

fthoue•td• of clolanl 
Amount " Amcull Amount 

Admln. HauM ....... IMCted ...... ..... llWCt9d AulL> Appmp.>. ~ 
l'r!g!!m !!!qu!tt AuCh. Auth. Aul\. Apenlp. Aeprop Apenlp. ....... ......... Aulh. 

PROCUREMENT 

Ahnft flrocu'lrnn. Mrrt 
TOA 2,808,100 3,183.844 2,708.500 3.120.500 3.081,198 4,423,000 3,7•.937 214,400 183.&37 eee,437 

f AJ ,.,,,. ...... 2.808,100 3,183,844 2,708,500 3.120~500 3.081,198 4,423,000 3,718.937 214,«>0 183,&37 eee,437 

....... flrocu'lrnn. Am,, (j 

TOA 2.eeuoo 2.102.eoo 2.741.2'8 2,758,127 2,942,381 2,311.521 2,708,381 815,227 •.ne 0 
FAJ z 

C') 
~ ............ 2.ee1.eoo 2.102.eoo 2,741,2M 2,TISe,827 2,942,388 2,381,520 2,708,381 815,227 •.ne ~ 

Procuwnw1I ol W& TCV, Mr,, V'J 
V'J 

TOA 2,724,000 2.715.711 2,837,800 2.717.500 2,802.431 2,888,194 2.707,811 ~ 

0 
FAJ z ,.,.,. ...... 2,72.C,OOO 2.715,711 2,837,800 2.717.500 2,802,431 2,888,19.c 2.707,811 > 

~ 
Procuwnw1I of Amrn&nllon, Armt 

~ TOA 1,70.c,IOO 1.•1,eoo 1,887,400 1,187,0C7 2,021.317 .1,881,147 2,011,243 182,247 Dl,443 124,188 
(j 

FAJ 0 ,.,.,. ....... 1,70.c,IOO 1.817,800 1,•7.400 1.•1.oc1 2,021,317 1,881.147 2,011,243 182,247 308,443 124,188 ~ 
~ 

Olher flrocu'lrnn. Mrrl I 
TOA 4,1•.100 4,038,881 2,182,713 3,oee,n1 3.•.• 3,455,231 3.l•.211 eoo,448 V'J 

tT'l 
FAJ . z 
,.,.,. ...... 4.1•.100 4.038,881 2,182.713 3,oee,n1 3,•.• 3,455,231 3.•.211 eoo,448 > 

>--1 
Alrcnft flrocu'lrnn. Nlwy tr1 

TOA 8,128,100 8,885,802 8,348,782 e.soo.m 1,184,711 1,101,983 u•.• 174.122 583,1"8 

FAJ 
At>IA ...... 1,128,100 1.8815.802 1,348,782 1,500,222 1,184,711 1,1oua 1.-.- 174.122 !553,181 

w...- flrocu'lrnn. N8vy 

TOA 5.725,000 5,570,SJO 4,012,820 3,IM,005 5,111,en 3,887.8154 5,382,312 1.so1.2n 

FAJ 
Appoplllb• 5,725,000 5.570,500 4,012.820 3,184.035 s.e18,1n 3,887,954 5,382,312 1,!508,2n a 

(') 
~ 

0 

ueo.eoo 8,825,308 l.1Se.4e6 10,8,400 12,4~.200 12.140,IOO 11,557,800 1,407.800 2,007.300 588,500 O"' 
~ 
""! 

FAJ N 

Aw•llllkA• ueo.eoo 8,925,308 I.~.- 10,8,400 12.4~.200 12, 140,800 11.557,800 1,407,800 2.007,300 588,500 .. ao 
N 
\.0 
\.0 
~ 
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FY1tll CONORESllONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY ~ 
"'1 

~ nd1oldollllnl N 
... ao 

~ Amcult Amount Amount 
N 

~ 
Adrnln. Hauee ...... IMctld Hauee ....... ...... Aulh.> Apprap.> ~ ~ ~ 

~ 
,.,... ....... Aulh. Auth. Ault. A191il'GIL Alll!rap Aol.r-. ......... Recll .. t Ault\. ~ 

3 
<:.:> oe. ............ tt-r °' 

~ 4.115,000 5,840,000 1,314.300 1,207.125 4.131,415 1,111.432 1.110.114 3,212,125 3,055,784 

FAJ 
.-..... ...... 4,115,000 5,M0,000 1,314,300 1,207,125 4,131,415 1,111,432 7,110,714 3.212,125 3,055,114 

.................. Corpe 

1'0A 1.1•.eoo 1.202,100 1,171,000 1,215,IOO t,241,IOO 1,185,315 1,213,TIZ 11,IOO 11.182 ('j 

FAJ 0 z 
Af¥+1111ca• 1.1•.eoo 1.202.100 1,171,000 1,215.800 1,241,IOO 1,185.- 1,213,TIZ 11.100 18,182 

~ Ma'8ft ............. ~ Forol 
TOA 11,717,200 15,872,100 15,830,IOO 11,328,157 14,531,111 11,208,530 15,179,242 (J'J 

(J'J ...... 
FAJ 0 
~ ...... 11.717,200 15,t72,100 15,830,IOO 11,328,857 14,531,111 18,208,530 15.171,242 z 

................. ~Force > 
t"'oi 

TOA 7,312,200 7,140,!500 7,111,300 7,110,IOO l,5'4,812 7,240,724 1,111,113 
~ 

FAJ ('j . ....... 7,312,200 7,140,!IOO 7,111,300 7,110,800 l,5'4,112 7,240,724 1,111,113 0 

oe. ............ ~Force ~ TOA ue1,eoo 1,805,200 l,450,200 1,531,454 l,017,211 1,273,781 1,524,110 

FAJ 
(J'J 
~ 

Af¥+1111ca• 1,!111,IOO 1,8015,200 l,450,200 1,531,454 1,087,211 1,273,781 1,524,110 z 
> 

1,321,IOO· 1,321.200 1,214,«JO 1,332,251 1,311,173 1,272,100 1,300,720 10,451 
~ 

FAJ 

Ai¥+tllul• 1,321,IOO 1,321,200 1,214,«JO 1,332,251 1,311,173 1,272,100 1,300,720 10,451 

Nllar'9l~IR...wE..,_. 

TOA 1,381,!500 1,m,a 118,300 1,481,400 1,402,111 173,720 -·- 173,720 

FAJ ....... 1,381,!500 1,123,400 -·- 1,481,400 1,402,711 173,720 -·- 173,720 

... , •• , Olrw'll 

TOA 1,051 1,051 1,051 1,051 1,051 

FAJ ....... 1,051 1,051 1,051 1,051 1,051 
~ 
~ cc = c:.n 
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FY1111 CONORUllONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
fthaU1•Ml1 of ..... 

Amounl Anamt Amou1t 
Admln. Home ....... IMcted ....... ...... IMc:ted Aull.> Apptap.> ~ ,,.,... ....,.., 

Auth. Auth. Auth. Appr!p. Afe!I! Appr!p. l!!cpl!!t l!!cpl!!t AuCh. 

~Prat ·~nNAfVdw 

TOA 10,500 50,000 10,eoo 50,000 50,000 10,500 B0,000 •.500 31,llOO 

FAJ ....... 10,500 50,000 10.SOO m.ooo B0,000 10,500 S0,000 31,500 •.soo 
S.-.IR ...... ~qna .... ;. ("') 

0 TOA. SM,000 4815,000 2 
FAJ G') 

Awt•llllkM• 5M,OOO 4815,000 ~ 
C'1 

awn~ a ........ Oelerudlon, IW C'1 
~ 

TOA . 311,400 311,.tOO 311,400 293,700 288,800 ~.JM 257,010 0 
FAJ 2 

> 
Awl• ..... 311,400 311,.tOO : 311,400 293,100 288,IOO 29,B 257,010 r-

101'AL • PROCUREMENT ~ 
TOA 71,754,cm I0,27•.483 n,D,117 11.111.• I0,718.8150 14,307,a 14,113,1!11 3,125,• 5,•.1s 2,233,870 ("') 

FAJ 0 
::d ....... 71,754,cm I0,27•,483 n,D,117 11,111.• I0,1'18,850 14,307,a 14,113,1!11 3,125,• 5,39,19 2,233,810 ~ 
I 

C'1 
RU!MCH. DEV, TEST I EVAL t'!j 

2 
RDTIE,Mffl > 

TOA s.m.a 5,151,!500 5,723,• 5,•.210 uee.100 5,382,737 5,ot,371 ~ 
t'!j 

FAJ ....... s.m.soo 5,151,900 s.m.• s.•.210 uee.100 5,382,737 5,ot,371 

RDT&l,...,, 
TOA 1,830,300 10,313,881 1,121,151 1,901,•7 8,715,454 1,823,827 l,133,1H 71,987 

FAJ 
A#c+llllcw• 1,830,300 10,313,881 1,121,151 1.101.•1 1,715,454 1,823,827 l,133,1H 71,!J87 

RDTIE, NI Forae 0 
TOA 14,951,100 ~··•13,088 . 1•.121.m 13,131,171 12,G,~"1 13,115,171 13,135,570 ~ 

"+-

FAJ 0 
O"' ....... 1•,581,IOO H,113,088 1•.121.m 13,131,81'1 12 • .ue,021 13,115,171 13,135,570 ~ ....., 

"""4 
... a::i 

"""4 
\0 

~ 
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"""' FY1• CONORElllONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
c 
Ct' 

....... fll ..... 
~ 
..... 

Amold AMounl Allan 
....... 

'"Oo 
Mnln. Houle ...... ....... HauH ...... ...... Ault> Appnlp.> ... ....... ,. .... ....... Aull. Aulh. Ault. -..i11,.. ..,... 

-..i1raa "··-· ....... Ault.. 'O 
'O 
~ 

ftDTIE, °"911_... 
~ i.•.eoo 7,747,111 1,015,112 1,151,701 1,SJ0,dl2 1.201.133 1,113.IMI 

FAJ ........... i.•.eoo 7,747,111 l,OtS,112 1,151,701 7,530,172 1.201.m 1,113,CMI 

091 I pn• ... T• & Ewl., Olfwm 
~ D,300 D,550 2tM,300 211,200 224,905 m,311 1I0,5eo 

FAJ n ,.,,. ...... D,300 -·- 294,300 211,200 224,905 m,311 180,S 
0 z 

Opii ...... T• & Ewl., o.ter.e C') 

TOA ttM,!500 t24,!500 184,SOO 17,'*5 12.m 111,148 12,725 6; 
FAJ 

CJ) 
CJ) 
~ 

114,500 124,500 114,500 87,085 12,725 111,148 12,725 Aiiilf•tllal• 0 
T01'Al. - ftUEARCH, DEV, TEST I EVAL z 

> 
~ 31,545.300 31,•,7• 31,757,383 37,IMl,m 35,540,2n 37,884,521 37,108,441 ~ 

FAJ 6; 
Af+t•llL• 31,545,300 31.•.7• 31,757,383 37,IMl,m 35,540,2n 37, .. ,521 37,108,441 n 

0 
~ 

REYOLVINO AHO MANAOEMENT FUNDS ? Mfrt ...... Fund CJ) 

~ 107,IOO 134,IOO 17,IOO 134,IOO t'!'l 

FAJ 
z 
> ,.,,. ......... 107,IOO 134,IOO 11.eoo 134,IOO ~ 
t'!'l 

N9VJ .... Fund 
TOA 223,400 223,400 201,400 40,500 223,400 40,500 40,500 

FAJ ,.,,. ...... 223,G 223,400 201,400 40,900 223,400 40,500 40,!500 

NI Foroe laodl Fund 
~ 338,300 338,300 301.300 121,100 338,:JOC> 128, 100 129,100 

FAJ ,.,,. ......... . 338,300 338,300 · 301.300 128,100 338,300 128,100 129,100 

~--Fund 
TOA 104,100 104,100 14,100 78,100 104,100 78,100 78,100 

FAJ ,.,,. ......... 104,100 104,100 14,100 78,100 104,100 78,100 78,too ~ 
~ 

! 
'1 
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FY1llO CONOREUIONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
llhaut•ld•of...,_i 

Amount AnMu1I Amount 
Admln.. Houle ...,... IMcted HauM ...... IMdld Aull..> ~ .. ~ ,..... ....... Auth. Ault\. Auth. Afe!up. Aeprop Appn!p. ""*' ""*' Auth. 

En• .. icr R...- Fund, IWw1M 
TOA 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 

FAJ 
Af¥•llllk»I• 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 

101'AI: • REV. AND MAHOMNT. FUNDS 
C) 
0 

TOA 11 .... 801,400 -.400 2 ..... 100 801,400 34.t,1'00 34.t,700 100,000 z 
FAJ C') 

~ ...... 77,,400 801,400 888,400 2 ..... 100 801,400 34.t,1'00 34.t,700 100,000 ~ 
VJ 
VJ -MIUTARV CONSTRUCTION 0 

....., CoNtndon. Mt,, z 
> 

1Q\ 7'5,300 717,011 732,114 712,155 Dt,222 129,075 111,121 37,9 73,121 31,27' ~ 

FAJ ~ 
Af¥opllllk»I• 7'5,300 717,011 732,114 712,155 83.t,m 129,075 111,121 37,9 73,121 31,27' C) 

~~....., 0 
~ 

1Q\ 1,133,200 1,155,270 1,137,• 1,111,221 1,117,7SO 1,151,713 1,138,250 e,oeo 28,029 ? FAJ VJ 

AHl•llllk»I• 1,133,200 1,155,270 1,137,• 1,111,221 1,117,7SO 1,151.713 1,138,:lS> 1,oeo 28,029 tT1 
z 

....,, Conllruc:lan, ~Farce > 
TOA 1,383,300 1,202,071 1,298,729 1,241,8'0 1,208,131 1,122,248 1,227,291 ~ 

tT1 
FAJ 

1,383,300 1,202,071 1,298,729 1,241,8'0 1,208,138 1.122,248 1,227,291 

~.200 531,320 583,200 5'1,420 531,320 •.m 537,....a 

FAJ 
AtlfA•tllkM• 581,200 531,320 583,200 5'1,420 531,320 411,332 537,440 

.... Con.,,,,,,,, ........ CMrd 0 
TOA 114,000 183,333 175,108 187,411 192,533 248,830 m,480 73,411 108,480 38,01'8 ("') 

c:""'t-

FAJ c 
<::t" 

11',000 193,333 175,108 117,411 182,533 248,830 223,480 73,411 108,480 38,01'8 (':) 

Af+•tllkM• ..... 
N 

,.Oo 

N 
co co 
~ 
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FY1tl0 CONGRESSIONAL ADi>mONI TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY ....... 

fthcM!! ind• of doll8nJ ~ 
~ 

Amount Amount Amcuwt 
~ 

Adml~ Houee ....... !Meted Houae ..... !MCted Auth.> Approp.> ~ 
l'l!glWn ........ Auth. Aull. Aull. Approp. Aferop Aferop. ........ l!!gu!!t Auth. 

Ml. Con .• ~ Nllorwl au.d 
~ 114,800 181,580 218,180 181,821 180,880 251,.aQ 231,330 34,028 73,730 38,1'CXZ 

FAJ 
App'optlllcll• 114,800 181,580 211,180 181,121 180,880 251,.aQ 231,330 34,028 73,730 38,102 n 

0 
Ml. Con .• Al"'I R...,... z 
~ 71,800 I0,!505 11,«15 IO,IOO I0,!505 104,000 17,4CIO 3,800 20,!580 18,880 ~ 

FAJ ~ 
rJl 

AppiopWb• 78,800 80,505 .... IO,IOO 80.505 . 104,000 17,480 3,800 20,!580 18,880 rJl 
1--4 

Ml.Con.,....,R...w 0 
z 

TOA 80,IOO ee.eoo 50,IOO se.eoo ee.eoo 82,-400 se,eoo 5,TOO 5,TOO > 
FAJ ~ 

App up; llllb• 50,IOO 58,eoo 50,IOO se,800 58,800 82,400 58,800 5,100 5,100 ~ 
Ml. Con .• ~ Fcwce R...,.,. n 

0 
~ 48,200 48,200 48,200 48,200 48,200 53,200 48,200 ~ 

FAJ ~ Afipoplillb• 48,200 48,200 48,200 48,200 48,200 53,200 48,200 rJl 

a... R 11'9 11 .... I aa.n kid. Pmt 1 tr1 
z 

~ 500,000 eoo.ooo SJ0,000 > 
FAJ ;-1 

tr1 

Af>tAUiMlillkA• 500,000 !500,000 500,000 

NATO lnfnllructu'e 
~ 521.~ 444,714 482,300 444,714 444,114 412,300 444,114 

FAJ (20,000) (20,000) (20,000) (20,000) (20,000) (20,000) (20,000) 

Appioptllol• 501,900 424,714 482,300 424,714 424,714 482,300 424,114 

TOTAL· MILn'ARY CONSTRUCTION 
~ 4,842;500 4,875,828 4,792,288 4,888,481 4,752,170 4,e88,848 5,329,808 417,408 831,420 

FAJ (20,000) (20,000) (20,000) (20,000) (20,000) (20,000) (20,000) 

Appioplillb• 4,122,!500 4,155,828 4,1n,2ee 4,878,481 4,732,170 4,148,848 5,308,801 417,408 831,420 

~ 
..r;:.. 
CD = CD 
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FY11M CONOREUIONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
ftlloue•ld•of...,.I 

Amount ....,. Amount 
Mmln. ..... ...... lnecW .... ..... ........ Auth.> Apprap.> ' Apptap ,....... ........ AuttL AuttL Autta. Atpap. Alp!p Atpap. ..... ..... Auth. 

FAMILY HOUllNO 
Fmnir ...... Ccw•1ctm,kmf 

TOA 55,200 131,110 55,20o 73,110 143,110 11,171 71,182 11,810 23,712 5,172 

FAJ ~ 
~ ....... M.200 131,110 55,200 73,110 143,110 lt,171 71.~ 1.1.110 23,782 5.172 0 z ,..., ...... Opa .... & Dllll, Mrrt 

~ 

"°' ' 1,312,700 1,382,700 un.100 un.100 1,380,300 1,388,300 1,374,700 ~ 
FAJ 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 fJl 

fJl 
Af+l•tlllcN• 1,,383,000 1,313,000 un,400 1,3n,«>0 1,380,800 1,311,800 1,375,000 ~ 

0 
Fsnlt Hau11r11 Conleruclon, N9vy & Mert z 
~ 127,400 297,880 137,100 181,280 284,798 123,173 174,821 83,880 47,221 > 

t-t 
FAJ 

~ ,.,,. ........ 127,4oo 297,880 137,100 111,280 284,788 123,173 174,121 83,880 47~1 
~ 

,.,,., ...... Opel ... • I o.lle, Nwr I 0 
1°'" 124,800 eel,804 eo5,284 980,424 853,111 811,200 123,700 35,824 r FAJ ,.,,. ......... 124,iOo eel,804 eo5,284 980,424 853,111 811.200 123,1'00 35,124 fJl 

~ 
F.,,., ...... Conleruclon, NI Force z 
~ 241,100 290,880 280,717 201,880 252,735 105,000 200,071 > 

~ 
FAJ ~ ,.,,. ........ 241,100 250,880 280,717 201,880 252,735 105,000 200,071 

F.,,., ...... 0pa6A• I Olllt, AF 

"°' n.-,800 774,800 780,208 . 743,308 773,300 785,800 741,808 

FAJ ,.,,. ........ 77-i,800 774,800 780,208 743,D 773,300 785,800 741,808 

,..,.,, ...... Canl*uctlon, Dlhl ... Ada 

TOA 800 800 800 800 800 800 800 0 
~ 

FAJ ~ c ,.,,. ........ 800 800 800 800 800 800 800 O" 
~ ...., 

"""" .. ao 

"""" ~ 
~ 
~ 
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FY1tl0 CONOREUIONAL ADDITIONI TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY ""'4 

fthcM• Ind• of dollarat .. ao 

Amcutl Amcult Amcult 
""'4 
\0 

Admln. Houee ...... IMCted Houee ...... IMCted Aull\.> ~> Apptop> \0 
~ 

"OllWft l!!gue!t Auth. Auth. Aul\. Approp. Approp ~ l!!que!I ...,.,... Auth. 

F~ Houlq Opeelllkll• I Dlbl. ~ 
TOA 20,700 20,700 19,800 20,1'00 20,700 20,700 20,1'00 

FAJ 
~ ......... 20,1'00 20,700 19,800 20,1'00 20,700 20,700 20,700 

t lim1D1tOWNl'e AMA Fund, Dlf. (") 

TOA 5,447 5,447 5,447 5,447 5,447 5,447 5,447 0 
FAJ (347) (347) (347) (347) (347) (347) (347) z 

~ 
~ ........... 5,100 5,100 5,100 5,100 5,100 5,100 5,100 ~ 

TOTAL· FAMILY HOU81NO CJ) 

3,231,747 3,510,241 3,241,518 3,274,388 3,495,417 3,089,081 3,220,129 41 ,822 
CJ) 

~ 1-4 

0 
FAJ (47) (47) (47) (47) (47) (47) (47) z ,.,,, .......... 3,232,700 3,510,UM 3,241,488 3.274,m 3,495.~ 3,088,044 3,220,582 41,822 > 

~ 

DEFENSEWIDE CONTINOENCtEI ~ 
(") 

CJlsLIJh! 1 

Ni 0 
TOA 129,500 NA NA NA NA NA ::i:i 

tj 
FAJ I 

129,500 NA NA NA NA NA CJ) 
t'r:I z 

(288,100) NA NA NA 275,800 NA 288,100 NA > ...., 
FAJ t'r:I 

~ .......... (281,100) NA . NA NA 275,800 NA 288,100 NA 

TOTAL· DEFlHSEWIDE CONTINGENCIES 

TOA (1S8,IOO) NA NA NA 275,IOO NA 1S8,D> NA 

FAJ 

~ ....... (1S8,IOO) NA NA NA 275,IOO NA 1se.a NA 

DEDUCT10NI FOR OFFIElTINO RCPTS 

TOA 
FAJ (210,000) (210,000) (187,000) (117,000) 

~ ........... (210,000) NA NA NA (2~0,000) (117,000) (117,000) NA 23,000 NA 

~ 
~ cc 
'1 

"""' 
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FY1H1 SUMMARY OF CONGRESSIONAL ADDITIONS TO LINE ITEMS .. ao 

lthouNnd1 of dollaral 
..._. 
~ 

Aulh. .Approp. Applop. 
~ 
~ 

Amounla Amounts >Ault. 
Amount Amount Amowll Added to Mcledto Amourlll '°' 

Atlmln. &uM:tM EMC:ted Aueh> Approp.> Approp> Une ..... Une ...... Une ..... 

P!!lrMI R!quett Aull. Approp. R!qwt ....... Aulh. (TON% TOAi (TON% TOAi (!ON%TOA) 

OEFENSEWIDE CONTINGENCIES 
TOA (300,000) NA NA 300,000 NA n 

0 
FAJ z 
AtlfAopiillb• (300,000) NA NA 300,000 NA ~ g; 

DEDUCTIONS FOR OFFSETTING RCPTS CJ) 

TOA 
CJ) -

FAJ (849.300) (&49,300) 0 
z 

.Afipioplillb• (849.300) NA (849.300) NA NA > 
rt 

TRUST FUNDS g; 
TOA n 
FAJ 73,000 73.000 0 

.AfipiopilMm• 73,000 NA 73,000 NA NA 
~ 

f INTERFUND TRANSACTIONS 
CJ) 

TOA t'fj 

FAJ (29,100) (29,100) z 
> 

Awl+ilMm• (29.100) NA (21,100) NA NA ~ 
HOMEC1NNER8ASSTFUND,OEFENSE 

TOA 1,435 NA 1,435 NA NA 

FAJ 

Awt+116:11 • 1,435 NA 1,435 NA NA 

TOTAL • 
TOA 2118,lm,750 199, 122.385 'Z78,fJ/SQ, 757 n,737,3n 10.029,31$ 11,«>5,833 1,429,531 

FAJ (844,1815) (31,785) (844,185) 5.0% 4.1 .. 3.0% 

•+lllllat• '2118,1C.,!585 199,083,820 'ZTS,015,582 7&,931,en 

~ 
~ 
cc 

" '° 



~ 
~ 
CD 

FY1H2 SUMMARY OF CONGRESSIONAL ADDITIONS TO LINE ITEMS " ~ 
lthouund1 of dollaral 

Aulh. Approp. Approp. 

Amounla Amounla >Ault. 
Amount Amount Amount Added to Addeclto Amounll tDr 

Mnm. ~ EMCted Aulh.> Applop.> Applop> Unellml Uneleml UnelllM 

"°" ..... R!qu..t Aulh. Approp. R!qu..t R!qunt Aulh. (!0.WTOAI (!ON%TOAI (!O.WTOAI 

MILITARY PERSONN~L -

TOA 78,018,9QO NA 71,286,327 NA 249,427 NA 

FA.J 
~ 

Appiap ..... 71,018,900 NA 71,266,327 NA 249,427 NA 0 
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE z 

~ 
TOA 88,688,300 84,340,080 84,663,081 323,021 936,030 1,599,290 1,508,580 ~ 
FAJ 1.11' 1.ft 1.n rJl 

rJl 

Appi"opilllkJI• 88,886,300 . 84,340,060 84,663,081 323,021 1--4 

0 
PROCUREMENT z 

TOA 63,145,800 63,184,&59 84,639,407 31,858 79'J,f!IJ7 754,7-48 4,258,015 5,452,018 3,2S>,711 > 
t""4 

FA.J 8.71' 8.4'1' 5.01' ~ 
Appiuplillal• 63,145,800 63,814,658 &4,639,407 31,158 m,f!IJ7 754,7-48 ~ 

RESEARCH, DEV, TEST & EVAL 
0 

TOA 38,221,533 40,066,m:J 38,401,923 135,070 180,390 3,019,741 3,154,782 944,-417 r 
FA.J 7.51' 8.01' 2.4~ rJl 

Appiuplillkl• 39,221,533 40,oe6,m:J 38,401,923 835,070 180,390 
tr.I z 

REVOLVING AND MANAGEMENT FIJNDS > 
~ 

TOA 3,400,200 3,400,200 3,424,200 24,000 24,000 0 24,000 24,000 tr.I 

FA.J 0.01' 0.71' 0.794 

Afltll•--· 3,400,200 3,400.200 3,424,200 24,000 24,000 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

TOA 4,!M,800 5.383,210 5,127,645 828,310 570,745 1,329.480 1,217,281 200,798 

FA.J (20.000) (20.CXX>) (20,000) 24.71' 23.71' 3.ft 

Appiupllltkal• 4.538.800 5,363,210 5,107,845 828,310 57\.,145 
0 

FAMll Y HOUSING ("') 

""'" 
TOA 3,810.900 3,6,561 3,849,743 48,668 38,843 59,060 71,360 12.300 c 

C"" 

(5,000) (5,000) (5,000) 1.61' 2.01' 0.31' ~ 

FA.J ..... 

~·~· 
3,805,800 3,fl54,S81 3.644,743 48,668 38,843 

._ 
,.Oo 
._ 
c:c 
~ 
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FY1H2 SUMMARY OF CONOREISIONAL ADDITIONS TO LINE ITEMS .. ao 
lthouaanda of dollara) N 

(0 

Aulb. Approp. Approp. 
(0 
~ 

Amowtla Amounla >Alla. 
Amounl Amounl Amount AINMto AddMto Amounlalor 

AdmllL i...... IEMClld Aull> Approp.> Appr'Op> Line .... Uneleml Line .... 

P!!lfllll ....... Aulb. Approp. R .. UMt R!q .... Aulh. (!ON%TON (!ON%TOAI (!QN!!OAI 

OEFENSEWIDE CONTINGENCIES 
TOA (335,900) NA (DS,900) NA NA n 

0 
FAJ z 
At+eupWM• (335,900) NA (335,900) NA NA ~ 

DEDUCTIONS FOR OFFSEmNO RCPTS ~ 
VJ 

TOA 
VJ -

FAJ (7Z7 ,500) {7Z1,500) 0 z 
~ ....... (727,!500) NA (727,500) NA > 

t"'4 
TRUST FUNDS 

TOA ~ n 
FAJ 34,700 34,700 0 ,... ..... 34,700 NA 34,700 NA NA ~ r INTERFUND TRANSACTIONS 

VJ 
TOA trj 

FAJ (21,000) (21,000) z 
> ,... ..... (21,000) NA (21,000) NA NA ~ 

HOMEOWNERS A88T FUND, DEFENSE 
TOA 5,000 NA 5,000 NA NA 

FAJ ,... ..... 5,000 NA 5,000 NA NA 

TOTAL 
TOA 271,007,833 200,724,300 271,141,428 78,117,126 9,802,326 11,518,731 5,948,936 

FAJ (748,800) (25,000) (745,800) 4.K 4.1" 2.1" ,... ...... 271,2111,833 200,888,300 271,<m,828 n,398,328 

~ 
~ cc 
" Qt 
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FY1tl0 CONGRESSIONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
lthouund• of cloU.rel 

Amount Amount Amount 
Admln. HauH Senate Enected HauH ...... I meted Auth.> ~· Apprap> 

rroarem !!!qu!!I Auth. Auth. AutlL Approp. Aep!op Afpn!P. l!!cp!!!I l!!cp!!!I Auth. 

on..e,. R_,., N-r 

TOA 
FAJ (172.000) c1n,ooo> (150,000) (150,000) 

Appop;tllkw• (172.000) NA NA NA ~172.000) (150.000) (150,000) NA 22,000 NA 

Ofh«llnl Reoelpea, Ak Force n 
TriA 0 

z 
FAJ (300.000) (300,000) (248,000) (248,000) C') ....... (300.000) NA NA NA (300.000) (248,000) (2'8,000) NA 51.000 NA ~ 

Vl 
Off..etinO Reoelpea. o.f9r19e Vl 

~ 

TOA 0 
FAJ (71,000) (78,000) (78.000) (78,000) z 

> ,..,,. ...... (71,000) NA NA NA (78,000) (78,boo) (71,000) NA NA ~ 

lOTAl • OEOUCTNS. FOR OFFSTNO. RCPrS. ~ 
TOA n 
FAJ (780.000) (780,000) (8&4,000) (8&4.000) 0 

~ ....... (780,000) NA NA NA (780,000) (8&4,000) (8&4.000) NA 88,000 NA r 
Vl 

TRUST FUNDS trl 
z 

TRiit Funda. km/ > 
TOA ~ 

trl 
FAJ 415 415 415 415 

Atlf"optllb• 415 NA NA NA 415 415 415 NA NA 

Trull Fundl, N.vr 
TOA 

FAJ 27,400 27,400 27,400 27,400 

Atlf"op;tllb• 27,400 NA NA 27,400 27.400 27.400 NA NA 

Trull Fundl, Ak Fon:ie a 
TOA r,, 

""+-

FAJ 85 85 85 85 0 
O"' 

Af+toptllb• 85 NA NA NA 85 85 85 NA NA (l;) 

"'1 
N 

.. ao 
N 
c.c c.c 
~ 



FY1llO CONOREISIONAL ADDmONS TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
fthamwl1 of cloll9n) 

Amount Amow1t Amount {) 
Admln. Hauee ....... lnlleted HouM a.n. .. IMCted Aull.> ~> Appr'Gp> 0 

rrc,rwn ........ Auth. Auth. Auth. Afe!up. Aeprap Afe!up. ........ l!!g!,..t Auth. z 
~ g; 

TOTAL • TRUST FUNDS CJ) 
CJ) 

TO.\ ~ 

0 
FAJ 27,800 27,WO 27,900 27,800 z 
AUAGPllillb• 27,800 NA NA NA 27,800 27,800 27,800 NA NA > 

~ 
INTERFUND TRANSAC110NI g; 
~T,.11" .. ..., {) 

TOA 0 
FAJ (29,300) (28,300) (29,300) (29,300) ~ 
Appiuptlloll• (28,300) NA NA NA (28,300) (28,300) (28,300) NA NA I 

CJ) 

~ 
HOMEOWNE"I AUT FUND, DEFENSE z 
ttameownerl Mii Fund. o.f. > 

~ 
TOA 2,553 NA NA NA 2,553 2,553 2,!553 NA NA ~ 

FAJ 

AfltAap1lillb• 2,553 NA NA NA 2,!'3 2,553 2,553 NA NA 



~ 
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FYt• CONGMlllONAL ADOfT10HI 10 DOD REQUEITa: OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
f"°'!!Mdl., ..... 

AlftOUlll ~ Amollllt 
MMlll. ....... ....... ....... ...... ...... ....... AMll/Jt> ~ ~ ,..... .... ._... .... Aulh. Ault. Aull. A#tl ... ~ ANto9. ........ .. ...... Aula. 

OPERAllON N«J MAMENANCE 
Oper. I ...._, Alfr'I 
~ 

032 CN£ROCEAH 1'RANIPOATAT10N 0 100,000 0 100,000 100.noo 0 100,000 100,000 100,000 

OM HELICOPTER DAMNlE REPAIRS 0 0 0 0 51,:ZOO 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 

038 BAI& OP£RATIONI 0 100,000 0 85,000 0 (02.~) (82,850) e.ooo 
03I COMM19SN!"'OPERA~Alla-I 0 uoo 0 uoo 0 0 0 !5,!KJO (") 

054 llFA. Y OP£RATIONI 0 0 45,000 45,000 0 0 0 45,000 0 
058 OEPOr llAINTENANCI 0 10!5,000 100,000 100,000 1!50,000 0 1!50,000 100,000 1DO,OOO eo.ooo z 
084 OOMMT TRANNQ CENTERS 0 0 0 0 0 !50,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 ~ Oii PANAMA OPERATIONS 0 0 0 0 0 18,000 18,000 18,000 19,000 

112 INT'EANI 0 0 0 0 0 5,!KJO 5,!KJO 5,!SOO 5,!KJO rJJ 
rJJ 

114 MEDtCM. ll.fliPORT P£R80NNEL· 0 0 0 0 0 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 ~ 

0 
111 1-fJMANTMIAH MSISTAHCE 0 0 0 0 0 DOO DOO !KJO eoo z 
121 ENV1RONMENTAL PAO.ECT'8 0 0 0 0 0 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 > 

t""4 

TOTAL OF CXNJRESIKltW. AOOmONr 33!5,DOO 408,000 208,000 ~ 
(") 

0 
Ops . ....... ..., 

~ 

lkdllrlaAld ~ 
014 ITOQ( F\N) CA.94 0 (42,000) (100,000) (2«>,400) (200,000) (190,4!50) (200,000} «>.400 rJJ 

020 Cl.A88FEO PAC>CaMM8 0 (2,300) (1,300) (2,321) (!50,000) 0 (1,:ZOO) 1,121 ~ 

022 AIACRAFT DEPOr MAINTENANCE 0 38,300 0 38,JOO !50,000 0 0 3e,JOO z 
> 

024 OOMMassARYOPERA~AllON o· . !500 0 !500 0 0 0 !500 ~ 
02I MNOY OF NAVY E08T9.QICAOO ~UIEUM t 0 2,000 0 2,000 2,000 0 2,000 2,000 2,000 

02I NAVAL AVIA110N ~. P£NIAOOI A 0 2,000 0 2,000 2,000 0 2,000 2,000 2,000 

Ol52 .. MAM£NANCE 0 0 0 1M,300 118,300 190,800 180,000 1M,300 180,000 3,700 

oee M:NERT111HO 0 0 0 0 e.ooo 0 2,!500 2,!500 2,500 

071 FORMER NAVY 1'NI ctR. llAHl'IOOE 0 0 0 0 1!5,DOO 15,500 15,!500 15,!500 15,500 

OIO lm CABOTatW..0 FIAE & OMIAOE OONTROl 0 0 0 0 2,000 0 2.000· 2,000 2,000 

Oii ~ lllllPORT P£R9CHEL 0 0 0 0 0 :Z0,000 !50,000 S0,000 !50,000 

108 EfMAOHMENTAL PAOJECTI 0 0 0 0 0 8,!KJO ~.!500 ~.500 ~.~ 

110 ITEAMIHO ~YlllHP OPTtMPO 0 0 0 0 0 71,000 71,000 78,000 78,000 a 
114 REP~OF U.l.l."'IOWA• 0 o · 0 0 0 15,IOO 15,800 15,800 15,800 ("") 

""1-

111 ...,ARO MODERNIZATION 0 0 0 0 0 11,000 11,000 11,000 11,000 0 
O" 
(";) 

TOTAL OF OONQRESl'IONAL ADOfTIONS• 227,100 473,300 32~.!578 
"'1 
...... 

... ao 
...... 
~ 
~ 
~ 
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OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE """" "'Oo 

M.....a AIMllM ~ """" ~ 
MMM • ....... ....... ...... ....... ....... IMcW Autll.> ~.> ~ ~ C,ol,j .,..... .......... . ~ """· .A.ua. Afpop, Appop. ..... ,,.,..... ........ Autll. 

ep.a...._,...._Ciarpl 
t.hllllrlUed 
DOI FOREIQN CURRENCY 0 0 (2UOO) (2',500) 0 (15,000) (21,000) 4,500 

014 AOVER'TllNl 0 0 0 0 l,000 0 uoo 1,500 1,:500 

200 UhDSTRllkJT£0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3,000 3,000 3,000 

lOTAL OF OONQRESSIONAL ALX>IT~ 0 4,500 8,000 (j 

0 z 
G°') 

cs-. a ...,... , All Force ~ 
~ Vl 

012 CIVL AIR PAlROL 0 1,800 0 1,800 1,800 700 1,800 1,800 1,900 Vl -024 OOMMasSARV OPERATIONSITRAH8PORTATION 0 4,000 0 4,000 0 0 0 4,000 0 
Oll DEPCn' MAINTENANCE 0 0 85,000 0 100,000 0 00,000 00,000 00,000 z 
042 IR·71 0 0 211,000 0 100,000 179,107 176,000 175,000 175,000 > 
oeo AOVER'TISINO 0 0 0 0 2,000 0 1,000 1,000 1,000 

~ 

071 KC.130 fl YING HOUtl 0 0 0 0 0 30,700 30,700 30,700 30,700 ~ 
OIO AF KJRRCNE PLNEI 0 0 0 0 0 4,200 4,200 4,200 4,200 (j 

104 M£DCAl ll.ffiORT PER80NEL 0 0 0 0 0 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 0 

111 ENVRlNMENTAL PRO.ECTI o· 0 0 0 0 75,000 !K>,000 S0,000 !K>.000 
::i::i 
~ 

TOTAL OF OONQRES8IONAL AOOfTlONS• 330,900 
I 

5,800 332,800 Vl 
t'T1 z 
> 

Ops. & IMlrt, Olllil M tdl ~ 
t'T1 

~ 

004 OONTRACTNI OUT 11\DEI 0 (S.000) 0 (8,000) (5,000) (5,000) (5,000) 4,000 

014 OYEMEAI OEPENJENf 8CHOOL8 0 5,500 0 5,500 · 5,500 0 5,500 5,500 5,500 

cm OOMMAN>, OONTROL a OOMMlHCATION 0 0 (10,000) (10,000) 0 (10,000) (S,000) 5,000 

03I KIP·~ fl1EDICAL ll.ffiORT N:JE.tct 0 0 0 0 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 

on P£DA1RIC EMEAOENCY mm 0 0 0 0 0 300 JOO JOO JOO 

074 mAVE\. 0 0 0 (10,000) 0 0 (5,000) 5,000 

071 aNC NTIATIVEI 0 0 0 25.000 0 100,000 !K>,000 25,000 !K>,000 2'.000 

Oii ll1EJJICAl. a.Alllll8 0 0 0 0 0 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 

082 8'.FPl Y OPERATIOt.-, IHORTFAU.I 0 0 0 0 0 eo,ooo 80,000 80,000 80,000 

TOTAL OF OONQRESSOW. ADOmONS• 30,500 1~.eoo 119,JOO 

~ 
~ 
CD 
-.:t 
CD 
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FYtlM CONCJRElllONAL ADDITIOHI TO DOD REQUEITa: OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE ,._.....or.._.1 
Amoulll Amoullt Amount 

Mmllt • ....... ...... llMcW ....... ...... lllectM Aalllt> ~ A#ftip> ......... ...... Aulll • Aultl. AMiil. ~!!· ~!!· ~ ... ,_.... .... ........ Auett • 

OMoe d lhl ""'**" OenlrW 
~ 

001 CAIMHAL INVESTlOATlON ('8 EIS) "·eoo "·IOO "·IOO "·eoo ".1.e9 95,800 M,800 1,000 1,000 

TOTAL~ CONQAESSIONAL ACOTIONS• 0 1,000 1,000 {) 
0 z 

Oper. & ........ Almt A..w C1 
008 FORCE 91RUC1\JRE REINST A TEME.,r 0 1,200 0 0 1,200 0 1,200 1,200 1,200 g; 
aper. a Melrt.. Niwy ~ 

r:J) 
r:J) 

012 FORCE STRUC1\JRE REINSTATEMENT 0 0 0 0 0 0 11,200 11,200 11,200 ~ 

0 
Opet. a...,., All Faroe A...,.,. z 
008 AEINST A lEMENT fY 1880 FORCE 8TRUCT\JRE F 0 IS,817 0 0 5,847 IS,887 0,847 0,847 0,887 > 
01.e M KJRAICNE Pl.NEii 0 0 0 0 0 3,200 3,200 3,200 3,200 r4 

ep.. a ...,. . All Nlft <kM g; 
008 AEINST A TE FY 1880 FORCE l1RUC1\JRE RED 0 12,193 0 0 12,8113 1.e,193 1.e.193 U,193 t.e,1113 

{) 
0 

TOT AL ~ OONORESSIONAL AOOrTIONS• 0 40,"80 40,880 ~ 
~ 
I 

r:J) 

E1Maw1•ail A.-.lillb1 FwMI. o.r.e ~ 

001 ENVIACNilENTAL AEllORATION, DEF PR009 !517,800 800,IOO 511,800 801,100 800,800 511,800 801,100 83,300 13,JOO z 
> 

Drug h•~• & Qutlf.()Ng NA., D ~ 
001 OAUQ INTERDIC110N 0 450,000 .e50,000 450,000 450,000 0 450,000 450,000 450,000 ~ 

TOT AL~ CONQRE88KJNAL ADOfTlOH9• 533,300 533,JOO 0 

TOTAL ·OPERATION N#J MAINTENANCE 

TOA I0.~.700 81,583,519 81,"488,700 le,887,7.e7 90,840,053 11,908.819 11,038,117 

FA.J (237,200) (237,200) (817,200) (087,200) (237,200) (237,200) (~37,200) 450,000 

80,198,500 81,358,319 87,711,500 le,210,5-47 90,802,853 11,819,118 85,788,917 a 
("',) 

TOTAL~ OONQRESSIONAL MX>ITlON8 TO O&M• 1,132,300 1,930,380 1,03-4 ... ~ ~ -
0 
Ct" 
~ 
"'1 ._ 

.. ao 
._ 
~ 
~ 
~ 
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FYt• CONCIMlllONAL ADDITIONI TO DOD R!QUEITI: PROCUREMENT cc 
(X) ,..., ....... ., .... ! ~ 

AIMunl ...... ~ ......... ...... ....... ....... ....... ....... ...... AllMI> ~ ~ ,._ ........ Aula. Aull. Aull. ~ -........ ~ ........ ........ Aue. 

PAOOA'4EMENT 
Annl~Mrrt 
AlraWI 
008 ~AnACK~(APACHE)(UYP) 1s2.oee eeo.eoo 701,758 701,758 752,0-.A 2,433,358 1,417,527 735,471 785,711 

011 Ut-eD a.AaU4AWK (fllYPI 174,264 174,284 102,114 208,0M 208,084 170,714 208,084 31,IOO 31,800 

y. =· ,,. ..... 
028 OOMMNO I OONTROL. OOtaJl.£1 0 0 0 0 0 4,IOO 4,800 4,800 4,IOO 

045 AIRBORNE AVIONC8 0 0 4,800 4,800 0 0 0 4,IOO 

04ll Nfll 0 0 0 18',000 18',000 0 18',000 185,000. 185,000 

.............. s-11 
n 

033 •ARES NG REPAIR PART8 553,423 800,423 111,223 800,423 800,423 M<e,023 553,423 47,000 
0 z 

....... ~Alrfff ~ at.,,.... ~ 
OCM ADI tN"l MSl. 8YSTEM 238,171 231,171 75,000 131,871 238,1'• 75,000 110,000 31,129 rJ) 

010 8TINQER(V't'P) 117,$45 117,&45 208,&45 117,5-45 208,! .:s 117,545 117,545 70,000 rJ) 
~ 

Ot4 LASER HELLFIRE IYSTEU 138,321 138,321 231,121 208,321 231,121 103,321 103,321 70,000 0 
Ot7 MlA.1FLE LAlN>t ROCKET SYSTEM (IM') 311,374 ~2.374 440,174 440,114 «>0,000 440,174 440,174 121,IOO 121,IOO z 

> 
U'dllltUld rt 
800 UtOl1RBITEO 0 27 27 27 0 0 0 27 

~ ~dW&TCV,Alrrrt n 
.,....... oomtlle ***' 
044 FIELD NnLLER't AMMO 8'.Pf. VEH 0 0 0 0 eo.ooo 0 ~.ODO "5,000 45,000 0 

~ 

~ ~ 

OG ~PREPMEDNEN 0 0 0 1,400 0 0 1,400 1,400 1,400 I 
~-Anmdlar\ Nm/ 

rJ) 
~ 

Amnulllan z 
004 CTO, l.MMM. ALL TtPEI 41,747 4t,747 41,747 45,247 45,247 41,747 45,247 3,500 3,500 > 
012 C10. 7.l2Mtl NJ.. rtPEI 11,a.G 11.843 11,843 21,143 21,143 11,843 21,843 10,000 10,000 ~ 
022 CTo. .... MPT'.eD, ... t,431 t,431 18,431 18,431 11,431 11,431 11,431 10,000 10,000 

028 C10. 21MM, APFIDl-T, •I 1,075 t,075 10,075 11,075 11,075 11,075 11,075 10,000 10,000 

030CIQ.4Dfi1Mta.MGO 0 0 15,000 15,000 15,000 0 15,000 15,000 15,000 

090 CTO, TN«. 35MM. aJ8CAL. PRAC, ._. 15,234 15,234 2,134 2,1).if 3,434 3,4:M 3,434 eoo 

081 CTO, TN«. t21DMM. TP-T, 11131 21,500 21.!IOO 41,IOO 41,IOO . 14,300 41,IOO 41,800 20,«>0 20,400 

082 CTQ. TN«. t21DMM. TPC809-T, MllS 13,511 13,511 a&,411 a&,411 a&,419 15,411 15,411 21,800 21,900 

070 PRO.&. l#ffY. tlllilll DPICM. MmA1 0 0 0 0 I0,000 0 I0,000 I0,000 I0,000 

071 PM>J. NffY.1eeMM. IMCKEWP. Ml20 0 0 0 80,000 40,000 eo.ooo eo.ooo 80,000 80,000 

on PROJ. NffY, 11111M. ~ Mn1 12.088 12,0ll 12,0ll 12,111 12,191 12,111 12,111 20,100 . 20,100 0 
on PM>J. MTU.ERY t11MM 11WG . ..,.. 0 0 0 0 17,000 0 17,000 17,000 17,000 

r,, 
'"to-
0 

011 PROPCHCJ, t ..... OAEINMO, Ml 11,ee5 11,115 40,315 40,385 40,385 11,115 21,000 :Zl,700 17,315 O"' 

Olt flRCIP CHCJ. teeMM, RED MO, Mt11 0 0 33,000 33,000 33,000 33,000 33,000 33,000 33,000 
('\) 
"'1 

Ol7 AT_. llAJln.flUNIOIE WEAPON M,03t 58,031 34,431 9,031 ll,03t 50,031 70,000 3,000 13.eee 10.en ...... 

tOI DEMOUOON tiUmONI. ALL rtPEI 0 0 11,IOO 11,800 11,IOO 0 5,000 11,IOO 5,000 "'ao 

Amnldlan~-~ 
...... 

"' "' i:..., 



c 
~ 
"'1-c 
O" 

AmoUlll ArMlllll MMMllll 
~ 
"'1 

MMI. ..... ....... ..... ........ ....... ........ Alllla> .,,,,.., .,..,, ...... 
.-. ..... "'--.... Ault. Aull. Alla. !!!!!!: ,,.., ... ~- " ........ ......... Ault. .. ao 

...... 
~ 

123 PACMSIONOF INDl.9TRIAL FACILITlEI 125,310 125,310 128,310 125,310 245,310 125,310 245,310 120,000 120,000 ~ 
~ 

\hlllrlUld 
133 MOUr FUZE 0 0 11,000 11,000 0 0 0 18,000 

131 HJUITRIAL PAEPAREDEIS 0 0 71,000 94,IOO 0 71,000 94,800 14,eOo 14,800 

Olhlr~Anrti 
~ ...... = ... ~ 
031 UOll M.88CRllER ECUP 1,511 994,718 0 0 8,5111 1,518 8,518 8,5111 

120 HQ AUTOllATION 27,880 27,080 27,880 7,080 7,890 7,890 13,890 8,000 

1n IPEQAL flROORAMI 72,4157 72,457 72,457 42,4157 42,457 37,457 47,457 5,000 

Olhlr ............ ~ 

t 71 MAii(. PROTEC11VE. NBC M,030 M,030 45,730 M,030 · 57,030 50,030 57,030 1,000 1,000 0 
112 llFRCWEO MNtlNO SV8TEM 0 0 1,000 1,000 0 0 0 1,000 z 
DI n«J N.AND & CXlAITAL WATERWAYS 0 0 7,500 7,500 0 0 0 7,500 ~ 

237 lMOE TUG80AT 0 0 0 0 7,SOO 0 7,:w>o 1,!KJO 7,500 ~ 
2n FIELDKm::HEN MOBILE,TAL 11JD 0 0 0 0 0 0 10,000 10,000 10,000 VJ 

VJ ....... 
\hlllrlUld 0 
300 FT IRWt.1 EQUAIENT 0 0 0 0 0 33,850 33,850 33,a50 33,850 z 

> 
TOTAL OF OCHQRElllOfW. ~ 882,327 1,731,205 1,178,831 t""4 

~ 
~ 

Aftr1ll ~ ..., 
0 
~ 

Combll ..... tj 
OOI F-t~MFO tflOHT'ER) TOUCAT 818,M> 157,000 818,840 1,447,000 1,293,83" 855, 140 1,384,000 758,JeO 875,JeO I 
011 FIA-ti (FIQHTER) HOANET (MVP) 1,888,718 1,188,711 1,194,711 1,894,711 1,831,715 1,888,718 1,888,711 5,000 VJ 

014 Q41111t 83& (HELOt llffR STALLION N:N PRCX 51,700 0 51,700 31,470 51,700 51,700 51,700 20,230 ~ 

z 
T,._lllrall > 
021 ROUONO ~NT PRIOR YE.AA Ml.ESTC 14 0 0 0 14 14 14 14 g .... 1dlftrll 
033 A-4 IERIEI 83,'87 83,317 83,117 83,387 13",387 83,317 111,317 48,000 48,000 

003 1-3 IERIEI 58,135 50,135 58,135 58,135 108,135 58,135 11,135 25,000 25,000 

w.par1I ~..., 

Olhlr mllllle 
012 HMPC>C»t 214, 141 214,141 194,141 194, 141 214, 141 214, 141 214,141 20,000 

013 AOIMIA (HARM) (VtP) 282, 174 282,174 337,474 292,174 337,474 274,874 308,074 13,800 13,800 

014 IM-2MR 310,811 310,811 380,418 354,211 482,l'18 390,411 380,411 43,800 78,800 38,200 

011~ 38 0 0 0 38 31 31 31 

rtn DfOEI NQ OEOO'fl 0 0 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 

038 WEAPQN9 ID.m'RIAL FACILfTIEI 18,138 11,138 21,3341 21,3341 11,138 21,33" 21,3341 4,&00 ... 500 

TorpedD91 Ind ................ 2,000 2,000 
00 MK.eG AL.WT 299,130 298,130 299,130 298,130 271, 130 298,130 271,130 

oeo r<#Eoo r.M-4 M009 1,812 1,812 1 ... 882 14,982 8,882 1,982 8,982 8,000 ~ 
~ 

°""' ..... = (X) 
~ 



FYtlll CONGRllllONM. ADDITIONI TO DOD REQUEIT8: PROCUREMENT 
,.. ...... o1 .... 1 

~ AIMUllll AM....a 
MNR. ....... ....... ...... ...... ....... ~ Aull> ~ ~ ,. ___ ....... AMlla. Aulll. Aulll. ~ ~ ~ ... ........ ........ ....... 

055 MK-15 a.OIE .. WEAPONI IY'llEM 58,880 74,890 &8,990 74,990 7•,990 58,890 59.980 15,000 

°""' Ordlw1Cl9 
087 aPAREI N6J REPAIR PARTI IM,441 IM,441 IM,441 IM,441 110,456 IM,441 111,341 18,900 111,900 

~ 
\hlllrtdld 0 
071 MT~TION OF ~RNIZATION EQUIPMENl 0 0 0 33,IOO 0 33,800 30,420 33,800 30,420 z 
~ & OarMfllan. Nlw¥ C'l ........ .--... ~ 
017 MHC COASTAL MINE t«MTER 120,300 212,000 120,300 212,000 282,000 120,300 187,800 181,700 77,300 rJl 

rJl 
~ ..... .,.. ... .,.., Sl"C9' ~ 

me LCAC LNC>Nl aw=T 188,400 198,400 338,181 ~.400 ~.400 ~.400 ~.400 &4,000 a.c.ooo 0 
z 

me FAST 8EAUFT _.CAP) 0 20,000 20,000 20,000 1,000,000 1.020.000 I00,000 20,000 I00,000 &80,000 > 
202 COMT OUMO PATRQ. llOAT8 0 0 0 0 0 0 M,000 M,000 M,000 ~ 

~ ~ 200 ICEMEN<ER8 0 0 0 0 0 488,000 329,000 329,000 329,000 
~ °""' Ptocuwnn. ~ 0 

~ """'°" ....... ~ 
320 llllOlmO CAIE CIACUT IAEAKERS 0 0 0 0 e.ooo 0 e.ooo 8,000 8,000 f Oarmu*lllanl nl ... GM ..... 
053 ANflP9.4 5,174 5,174 &,174 5,174 44, 174 5,174 44,174 38,000 38,000 rJl 

tT.I 

AW!lan Mqat ........ z 
113 ~N:REAIE 0 0 -te,000 45,000 45,000 0 "46,000 45,000 45,000 > 

~ 
112 MAO..e OlM AMMlHTION 13,384 13,384 33,384 23,384 33,384 13,384 33,384 10,000 20,000 10,000 tT.I 

113 PRACT1CE 8C)Ml8 34,403 34,403 34,403 34,403 34,403 20,703 41.903 7,500 7,500 

~Mqat ....... 
211 CIWI AMMlHllON 30,178 30,178 30,178 30,178 40,778 30,779 40,779 10,000 10,000 

CM••-'• a4'PG't ....._. 
270 AUPI IBI Oil• EQUPMEN1' 5,381 UM 21,198 21,198 21,898 5.398 21,198 19,500 18,500 

............ s-9 
303 •AREi N6J REPAIR PMTI &47,405 &47,405 &47,405 S29,80& &44,305 &47,405 652.~ 5,500 23,000 

'TOTAL OF OONQR£SSIONAL. ~ 1,1N,4e0 2,214,980 1,270,782 0 
(":) 

'""" 0 
O"' 
Ct;) 
..... 
........ 

... ao 
........ 
~ 
~ 
~ 



a 
~ 

FYt• CONORElllOHAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUEIT8: PROCUREMENT ~ ............... c 
O"' 
~ 

AnMMMI ~ Amoulll ..... 

MRM • ..... ..... IMC:IM ....... ....... ...... Aulh> ~-
.,.,,.., ._ 

,. .... ,_,... Aueh. Auth. Ault. ~!!: App!f, Atrop . ........ ....... Aullt. 
.. Oo 

, ._ 
'C 

Pracuemn......,,. Ompa 'C 
~ 

AmnulllOn 

031 UNAUOCATED N:REAIE • AMUUNITION 0 0 0 0 50.000 0 25,000 2S,OOO 2S,OOO 

TOTAL a: CONGRESSIONAL AOOfTlONS9 0 25,000 25,000 

M'Clllll ~ » Faro1 
Ccln'Mlt*arli 
003 8-2A NN PAOC (CY) G,IOO 189.IOO 408,800 424,IOO 199,IOO <409,IOO 424,IOO 1,,000 1,.000 e-i 

0 
Adi lin:r'lft 
011 C.t30H 0 0 0 0 0 0 292,SOO 292,SOO 292,SOO z 
OU.~ ~ 
011 MK«>O 52,122 52,122 52.122 52,122 52.122 52.122 203,872 151,000 151,000 

011 CIVI. AJA PA TAa. NC 2,000 2,000 2.SOO 2,500 2,000 2,500 
CJ) 

2,500 600 500 CJ) ... r ad..._.. .... 
~ 

0 
04I C.135 (MVP) 418,310 488,310 820,310 488,310 737,810 488,310 851,310 108,000 108,000 z 
078 HC-130H 0 0 0 0 0 0 43,000 43,000 43,000 > 
011 C.20 0 0 0 0 0 0 49,900 .. i.IOO .ea.aoo ~ 

Amlllt~ ................ ~ 
087 <m£R PAOClJCT10N C>iAROEI :591,430 :591,430 581,430 591,430 MS,092 ~ ... 430 811,930 20,SOO 20,500 e-i 

0 
....... ~ »FGl'OI ~ 
BllllllD Mlllll f 077 MX MK·21 REENTRV 0 0 0 0 0 0 80,000 80,000 80,000 

CJ) 
Olhlrmllllll 
018 AOM.-A HARM 79,339 78,339 108,839 79,339 1118.839 79,339 133,989 S4.~ ~.~ 

~ z 
Olhlr ....... > 
042 DEFENSE SUPPORT PROORAM (llYP) • 3:59,330 359.330 358,330 331,330 310,530 3~.330 3~.330 3,000 ~ 
087 MUTAR (llYP) 0 0 0 88,200 0 0 0 88,200 

Oltw Pracuemn. » FGl'OI 
tllknlanllnd~~ 
011 MK.a2 INERTADM50 0 0 1,482 1,482 1,482 0 1,482 1,482 1,482 

mo c:au-a1(00lim EfffCl'I MlHTlON)(MYP) 138,830 138,830 138,130 138,830 138,130 208,IJO 201.0JO 70,000 70,000 

VIHcUlr ........ 
on CN' VEHICLES 0 0 IOO IOO 0 IOO IOO 800 800 

EllGlnlrDlnd~eqa'P 
112 CN' COM a ELECT 0 0 500 500 0 0 SOC> 500 soo 

118 IPAAEI NG REPAIR PART8 253,749 253,749 253,749 231,86:5 231,855 211,051 238,891 2,343 

Olm .... 11•••101 Ind~ eqlJlp 
111 CHEMIC.u 80I OOICAL DEF PACO M,M-4 51,$44 14,744 84,74'4 10.~ .. 70,54'4 70,54'4 1,200 14,000 S,IOO 

223 IElEC1B> ACTMTlEI 4,732,801 4,748,801 4,711,101 4,738,801 4,717,473 4 712,401 4,90-4.882 uoo 112,081 188,211 

~ 

TOTAL a: 00NCJR£8SIONAL ADOfTIONS• 
127,482 1.110,:593 1,079,874 ~ = a:> 

C11 



~ 
~ 
CD 
~ = 

~ ~ ~ 

MfNft. ....... ....... ...... ...... ....... ........ Ault> ~ 
_...,, ,,,_ ...... Aull. Aulll. AMII. AnnP· .... ,,,,...,. ...,.,... ........ Ault. 

~Dlflll•••• ..... ....,.,. 
002 M~ EaJIPMENT', 08()'Mtl 88,3,2 eu12 89,312 N,312 74,312 88,312 74,312 5,000 5,000 

027 ~Ml LE .. lHAH 12 MUION. IO 0 0 0 1,o&1 0 0 0 1,051 

~ 

041 IOUTHEAJ( IMAOER'Y 8UPPORT 0 0 0 e.ooo 0 0 0 e,ooo 

TOTAL CE OCNJRESSOW. MXm0NS- 7,051 5,000 5,000 ~ 
0 z 

H11bar1111 Oumd & AlellW EqUpnwt C") 

UndlllrtblAild ~ 
·CUO AAYY RHERVE Vl 

01 Ml9CEU.ANEOUI EQJIPMENT 0 25,000 0 25,000 118,800 82,881 25,000 25,000 25,000 Vl 
1-"4 

02 I-TON TRUCK 0 &o,000 0 !I0,000 100,000 0 80,000 !I0,000 80,000 10,000 0 
11 FAMLY CE HEAW TAC11CAL VEH (MVP) o · 0 3,800 0 0 3,800 3,900 3,800 3,900 z 

> 
-020 NAVY REIERVE ~ 

01 C-130H NJta4>F.f 0 41,000 0 0 48,000 48,000 48,000 48,000 48,000 ;; 
02 LMF8 llMK-1 MW lFORADE .o 45,000 0 45,000 45,AJO 0 «5,000 "5,000 45,000 

OSC-20~ 0 24,IOO 0 0 24,800 0 24,800 2000 2000 ~ 
0 

DI ~20 NIN MllllON DATA RECORDERS 0 4,500 0 0 4,500 4,500 4,&00 4,500 4,500 ~ 

01 NWQQM 90H08UO'tl 0 0 1,000 1,000 4,500 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 f .03Q MARIE OOAP8 MIERVE 
01 KC-130T~ 0 !I0,000 0 !I0,000 eo.ooo !I0,000 !I0,000 !I0,000 !I0,000 Vl 

tTj 

02 AH-1W cx:>MA AlltCR>FT 0 30,000 0 0 &e,eoo 0 se.eoo se.eoo se.eoo z 
14 MllCE.LAHEOUI EQJIPMENT 0 0 0 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 > 

~ 
-040 AIR FOAC& REIERVE tTj 

Ot MllCE.LAHEOUI EQJIPMENT 0 35,000 0 35,000 35,000 0 0 35,000 

02C-130H~ 0 44,500 0 44,500 44,!IOO 44,500 0 44,!IOO 

03 ......UOMEL.0 0 151,000 0 75,000 151,000 151,000 0 75,000 

CM F-11 llFRCNEMENT PN:1J(.JilJE 0 &0,000 0 &5,000 sa,ooo sa,ooo &5,000 55,000 55,000 

.oeo MVf NA11CNAL OUAAO 
01 lfW"$1 I ll§CAll EQJIPMENT 0 30,000 0 30,000 I0,000 75,000 30,000 30,000 30,000 

02 111113 N'l'Wl8n COMMNC> VEHICLES 0 11,000 81,000 101,000 91 noo 81,000 101,000 101,000 101,000 

04C-2J~ 0 21,000 28,000 28,000 28,\.00 42,000 42,000 29,000 42,000 14,000 

01 I-TON 1RUC1<M-TON 1MJCK RE9JILD 0 IS0,000 0 !I0,000 141,IOO 0 80,000 !I0,000 80,000 10,000 0 
("') 

21 FAMLY CE IEAYY TACTlCAL YEH (llM') 0 0 20,100 0 0 20,100 20,100 20,100 20,100 'c 
2' 1"UCK. ~LIE HAU.. M115A1 0 0 7,800 0 0 1,eoo 7,800 7,800 7,800 Ct' 

~ 

44 8MALL. lHT llAICRT VEHICl.E 0 0 0 0 0 29,200 29,200 29,200 29,200 "'1 

.. t.Keoa IUOCHAWK tEUCOPTER8 0 0 0 0 0 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 N 
,.ao 

-080 AIR NATlONAL OUAAO N 
01 Ml8CEUNEOUI EQUIPMENT 0 25,000 0 25,000 25,000 0 0 25,000 

"' "' v.,, 



a 
C':) 
""+-
0 
O"' 
~ 
~ 

....... 
... Oo 
....... 
(.0 
(.0 
~ 

MMMllll A......e ~ 
.......... ...... ...... ....... ....... ...... ....... Aulll> ~ ~ ,, .. _ ....... Autlt. AulL Aue. !!!!!!· ~ ANJ-. lt-.9"t ......... Ault. 

02C.130~ 0 44,500 211,000 174,000 44,500 211,000 0 11 ... 000 

03 F-UWF-11 l~MENT PACKAOE 0 49,000 0 48,000 48,000 48,000 48,000 48,000 4,000 ~ 

CMC.2t~ 0 24,000 0 0 341,r""'l 0 341,000 38,000 38,000 0 z 
05 He., 30 AlltCR>FT 0 0 43,000 43,000 0 43,000 0 43,000 ~ 
14 a.ASIFIEO PROGRAM 0 0 0 0 25,000 0 2S,OOO 2',000 2',000 ~ 
85 KC. 138 AlltCR>FT 0 0 0 0 0 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 (JJ 

(JJ 
1-4 

TOTAL OF ~SSIONAL ADOffiON9• IUK>,50Q 185,700 391,700 0 z 
> 
~ 

lnepedar OenWll 
~ 001 DEFENSE INIPECTOR oeERAl PROGRAMS 0 1,051 0 0 1,051 0 1,051 1,051 1,051 

CWlrwe ~Ad PVdwMI 
~ 

001 DEF'Eftse PAOOUCT10N ACT PURCHASES 10,500 10,500 10,500 10,500 50,0"'J 10,500 50,000 39,500 39,500 0 
~ 

°*" .. & INlllar1I o.wcaon. Oii 0 
001 OEM DEMLITARIZATION • ROT&E 1,100 1,100 1, 100 1,100 7,200 1,900 1,000 8,900 8,900 I 
lkdlllrbAld 

(JJ 
t'!j 

010 RETROQRAOE 0 0 0 0 0 29,855 27,810 27,810 27,810 z 
> 

TOTAL OF CXNJRESSIONAL AOOmONS"' 0 75,081 75,oe1 
...., 
t'!j 

TOTAL - PROCUREMENT 

TOA 11.1~.ooo 80,274,413 77,308,817 81,178,488 80,788,150 84,307,"°8 .... 113,158 3,125,488 5,359,158 2,233,870 

FAJ 
11.1~.ooo 80,274,483 77,308,817 11,179,488 80,788,850 14,307,"°8 .... 113,159 l, 12',488 5,359,159 2,233,870 

TOTAL OF OONQAESllONAL AOOf110NS 10 PROCUREMENr l,115,800 8,047,239 ... 021, 1155 



FYt• CONOMIUONAL ADOmONI TO DOD fteQU!ITI: RDT&e 
~ 
~ 

fttlCM••llllafclollf91 ~ 

-..... ~ ~ (X) 
(X) ......... ..... ...... ....., ...... ...... ....... Alla> ~ ,..,,.. .. ,,, __ ..... "'•11• .. Aue. ~. Adi. ........ .... ... AMt ... !!.!t .... .. ...... AMII!. 

AESEAAai. DEV, TEST & EVM.. 

AOT&E."""" 
,~ ... 
GDI a.INIVA8UTY ENW'COENT om2t2 a ... 5,M 25,IMI 15,M 5,e.tl 5,IMI 15,'41 10,000 10,000 

217 ~TABJTED TECH M1E 0 0 0 15,000 0 0 0 15,000 

~....-.-.141...C 

030 ~N«J~NNNCSJ TEONJl.00 080300 • .m1 u.n4 tOU74 t7.n4 11.n4 52,701 n.n4 tl.000 ll,000 10,000 

rm TRN::TOA HOlE 080301 1,113 1,113 13,113 13,113 0 1.113 11,5'3 4,llOO 2,400 

040 ..a! N«JAOCICET NNN«:ED TECHNOlOO't cmJJI 10,171 25,171 10,111 25,111 25,871 10,171 10.171 ·15,000 

1 • M:11 CM:Jll) AEllEMACH 0 0 0 0 34.000 0 34,000 34.000 34,000 

t• IATTERY TE<HO.OOY 0 0 0 1,000 1,000 0 1,000 1,000 1,000 ..... ..,....,,. Ci 
051 Oe.ICAL ~ OOtNENT10N OOMPl MONTO 0 '5.000 15,000 t5,000 15,000 (25,000) 15.000 tS,000 t5,000 0 ,...,,,.,.... z 

C) 
Gel JOfHT T/ICTICM. .-i DEFIN8e PAOOAAM 080330 ll.<* ••• l8,0M 11,0M II.OM l8,0M ··- 25,000 10,000 

~ 074 FORWNfO NtfAMt. DEfBm (f MD'J SYSTBI C*Xl75 «>.210 «>.210 111.210 !Wl,210 «>.2t0 51,2t0 5e,2t0 18,000 18,000 

t2t A~T10H ·ENO DEV 
.,,.. 1,383 1s.m 1.m t5.m 15,193 1,393 15,183 7,000 7,500 500 

CJ) 
CJ) 

IJJ W£N'ONI N«J ~ • EHQ DEV 
.,,.. IUM 2UM 21 ... 21 ... 21.384 11,384 JJ.M' 10,000 l,!!00 -0 

133 TRACTOR TAAUR OI04l1 4,927 027 0 0 0 0 027 4,127 z 
0l0374 11,M ••• 11,291 11.W 31 ,111 "·* 17,3tl 114 > 
02QllO I0,125 12,125 eo.m 12,825 74,825 I0,825 I0.825 2,000 t-4 

0 0 11,000 11,000 0 20,IOI 11,cioo 11,000 tl,000 
~ 

0 0 0 (2.500) 0 0 0 2.eoo 
Ci 
0 
:::i::i 

TOTM.. C11 ~ MJDrTIOHr t57 ... 1'8,«lO 51 ,'27 ~ 
I 

CJ) 

t'r.! 
AOTIE. *°"' z 
T....._,._. > 
003 DEFa. AEIEMQ4 ICIEHCEI Dm115 34Ulll 341,151 35t.861 351,851 341 ,861 341,861 341 .851 10,000 ~ 

01 t NM TfON100Y 080231 15.• Ill.• I& ... 121 ... 121,411 t&.• 121.411 33,IOO Sl,IOO t'r.! 

017 UOITRBJTB> TEOt IME 0 0 0 ·15,000 0 0 0 t5,000 

~ ......... ,,, .. 
024 B.ECTllC DANe om51 11.• 11.• 51,117 31,0IM 1.981 l8,0M 32.0IM 24,088 20,088 

cm~LAIER 0 1,500 0 1,500 1,500 0 1,500 1,500 1.500 

OM NNNICBJNm818ttiAN: WMFNtE TE<H«Jl.0 OI0374 4,tm 31,lOl 4,I03 31.J03 ll,l03 4,103 31.m Sl,700 33,700 

Oii PU.lilE ~TlON 0 4,500 0 4,500 4,500 0 4,500 4,500 4.500 

CDI NNN«SJ Tl!!CHNCLOOY TRN8110H OI0371 I0,568 I0,568 I0.561 I0,561 I0,561 13,170 115,351 4,IOO 4,100 .............. 0 
Mt Mta.UR LAIER CXMLNCA11CN8 OI0374 2,001 17,001 2,00t 17,00t 21,001 0 0 15,000 

~ 
~ 

T_..,'""""" 0 

011e N14 ClfE.W IY81'98 TECH«JLOOY oecmt 1.m 1.m 1.m 1.m t2.5t5 1.1n 12.5t5 3,731 3,731 O" 

0 10.000 10,000 20,000 0 12.500 10.000 12.500 2.500 
~ 

081 llCPPER ENVHC&ENTI OllOl22 0 """t 

Ol2 T..4S 080320 2.n~ 21.475 2.ns 0 2.ns 2,775 2.775 2.n5 N 

Oil NNNUD NIN TMOET 080J52 25,307 25.301 30,I01 30.807 ~.301 28,801 30.I07 5,500 5,500 .,.():) 

088 WE OEVB.OPMENT osm> 045 045 4,345 4,345 21.n2 4,345 U ,145 10.000 t0.000 N 
'O 
'O v,;, 



0 
FYtlll CONGMlllONAL AIJDITIONI TO DOD MQU!ITI: RDT&I ~ 

""' Cit! aun• tl!lalln) c 
O" 

A....e A....a ~ ~ ~ 
MMa. ..... ..... ....... ...... ..... ....... A.-> ~ ~ 

"""" 
,. __ ..... , ....... ..... ..... Alllll • ...... .-... ... ....... . . .-. ... ........ .... ...ao 

"""" t• ~WNl#NW.ltMllONM!NTALNXJ OIDl71 tl,ltl St.ltl ti.Ill 31,ltl It.Ill II.It• lt.ltl tl,CIOO ti.GOO ~ 

tU Y·22A 0 311,CIOO 296,0DO 285,0DO 351,0DO 296,0DO 255,000 255,0DO 2&5.000 
~ 
C,Aj 

tt:I OWJ( INlf#f 0 0 0 . 20.000 0 0 0 20,000 
t• ...,ACE NIN 8Y8Tal M'ROWMENT .,.,.,, •.t42 •.tu •.tu •.tu •.t42 •.H2 •.tu 30,000 30,0DO 
, ........ OOSllPI CCHl'IDOONTRQJOCW HCATI o•m 21.0H 21.0H 21,0H 21,074 21.074 21,0H 21,074 2.000 2.000 
2JO ....... OORPl~C01i91\T..-.oRTt«a Nf CIDl2 a. .. 51.114 5U14 It.• It.• U,161 51.114 t,21115 

2MMEDUIDEP1MMNI 0 II.ODO 0 1,800 0 0 0 1.500 

- TORfllDODITICnoN~ 0 tl,000 0 0 15,0DO 0 1.000 1.000 1,000 

•1 IOL.DBWWlltE EN wrceen flROORAM CUC> 0 0 t2.000 tlOOO 0 0 12,0DO 12.0DO tlODO 

DTACIT~ 0 0 0 D 0 0 4,000 4,000 4,000 

O..artdl....._..._. ~ 
279 INOUl1lMl PREPMECNEll O'lmOt «>.• 60.• .... ··- ao.• .a.• 50.• 1,000 10,000 I.ODO 0 
lMcM ... z 
2IO TACTCM. OCEAHOQfWltf'f 0 0 3.000 3.000 0 0 0 3,000 ~ 

Jll rMTllV'ITTfDtNOLOOY~ D 0 30,000 11,000 D 15,000 15,000 15,000 15,000 ~ 
Vl 

TOTAL OfF OOHOAE...W. HlOl110Nr 5l4,5e8 •.UM 4l,10I Vl 
1-4 

0 z 
> 

ROT&E.NtF .. t-4 
T ........... 

~ GM OEOPtft-.:a OlmtO 31,025 38.025 31,025 31,025 31,025 31,025 31,m uoo uoo 
-~la~ Dm220 14,tJ1 17,121 14.12t 14,121 11,tJ1 14,121 87.121 3,000 3,000 ~ 

251 UDITRalTED T8:H IAIE 0 0 0 tJ,000 0 0 0 13,000 0 
~ 

~ ................ f 030 ~~ /IBfO •ACI Pl.NE TEONX.OOY PRO 0 215.0DO 100,000 0 215.000 0 114.000 114.000 114.000 

GM KN/IM2D~TECHG.OOY cml40 .;. .... ··- ··- ··- 1,741 11.741 1,750 1.750 Vl 
tT'.I 

T ........... z 
1211W~ om417 130,B 130,351 130.351 17,296 14,158 17,251 10,251 3,000 > 
tP F-llD.WJAOHI mD7t3 74,212 11,412 74,212 15,000 11,412 51,112 25,000 10.000 ""1 
tJtlEIK .... 0 0 (II.too) (tl,IOO) 0 0 0 11,800 tT'.I 

11t OOPPate.Dl 0 0 2,000 2.000 0 2,000 2,000 2.000 2,000 

~--· ... . I a 
201 .a:M. M:lMTD PRIOR YEM 0 0 (II, 100) (tl,100) 0 0 0 11,100 

D, ., .............. 
231 INDUmM. ,., ........ 07m0t 10,711 •.151 115,751 115,751 15,751 10,75t 15,000 25,000 1u• 

Ul ... l •11 
ZIO ..... YEMMWGI 0 0 (~.ODD) (12,IOO) 0 0 0 12,800 

TOTAL al~ ADDIT10NI" 40,000 224,711 280.leO 

.ROTIE. Dlllll 1111 

T .......... 
16 

002 ff.HOUIE LMOAATORY NJEPENDENTREIEMOf Gml10 2,123 2,123 2.123 2,123 2.123 2,118 2,118 15 ~ 

cm NNNOED telW. TE<HO.OOY 0 0 0 12.ne 0 0 0 12,111 ~ 

DCM \.toWERSTY REIEMCH NMTIVES •110 25,000 ~.000 .a.ooo ~.000 ~.000 50,011 18.000 11.000 11.000 CD 
(X) 
CD 



~ 
~ 

i 
Q 

A....e A....e A....e 
Mmla. ..... ...... ....... ..... ..... ..... Mia> ~ ~ ,.. __ ... II Alie. .... Alla • ....... ........ ~ •• rt ....... Ale. 

CllJ7 UM NOii DATED PRIOR WM PUC>I 0 0 0 .... 900 0 0 0 .... 900 

ODI 8TRATeOIC TEON>LOOY OIDZ30 21•.1G1 M.1GI M.1GI 254,331 211.1GI 2M.331 2G . .-7 •.121 27,151 

Ott NTEOMTB> CXMWC> NG OONJ1'0l l£0*0.00 OID270 M,ODO 14.0DO 54,0DO 54,0DO 14.000 34.0DO 54.000 20.000 20.000 
012 IMTBMLI N«J Ba::TWQNC8 TECHNOlOOY om271 St.ODO 71,0DO a.ODO 31.000 I0,500 71,000 17.llOO. 7,000 21.500 tl,6CJD 

OtJ NJCl.EM Mi:HICNG cml7t 24.900 •.ODO M,300 34,300 •.ODO 2•.eoo •.ODO 1,100 tt.500 l,1UJ 

Otl 0M.UUM ~ TllCHD.OOY 0 0 0 25,000 0 0 0 25.0DO 

Otl Jl-MY UJHOORNIHf 0 0 0 «>.ODO 0 0 0 «>.ODO 

IOI UOHTIR ~Nit TllCHNOlDOY CDMPAJ 0 0 0 0 30,0DO 0 30.000 30.000 30,000 

IOI ~(OCDOOf.) 0 0 0 0 21,000 0 30,0DO 30,0DO 30.000 

IOI lHJl'l"9U1'B> Tl!CH ~ 0 0 0 7,0DO 0 0 0 7,000 

M.--1 .............. 1 ... . 
(j 

m LO a aanAL IVM.&Mt10N OF WOOR N«NAT oeo:m tl7,300 202.300 117,900 ···- ···- t•.200 nuoa uoo 7,oec> 0 z 
CIM IO/N«:8J • •• .,.. TllCHNOlDOY 0 115,0DO 0 115.000 145,000 0 15,000 ICS,000 15,000 ~ 
cm IPEOM. TllCHNOlDOY ....-oRT 0 25.0DO 0 25.000 25,0DO 0 25.0DO 25,000 2',000 ~ 
Gal YCROWA~WAVI lllONOUTHIC NT Cllm10 71,5IO 11.0IO n.5IO lt,OIO lt,OIO 71.&IO lt,OIO t,500 t,500 CJ) 

02I MANCii> TllCHNOlDOY HMTM oemn 20l,Ol:I m.oe:r 211,0IJ 231.0l2 120,0DO 211,0ll D,OIZ ~.000 CJ) 

mo OOCl'IRATM DOtWA 111EDCAL Ml!MOf 0 20,0DD 0 20,0DO 20,0DO 0 20,000 20,0DO 20,000 
........ 
0 

cm RANGNE CYa.I aaGY REOCMRY (RIC8t) 0 0 0 (4,000) 15,000 0 0 4,000 z 
OM ~TB>DCOICflWMENMTM oml7S 33,GI 12.GI •.ta 35,GI •2.42' 35,Gt .S,GI 3,000 tl,000 10.000 > 
ml ~·INEROYSIOWJE8YI 0 0 0 0 11.000 It.ODO 11,000 11,000 tt.CIDO ~ 

OJ7 NRNllD POC'A. PlNe MleAY 01D2IO 11,110 0 2010 2010 0 11.1to ti.Ito 1,000 ~ 
cm FORCZ e1weceenUC'TNE moot tU30 a.mo tUlO 10,530 5,030 10,llO 11. tao l10 (j 

ttt UOH1'MT 0 0 0 25.0DO 0 0 0 25,000 0 
tt3 MIBEM. FIO.JfY 0 0 0 tl,000 0 0 0 ti.DOD :;:d 

'ti lHJl'l"9U1'B> ABlUCT1CN D 0 0 (ti.GOO) 0 0 0 ti.ODO r '17 Nl\llCJIW. NMIW2 l'Y8TBI 0 0 0 t5,000 0 0 0 15,000 
CJ) , ............. trl 

tt2 nR'l!DO 1Cf1W/IM. VN.DTICN 0 0 0 0 l,000 0 l.ODD l.000 l.000 z 
.......... WIWWW 

. I a > 
OM ~Re.ooilt......a...-oRTPROOAMI OIOlt5 14,IDO 114.IOO (l.000) 35.000 341.IDO •.ooo ID.ODO 30,000 ~ 

trl 
Olll:t ,,, ............. 
on ..-101aEAPCttNG~ omm •.114 •.•r. 200.000 125,11• 51,U. 200,000 115.11• 21,000 11,000 

lA ..... 111 
_, IC8tCI I Bm&&D IDJCA110H 0 0 t0.900 10,500 0 0 0 10,500 

- ICU>"°'*" '81Uf'MIZATICN 
0 a 1,000 3,0DO 0 0 0 l,000 

ta JOINT **''ICI MOOIWll 0 0 0 0 0 21,I05 2t.• 21.• 11.• 
121 IC1M IONOIPI m IC HJMJfW. MIEM04 0 0 0 0 0 10,0DO 10,0DO 10,000 10,000 

,. 1111!: llCH "'°8:TI 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,000 a.ooo I.GOO 

t•LMlltWRR:ATICH 0 0 0 2.000 0 0 2.000 . J,000 2.000 a - .....,..,,.,IBlUCTDtl 0 0 0 (57,279) 0 0 0 11,111 (":) 
~ Os• , ,_a e..t. Olll:t9I c 
O" 

Olll:t ,, ....... ...,... ~ 

C1D1 flCMIQHWfo#Otl IYAUMnoH caJlll 15.737 15,737 15,737 0 11,737 tS,737 15.737 15,737 ...... 

CD1 MTOCOCl'l!MTM!~TEITIG caJl13 2',115 2',115 21.115 0 21.115 2•.•1 11,115 lt.115 ......... 

a ~OCliNMlMTUTIO 0 0 0 42.152 0 0 0 •2.ID2 .. ao 

OIO PRIOR YIM ~w«ll 0 0 0 (15,000) 0 0 0 15,000 ......... 
\C 
\C 
~ 



FY~ CONCIMlllONAL AIDTIONI TO DOD Rl!GUelTI: RDT&e 
I!! a•1!!1!ol Mlm!I 

a-. A....e a-. ...... ...... ...... ....... ...... ..... _... A..11> ~ ~ 
Pc • .... . ..... Aue. ... . .... ~- ~- ~- !!! ... " I 11 A9la. 

TOTAL 01 OOHQAE..:ltW. ADDmONr W,357 453,mJ S75,lt2 

TOTAL· A£IEM04, DEV, TUT & EVAL 
1~ 31,545,300 .... 1. 31.757.m 37,143,Tn 35,540.m 37,11021 37,tOl,441 

fAJ ,.,,........,.. 31,545,300 •.•. 1. 31.757,313 n.tu.m 35,540.m 37,IM,Sll 37,tOl,441 

TOTAL 01 OONOAE..:ltW. ROT&E MJaT10Hr t,254,807 t.J11.m 751,217 



~ 
~ = = ~ 

A.....a ~ ....... 
Mlnlll. ..... ....... ........ Hou9e ....... ........ ~> ~> .,.,.... 

......... Aull. Aull. Autll. Afp!p. Atp!f. Afp!p. .,...... .,.,..... Aull. 

Ml.ff Nrr OC»8TRUCTION 
w-.y Clln*uallDn. An"f 
........ don 
081 F11ZSIMMONI AMC co 

10 CHl.D DEVELOPMENT CENTER 0 2.100 0 2,100 2,100 0 2,100 2,100 2,100 

094 WALTER AEED AMC DC 
10PARKINQ~ 0 0 11,000 11,000 0 11,000 11,000 11,0oo 11,000 

Dea KEYWEIT Fl 
10 90F.8P£CIM. FCACEI TRANHQ FACl.ITY e.100 1,100 e.100 e.100 8,100 uoo uoo 2,«>0 2,400 

(j 

0 
070 FORT llEtHtG QA z 

40 CHlD CARE FACIUTIEI (2) 0 2,eoo 2,8-48 2,8-48 2,800 2,800 2,800 2.~ 2,800 ~ 

80 8AARA0<8 REVITAL.llATlON 0 0 2.000 2,000 0 2,000 2,000 2,000 2.000 ~ 
081 aAVANWf MMY OEPOT .. CJ) 

CJ) 

10 F\N:T10N TEIT RANOE 0 1!50 0 8!50 1!50 0 8!50 8!50 1!50 ~ 

0 
082 IT. LOUii 8l.fflORT CENTER L z 

10 AL.TEROOAM 0 0 3,7!50 3,7!50 0 3,7!50 3,7!50 3,700 3,7!50 > 
DIM FORT BENJAMIN~ 

~ 

10 WASTEWATER mEATMENJ FACIUlY 0 ~ 359 3!59 3!59 3!59 3!58 359 "9 ~ 
OIS FORT L.EAVEHNOR1H Kl (j 

10 CHLO ~IB.IOO.JI EDUCATION FM; 5,500 3,000 6.500 3,000 3,000 6,500 6,500 2,500 0 
110 FORT KNOX KY 

:;:d 

20 PH1llCM. FmEa lRAINtG CENT£R 0 5,420 5, .. 18 5,300 5, .. 20 5,420 5, .. 20 5,300 5, .. 20 120 t:J 

30 1111 TANK Df'NER TRAMG FACl.rtY 0 0 1,500 5,900 0 8,500 6,800 5,800 5,800 I 
CJ) 

t 11 AllERCEEN P 0 Iii) 
tT'l 

· 10 N1P FACIL.rtY liOO 0 1,700 0 1,700 1,700 0 1,700 1,700 1,700 z 
> 

120 FORT DETRKJ( 
.., ~ 

10 OtAPEL CENTEM:Hl.D DEVELOPMENT CENTER 2,300 1,300 2,300 1,300 1,300 2,300 2.300 1,000 tT'l 

180 FORT IRAOO NC 

20 CHl..O DEVB.CPfllENf CENTER 0 5,300 0 5,300 5,300 0 5,300 5,300 5,300 

30 MAlfT'EfWCE FACLITY4'HAIE I 0 7,000 0 7,000 7,000 0 7,000 7,000 7,000 

40 ICF ~ FACl.ITY 0 21,100 0 21,000 21,100 0 21,100 21,000 21,100 100 

115 FORTR.L OK 
20 CH1.D DEVB.CPfllENflEJQ~ EDUCATlOH FAC 4,ec> 2,700 ... 1!50 2,700 2,700 ... ~ 4.~ 2, 1!50 

17• TC9'1 WfiA NUIY DEPOr PA 

10~~ 0 0 0 0 3,200 0 3.200 3,200 3,200 a 
("') 

t 78 FORT JAiCK90N IC ~ 

10 CCH90LD\TED FEID MAIN1"ENAHCE FAa...rTY 0 0 23,000 23,000 0 23,000 23,000 23,000 23,000 0 
c::t' 
(':) 

118 FORTllJll TX 
...., 

20 8ARMCKI MODI 
0 l,«>O 0 8,400 8,400 0 8,400 8,400 1,400 ....... 

30 BMAACKI MODI 
0 1,IOO 0 8,800 uoo 0 uoo e.eoo uoo .. ao 

....... 
180 FORT HOOD TX \0 

\0 
~ 



a 
(":) 
~ c 
O"' 
~ 
"'1 

~ ~ AIMullt 
._ 

... ao 
Mnllft. ...... ....... ...... ....... ....... ..... ~> A,prop> ~- ._ .,...... Aultl. ~. "'*'· .... Anr!P. Appr!p. ......... ....... Ault . ~ 

~ c...,, 

20 BAARACKI M008 0 11.200 0 11.200 11,200 0 11,200 11,200 11,200 

30 VEHICLE WASH FACLITY 0 7,«lO 0 1,400 7,"400 0 1,000 7,400 7,000 

210 FORTLEE VA 

20 EN..191E> P£tRa.EUM TRAINING FN; 0 1,300 0 1,300 1,300 0 1,300 1,300 1,300 

230 a.ASSFED LOCATlONI xc 
20 a.ASSFIED PRO.ECT 0 0 3,400 3,400 0 3,«JO 3,«JO 3,400 3,«JO 

30 LAN> ACQUISmoH 0 0 eoo eoo 0 eoo eoo eoo eoo 
40 OPERATIONAL FN11TY 0 0 7.500 0 0 7,!500 1,500 7,!500 7.500 

(j 
234 ~ O'f 0 

10 0-.0 IEVELCPMENT CENTER 0 2,800 0 2,800 2,800 0 :Z,800 2,800 2,800 z 
3eO UN!IP£CIFED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONSZU C") 

30 FOAEION o.JRAENCY FLUCTUATIOH 0 0 0 0 07,823 . 0 e.eoo 1,000 1,000 ~ 
PWwq 

Vl 
Vl 

3eo Jl90C Pl.AMW«) N#J [EllQN ~ 

40 J90C PlNNNl Nm OEllGN 0 0 0 0 0 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000 0 z 
> 

TOTAL OF CONQRESSIONAL AOOf110N99 138.~ 185,3711 32,070 t-4 

~ 
(j 

M-.Y ConllNClllDn. ~ 0 
~ 

..... Ganllndlan ~ 
Del MCWTEREY FNOC CA I 

10 OOW'\l1"ER CENTIR 0 8,010 0 e.010 8,010 0 0 8,010 Vl 

070 MON1PEY NAVAL POllORADUATE ~ 
~ 

z 
30 CHl.D~CENTER 0 2.000 0 2,000 2,000 0 2,000 2,000 2,000 > 

110 SAN DIEGO NAVAL HOIPITAL CA ~ 

10 RE0acJtW. MEacAl. CENJER~ FACIUT1E8 5,000 0 5,000 0 0 0 5,000 0,000 ~ 

20 PAAKl«l OAAAOE 0 7,!500 0 0 7,500 0 7,!500 7,500 7,!500 

130 1AN DIEOO NAVAL lRAMG CENTEACA 
20 c::t-.o DEVB..CAEN1' CENTER 0 2.~ 0 2.3~ 2.3~ 0 2.~ 2.3~ 2.~ 

180 VM.LEJO MARE Ill.AN> NAVAL IHP'l'CA 
20 CMDOB> lllAT!RW. tWIJLJNG FN1rTY 0 2,700 0 2.700 .,,700 0 2,700 2,700 2,700 

1• MA'WPORT NAVAL llTATlON F\. 

10 ltOJl1NAL IERTHNJ WHMF 0 20,000 0 20,000 20,000 0 20,000 20,000 20,000 

220 M.IJNtf MARINE OORPI L.OOISTIC8 BGA 
20 CAUMATlON LMI 0 0 3,2'0 3.~ 0 3.~ 3,2'0 3,2'0 3,2'0 

230 KNM BAY NAVAL IUBMAR~ 8A8E OA 
20 COM...r'f ltlPN:f AISllTAHCE 3,770 11,5SO 11,549 11,MI 11.5~ 11,5~ 11,550 7,7711 7,780 

274 CANE HNIC IN 

10 UTHIUM TEST FAcUTY 
0 3,200 0 ... ooo 3,200 ... ooo .e,ooo '4,000 .e.ooo ~ 

~ 
325 PA9CAOO' I A NAWL STATION MS = = ~ 



~ 
~ 

FY tlll: CONCIRIUIONAL ADDmON810 DOD REQUEIT8: -.nMY CONITltUCT10N cc ..... , .. ., ..... cc 
~ 

~ A.......e ~ 
MRlft. ...... ....... lnedN ...... ....... ....... Aue.• ,..,..., ,.,,,.., 
........ Aull. Ault. Aull . .... Alp!t. .... ,,.,.,... ...,..... Ault. 

20 IEQ 0 0 0 0 0 U«> U«J 3,t«> U«J 

30 MAOAZINEI 0 0 0 0 0 3, ,.., .3. ,.., 3, 1«J 3, 1«J 

4DW~ 0 0 0 0 0 1,110 1,110 1,110 1,110 

329 MM CONt IPT FNJ, ICAH8A8 art MO 
10 Ftw«.'»' ~TA PROC CENTER • PHASE I 0 0 10,000 10,00D 0 10.000 10,000 10,000 10,000 

3eS CAllP LEJEUNE MARINE OOAN IAIE NC 
_, AOCHI ROAD • 0 ·a 0 0 5,500 uoo 5,500 5,500 5,500 

- PHUDll P-tA NI'( 
PA Ci 

10 HAZ a RM l1QRAOE WHIE 0 1,700 10,00D 10,000 1,700 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 0 
378 NEWPORT NAY~ EDUCATlON I TRAINAI z 

20 PAAKHJ LDT 0 290 0 290 290 0 290 290 280 G') 

318 OtMLESTON tfMI, ec ~ 
10 ALTE~TEACCE81AOAD 0 4,800 4,800 4,800 4,900 4,800 4,800 4,800 4,800 rJ) 

rJ) 

415 DAM NEa< MARINE ENVIRONilENf AL 8VA 1--1 

10 OPERAllONI NQ MAMENAHCE FAa.mEI 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 9,000 1,500 1,500 500 500 0 z 
477 NOAfCIU( NAVAL P\&JC WCAKI cm VA > 

10 OOINlHTY cem:A 0 0 0 332 o. 0 0 332 ~ 

4IM VIAONA IEAQf VA ~ 
10 lNC> P\R>WIE 0 1,300 0 1,300 1,300 0 1,300 1,300 1,300 Ci 

- KElPORT NAVAL \HlEMEA WMFARE WA 0 
20 '-'CEtllAI WMFN'I/£ ENQINEERINO CENTER 0 10,«JO 10,000 10,«JO 10,«JO 10,000 10,«JO 10,«JO 10,«JO ~ 

548 Ot<»fAWA CAW IU1\D MARINE CORP.IA ~ 
10 ooaaaD Miii STAFF TRAINER FACUlY 3,200 3,200 0 0 3,200 0 3,200 3,200 rJ) 

eeo OK~WA f\ITEHMA llMflE OCRP8 MJA ~ 

10 MAINrlNNCE HNGM ADDfT10H 1,8e0 1.~ 0 0 1,eCJ 0 1,eM> 1,eCJ z 
> 

20 TACTICAL MJPP0RT VAH PAD8 5,!500 5,!500 0 0 5,500 0 5,500 5,500 ~ 
911 ROJANAVALSTATION • ~ 

10 O&D DEVELOPl8fT CEN1'ER 0 1,800 0 1,800 l80 0 1,800 1,800 1,800 

IOO ~MDUCTlON {33) 

lOTAL OF OONQAE..aNAL MD1lOtr M,811 102,280 37,341 

._,cum •c r. »Faroe 
Mljarwm11c1 a 
OOI MAXWELL Ne AL 

~ 
~ 

10 NDALTOCNIQ. a.IP OOMPlEX 0 100 0 700 700 0 100 100 700 c 
O"' 

30 VleflHJ OFF ante 0 120 0 120 120 0 120 120 120 ~ 
...... 

0115 Ee.ION AFI AK ....... 

20 -..PL y COIFlEX 0 0 10,000 10,000 0 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 ... ao 

038 OAVl8-MONTHAN #8 AZ ....... 
i:c 
i:c 
~ 



a 
(") 

FY tlll: CONORElllONAL ADDfTIONI TO DOD REQUElta: -.JTARY COHITRUCTION ""to 
0 ............... , O" 
~ 
""S 

AIMMM ~ ~ N 

"'Oo 
MnlM. ...... ...... . ...... ...... ....... ........ Aulll> ~ ..,,,.,, N 

"9cluell AAA. Aulft. Autll. Aeprop. Aepop. Approe. ...,.,... .,...... Autll. c:c c:c 
~ 

30 TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT COMPl.EX FACILITY 0 0 4,000 ... 000 0 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 

047 IRA EAKER AFB AA 
10 CIV ENO IHOP FM; 0 2.700 0 2,700 2,700 0 2,700 2,700 2,700 

20 r;aNOt AOAD 0 l500 0 l500 l500 0 DOO 500 eoo 
30 WATER MLL & ELEV llORAOE 0 ~ 0 850 850 0 ~ 850 150 

085 MOCl.EUAN AFB CA 
50 lJPORACE El.EC Oll'T IMI 0 l,l500 0 1,500 1,500 0 8,500 8,500 8,500 

IO O«.D CME CENT£R 0 1,200 1,200 1,200 0 0 1,200 1,200 1,200 

OIO VNUNBERO AFB CA 
~ 

30 O«.D DEVELOPMENT CENTER 0 2.oeo 0 2.oeo 2.oeo 0 2,0CWJ 2.~ 2,0CWJ 
0 z 

088 LOWRY AFB CX> ~ 
20 OOIF\ITER OP8 aNT'ER 0 15,000 0 15,500 15,500 0 15,800 15,eKJO 18,500 ~ 
30 PAEQ80f MEAi EQUP LAB 0 2,200 0 2,200 2,200 0 2,200 2,200 2,200 en en 

130 TYNlAl.1. AFB FL ~ 

30 O«.D DEVELOPMENT CENTER 0 1.200 0 1,200 1,200 0 1,200 1,200 1,200 0 z 
13S~AF8 OA > 

eo (;141 MAM HANGAR 0 13.700 0 13,700 13,700 14,«>0 13,700 13,700 13,700 t""'I 

70 MDALTER O«.D CME CENTER 0 0 1.100 1,100 0 0 1,100 1,100 1,100 
~ 

144 800TTAFB I. ~ 
10 OOfUlrTOAV 0 0 1,400 l.«>O . 0 l,«>O 1,«>0 l,«>O l,«>O 0 

148 OAIMOU AFB IN ~ 10 WASTE WA~R TRTVT PLANT MOO 0 4,850 0 4,MO 4,850 0 4,850 ... 850 4,850 

20 WNJ HQ & OOMMAN> POST 0 2,150 2,1'° 2.1'° 2.1'° 2,1'° 2.1'° 2,150 2,150 en 
147 MCOOIKLL AF8 Kl ~ 

10 AID ALT PHYS FTT CENTER 0 5,200 0 5,200 5,200 0 5,200 &,200 5,200 z 
> 

1M ENOLNC> AFB LA ..., 
20 IAIE llFPl Y OOliFl.EX . o 0 4,100 4,100 0 4,100 4,100 4,100 4,100 ~ 

30 FUOHn.IE FENCE & UQHT'I 0 0 300 300 0 0 0 300 

40 AltER DOR• 0 0 3,200 3,200 0 3,200 3,200 3,200 3,200 

171 Ill. SAWYER AFB ... 
10 FllNE• CENTER 0 0 4,300 4,300 0 4,300 4,JOO 4,300 4,300 

221 ORAN> FOAK9 AF'8 hi> 

10 CHLO CARE FAOUTY 0 1,800 0 1,900 1,900 0 1,800 1,900 1,800 

230 N:WMK AFB OH 

20 CHI.I> CME CENT£R · 0 0 eeo eeo 0 0 880 eeo 880 

235 WRIQHT.PATTER90N AFB OH 

20 LA8 F\;El 8TORAOE FAOUTY 0 0 5,500 5,500 0 5,500 5,500 5,500 5,500 

30 CHLO CARE CENTER 0 0 1,850 1.850 0 0 1,9'° 1,8'0 1,850 

40 AIDA&. TER OPTICAL IYST£MI LAS 0 0 3,700 3,700 0 3,700 J,700 3,700 3,700 

245 TH<ER AFB OK ~ 

80 CHILD CARE GENTER 0 1,550 1,550 1,550 0 0 1,550 1,MO 1,550 ~ 
cc 
cc 
01 



~ 
~ 

FY 1111: CONGREUIO!NAL ADOfTIONI TO DOO REQUEITI: MILITARY CONITRUCTION = 
,... ...... ot .... ) = ~ 

~ ~ AIMtllll 
A*Mt. ...... ....... 9llKW ....... ....... ..w Aulit> ~ 

,.,,,,,..., 
.......... Ault. Ault. Aullt. Afro!. Afro!. Appr!p . . ........ ...,..... Aulll. 

298 EU8WORTH AF8 ID 

20 8CHOOL 0 7,250 7,250 7,250 7,250 7,250 7,250 7,250 1.~ 

27 .. BEROS1'AOM AF8 TX 

10 0-..0 DEVELOPMENT ~R 0 2,400 0 2,..00 2,«>0 0 2,400 2,"400 2,«X> 

215 KEUYAF8 TX 
40 O«.D CARE CEHTER 0 0 730 730 0 0 730 730 730 

318 HU. AF8 ur 
40 PROC FAC OON9Cl. 0 3,700 0 3,700 3,700 0 3,700 3,700 3,700 

eo 0-..0 CARE CENTER 0 1,300 1,300 1,300 0 0 1,300 1,300 1,300 
{j 
0 

325 FAIAOaD AF8 WA z 
20 OOUMN«> P08'T 0 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 C') 

30 8lRilVAL 1N«l DORM 0 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10.000 10,000 10,000 10,000 f;; 
479 l.AJEI FIELD PO rJJ 

JO lRANllENT OORM 0 2,300 2,300 2,300 0 0 0 2,300 
rJJ 
1-1 

570 ~IED WCRl.DWU LOCATlONSZU 
0 

40 OEflCENCt' M.J.ONNCE 0 0 0 0 0 0 10,000 10.000 10,000 z 
> 

~ ~ 

100 lt081Rl8UTEO (8) ~ 
{j 

TOTAL C1F eot«JAESSIONAL AOOmONS9 143,880 151,380 10,000 0 
§ 

u-.y Oan*Ualton. °"" • tdl 
I 
rJJ ......... ...., tr:I 

034 FITUIMMONI AMC CX> 
z 

10 lff INETY~ 0 5,200 0 5,200 5,200 0 5,200 5,200 5,200 > 
~ 

oee NEU.JI AF&. tN 
tr:I 

10 OOP.:1- MEO FAC REPLACEMENT-PHASE I 0 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10.000 10,000 

~ 
247 ~WOM.DWU LOCATlONSZU 

20 Pl.NHHO N«J OEllOH 43,800 43,800 43,900 43,900 43,800 0 llM,900 1,000 1.000 

70 PlMNHl ~ OEllON 29,700 29,700 29,700 29,700 29,700 0 ~.700 e.ooo e,ooo 

lOTAL OF OOHQRESllONAL .AOOfT10Nr 15,200 22,200 1,000 

0 
~ 

"""' 0 
... Oan. Nm/ NtlDntl °'8td O"' 

(':) 
..., oanalNallan "'1 

004 AL.ICEVUE Al N 

10 ARMORV 0 709 709 709 709 709 709 709 709 ... ao 
037 SHOM.ON AZ. N 

'° '° ~ 



0 
(':) 

a> 
<O FY 1111: CONGRElllONAL ADOmONa TO DOD REQUEIT8: Ml.nARY CONITRUCTION c 
b 
~ , ................ 1 O" 

~ 
"1 

~ '-
AIMuM ......... ""-" .. ao 

~ Alln*I. ....... ....... lnedM ....... ....... ...... Aullt> ~,. ,,,.....,. ....... 
~ ......... ..... Alllll. AMII. Aflnf· Ae!r9· -- ......... .,.,.,... Aulll. \0 
<O \0 
~ ~ 

3 10 OAOANIZATIONAL MAJNT£NAHCE FACl.rTY 0 0 500 500 0 500 eoo eoo eoo 
~ 013 DllW«JO co 

10 Ntt/tOlf'( 0 IOI IOI 808 IOI 808 IOI eoe IOI 

074 MONTROIE co 
10 ARMORY 0 UM 1,181 1,891 1,198 1,181 1,891 1,891 1,881 

011 IT AlJQUS1N Fl 

10 ARMORY 0 0 2,500 2,500 0 2,500 2,332 2,500 2,332 

081 OECATUt IL Ci 
10 Ntt/tOlf'( 0 3,304 2.eeo 3,304 3,304 2.eeo 3,304 3,304 3,304 0 

088 MACHE-.EY PARK IL z 
10 NUKJltt 0 2,820 0 2,820 2,920 0 2,820 :u:zo 2.920 ~ 20 OAOANIZATION MAINTENANCE SHOP 0 &le 0 Me &H 0 &H &80 ,. 

087 MARSEIUEI L 
CJ} 
CJ} 

10 &MAU. ARM9 81CRAOE FACILITY 0 307 0 307 307 0 307 30' 307 ~ 

0 
20 tllR=ACED RC»DNAY 0 325 0 325 325 0 325 325 325 z 

103 \NANA L > 
10 ARtllCRf 0 0 MS - 0 le5 H5 H5 805 r-4 

104 WLLIAM90N IL ~ 
10 ARMORYW/MAM£NANCE9«P 0 Ut2 0 U92 2,592 0 2,582 2,592 2,592 Ci 

111 CNIP DOOOE IA 0 
10 LNC> ACDJISrTlON • TRAlt.a MEA 0 ... ~1 0 8,157 8,157 0 1,157 8,157 8,157 ~ 

121 AIH.AN> KY f 
10 Mt/tOlft 0 2,414 0 2,414 2,484 0 2,414 2,414 2,414 CJ} 

134 BERREN oaMTY Ml 
t'rl 
z 

10 MMORf 0 1.~ 1,208 1.~ 1.~ 1,208 1.~ 1,250 1.~ > 
135 CAI/I' OAAVLNJ Ml 1-j 

20 WA81EWATIR TREATMENT FACILfTY 0 0 3,213 3,213 0 3,213 3,213 3,213 3,213 t'rl 

138 MENOMINEI CXUfTY Ml 

10 Mt/tOlft 0 1,117 1,117 1,117 1,187 1,187 1,187 1,187 1,117 

137 IHIAWA88EE OOlMl'Y .. , 
10 MMORf 0 1,450 1,408 1,460 1,460 1,450 1.~ 1.~ 1,.eo 

140 ~ ftflL£Y ... 
20 IMRAQC8 0 1,000 0 8,000 1,000 0 8,000 1,000 1,000 

30 8AARACIC8 0 IOO 0 IOO 0 0 IOO IOO 800 

141 AO<ERMAH Ml 

10 NClllORY' AOOf110N 0 735 D 735 735 0 73& 735 735 

142 AtlOlf'( ... 
10 ARtlaf'( AOOl1lON 0 310 0 310 310 0 310 310 310 

143 CNIP MCCAIN MS 

10 LNI) N:nJllmoN 0 4,000 0 4.000 4,000 0 .C,000 4,000 .C,000 ~ 
~ 

144 FlONOOO MS cc 
cc 
'1 



~ 
~ = = aJ 

....... . M....e M...e 
Mnlll • ...... ....... ........ ...... ...... ....... AMiii> .,,,.., ,,...., ..... Aulll. Aull. AIA. ~- ~ ........... ........ " ..... Ault. 

10 UI PROPERTY a Fl8CAL OFFICE 0 1,300 0 1,300 1,300 0 1,300 1,300 1,300 

14e CAJ/P 9ELB't' ... 
10 llOQ 0 0 700 700 0 700 700 700 700 

20 Y.1t FIRNJ RANOE 0 0 300 300 0 300 300 300 300 
30 ALT ENQINEERIHQ Bl.DO 0 0 400 400 0 400 400 400 400 

1• U<A ... 
10 NttltOR'f ACOrt10N 0 710 0 710 710 0 710 710 710 

147 LOUllVUE Ml ~ 
10 OAQANIZATlONAL MAINTENANCE 9«JP 0 eoo 0 eoo eoo 0 eoo eoo 800 0 
141~ MS z 

10 OROANZATlONAl MAINTENANCE IHOP 0 «JO 0 400 400 0 «JO «JO «X> ~ 
,.,. llNOOlH NE ~ 

10 com ll.f'PORT MAIN1'..,., 0 0 3,431 3,431 0 3,431 3,438 3,431 3,438 (Jl 
(Jl 

20 AOO AlltCIUFT PARKNJ APRON 0 0 587 587 0 &87 597 '87 587 ~ 

0 
188 BELEN Mil z 

10 NttltOR'f 0 1,317 1,350 1,387 1,387 1,387 1,°317 1,397 1,387 > 
117 a.owl NM re 

10 NtW1lfY 0 1,803 1,803 1,903 1,903 1,803 1,903 1,803 1,803 ~ 
20 OAOAHIZATlONAL MAJNTENANCE 9«JP 0 0 714 714 0 714 714 714 714 ~ 

111 FARMNJTON NM 0 
10 NUIOlf'f 0 1,183 1,183 1,183 1,183 1,183 1,183 1,183 1,183 ~ 

111 IANMFE NM f 
10 001BtEO 8'.flPOR'T ~NANCE 9«JP 0 3,082 3,092 3,092 3,082 3,092 3,092 3,092 3,082 (Jl 

20 U1 PMQSERI 't & Fl9CAL OFFICE 0 eoe 805 805 805 805 805 805 805 ~ 

z 
182 IPRl«JER NM > 

10 ORQANIZATIONAL MAM IHOP IJ 0 714 714 0 714 714 714 714 ~ 

208 CNll' OfUER OK 
~ 

10 TROOP IUPPORT FACIJTY • Ptw.e rv 0 3,752 3,120 0 3,752 3,7&2 3,752 3,752 3,752 

211 Kl.EMA OR 
10 Nttlt01ff 0 1,'44 0 1,'44 1,'44 1,'44 1,'44 1,'44 1,'44 

212 MEDFCR> OR 

10 Mw:Jlf'f 0 132 120 132 132 132 832 132 132 

21S"~ON' 'PA 

20 FIAE~IOHSYSMM 0 1,200 0 1,200 1,200 0 1,200 1,200 1,200 

211 EAl1'CNER 9C 0 
10 Ntt/ltOlf'( 0 0 1,!M>O 1.~ 0 1,500 1,500 1,500 1.~ 

~ 
"'+-
0 

211~ 9C O"' 

10 AAt/IOlf1 0 0 2,400 2,400 0 2,400 2,175 2,«X> 2,175 
(';) 
"'1 

2ll ~ TN N 

10 Mt/ltCR'( 0 982 982 992 992 m 992 992 892 ... ao 

242 aJNTON TN 
N 
~ 
~ 
~ 



0 
("') 

FY 1e-= CONGRllllONAL ADDl110NI TO DOD REQUEITI: MIJTARY CONITRUCTION 
~ 

0 ................. c:t' 
~ 
"'1 

""""' ...... ~ ~ ...ao ...... ....... ....... lnKW ....... ...... IMdM AIAll> ~ ~ 
""""' ........ Ala. Aullt. Aull. Arprop. Atp!p. Appr!p. ...... ........ AMiii. <:o 
<:o 
~ 

10 NUllOl'ft 0 0 1,180 1,180 0 1,180 1,180 1,180 1,180 

244 KJll81T 1N 
10 ARMORV 0 0 1,453 1,453 0 1,453 1,453 1,453 1,el 

241 JACK80N 1N 
10 AVIATION llFPORT FACILnY 0 0 1,838 1,838 0 1,838 1,838 1,838 1,838 

2el CMP 8CIWIE IRQ'WflJOOD TX 
10 CANtaEMEHI' FACl.llY 0 1,341 0 1.341 1,341 0 1,341 1,34t 1,34t 

20 lNC> ACQUISf110N 0 1,750 0 1,750 1,750 0 1,750 1,750 1,750 (j 
291 LAA£OO TX 0 

10 Mt//Ollft 0 2,283 0 2,283 2,283 0 1,203 2,283 2,283 z 
282 A08ENIERO TX ~ 

10 ARMORY 0 Ml 0 Ml 143 0 Ml 143 Ml ~ 
297 TEMPLE TX (,JJ 

(,JJ 

10 NNOllft WI OAOANIZ.AllONAl. MAJNTEHANCE IHOP 0 3,782 0 l,782 l,792 0 l,782 3,782 l,792 -0 
271 Nl..NJTCN HMJ. STATION VA z 

10 NA1lONAl. GUAN> CENTEA.flHAIE I 0 0 11,000 11,000 0 11,000 U30 11,000 1,830 > 
213 810(.V.MNJN WV ~ 

10 UI PROP & F1ICAL OFFICE 0 0 1,500 1,500 0 1,aoo 1.aoo 1,500 1,500 ~ 
214 VttEB.HJ WV (j 

10 AVIAllON ILfflCRT FACl.nYIMMOR't' 0 0 S,329 5,329 0 5.329 5,329 IS.329 5,329 0 
298 WHITEWATER WI 

~ 
~ 

10 ARMORY WI MAINIBWa-VEHCl.E ITOAAGE 0 2,251 0 2,251 2,2'1 0 3,.a2 2,251 3,482 1,241 I 
297 RtCHMCJN) WI (,JJ 

10 MtlOlf'( 0 0 0 1,241 0 0 0 1,241 t'Tj 

z 
288 0EVINE Wt > 

20 Nttl1:Rt NHEX 0 0 2,351 U51 0 2,351 2,351 2.3~1 2,351 ~ 

30e U'..-ECFED WORlDMDE LOCATION.9ZU 
t'Tj 

30 DEF1CIENC'f M.lDNNa 0 0 0 0 0 «>.000 1,000 1,000 1,000 

80 OENEAM. R£DUC1lCH8 0 0 0 ()3, 100) 0 0 0 33,100 

~ 
319 ~WORLDMDELOCATlONSZU 

10 Pl.NM«)"" OEltcJN 4,IOO 4,IOO 1,151 1,MI 4,900 15,000 11,900 2.m& e.aoo 4,742 

.. Oii\, ,......,.. Oumd 

Mlpw'*1dan 
ooe~ AL 

10 VEHIC\.E MAM'BW«:E IHCP 0 2,100 2.100 2,100 2,100 0 2,100 2,100 2,100 

20 8A1E M..oRl & EQJFMENT WAREHOUSE 0 800 800 800 IOO 0 IOO IOO 800 

007 FORT tl.WHJCA AZ. 
10 CX)W080E ~O"AIENT ILffiORT F~nY 0 2,350 :Z,350 :Z,350 2.3~ :Z.350 :Z,350 :Z.3~ :Z,350 

030 IUCICLEY NG& 00 ~ 

30 Nttl1:1lf( 0 a.ooo 0 5,000 0 0 5.000 5,000 5.000 ~ = = = 



~ 
en = = = 

AIMUllll AIMml ...... 
MMI. ...... ...... ...... ....... ...... ...... Mil> ~ ~ ....... Aulla. Alie. Aulll. Aepep. Atp!P. Appr!p. ......... ......... Aulla. 

«> UI PROPERTY & FllCAL OFFJCE 0 1,400 0 1,400 0 0 1,400 1,400 1,400 

50 UI PROP£RTY & FO WMEHOUIE 0 1,300 0 1,300 0 0 1,300 1.300 1,300 

081 llOUX GATEWAY AIRPORT IA 
10 LNC> ACQUl8ITION 0 0 ~ "° 0 MO MO MO eeo 
20 Ml& llFPLY WAR£HOUIE 0 0 2,550 2,MO 0 2,5&0 2,&00 2,!500 2.~ 

30 NXJ ECM 8HOP 0 0 380 380 0 390 380 390 380 

oes MCXXHEU. AF8 Kl 
20 lN«> ACaJl8rTlOH 0 uoo 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 e.200 ~ 
30 OPERATIONI N«l lRAINNJ FACIUTY 0 0 3,700 3,700 0 3,700 3,700 3,700 3,700 0 

oe1 one ANOe MA z 
10 F\JEl. Ol81'RBJ110N IY811t .. 0 0 15,200 15,200 0 15,200 15,100 D,100 15,:ZOO C') 

129 KEY flllO ... ~ 
20 OOliF08lTE MAHTEHANCE HANGAR 0 12,000 0 12,000 12,000 0 12,000 12,000 12,000 Vl 

Vl 

200 PORTlAN> 1AP OR 
~ 

0 
20 NDALTTAXNIAY 0 0 1,000 e.ooo 0 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 z 

231 Mer.A.a TN > 
10 NDALT~HANCJAR 0 0 4,800 4,800 0 4,800 4,800 4,800 4,800 t"'"4 

20 Al/04NT ~ 11a. a DllT 0 0 11,800 11,800 0 11,800 11,IOO 11,IOO 11,800 ~ 
271 1RUAX FIELD WI ~ 

10 ALTER VEHCt.E lllAMINNG 8HOP 0 "° "° ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 0 
20 ALTER WEAPOfo9 IEc::umY & M188KlN lt.FPORT FN; o 880 990 880 "° "° "° "° 990 ~ 

tj 
2IO ~ WON.DWIDE LOCATIONSZU I 
10~~DUIQN l,4e0 1,250 10 . .eo 1.250 1,250 14,250 12,400 1,IOO 5.~ 4,100 Vl 

20 ~ MNll' OCNITRUCT10N 2,500 2,llOO 2.'°° 2,500 2,500 1,000 3,000 500 500 tTJ z 
30I GENERAL AEDUCTIONI (35,062) leS,052 > 
Ml.Oan.,Mf't~ ~ 

tTJ 
....... dan 

Gee tNn'AF'E ... 
10 Nttl't 9'E8IERVE CENTER 0 0 2,85& 2,e&e Q 3,000 2.~ 2,955 2.~ 

081 JCH•ltM1N PA 
10 AEmNEcenaWIMAM'8HOP 0 3,805 0 3,805 3,805 0 3,805 3,805 3,805 

Ol2 IEQCLEY WV 

10 NW't AEIERYE c:anER 0 0 3,200 3,200 0 3,200 3,200 3,200 3,200 

083 KNJWOOO WV 

10 Nttl't RE8EJN& CENTER 0 0 1,400 1,400 0 1,400 1,400 1,400 1,«'0 0 
~ 

WV 094 BJ(N 
~ 
0 

10 Nttl't AEIEIWE CEN1"ER 0 0 1,400 1,400 0 1,400 1,400 1,400 1,400 O"' 
~ 

oee ~ WV "'1 

10 Nlltl't AE8ERYE CENTER 0 0 1,800 1,800 0 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 '-

oee fWt8lE WV 
.. ao 

10 NN't RE~ c;ENT£R 0 0 2.200 2,200 0 2,200 2,200 2,200 2,200 '-c:.o 
c:.o 
C,ol,j 



FY 1111: CONCJAllllONAL ADDmONI TO DOD REQUElta: MILITARY CONITRUCTION 
lthouuna or dolll'I) 

078 t.N!IPECIFED WORLCWIOE LOCATIONSZU 
10 LAN> ACQUISITIONS 

010 lHSPECIF1EDWORLCWIOE LOCATIONSZU 

10 GENERAL REDUC110NS 
PllrwW1g 
011 ~DWORLDWIOE LOCATIONSZU 

20 PlNHNQ N-6' DESICJN 
... Oan.,Nloilll,__... 

.... CIOf1llndtDn 
075 SlWINfT AIRPORT (NG) N'f 

30 FUEL 8Y9 MAINT tW«JNUCCIRA08IOH en FAC 

lOTAL OF CONQRE8SIONAL ACOfTIONS• 

S.. ~·••II I ClmUr'I Ard. Plft I 
~ 

001 8AIE Q.oeuRE PAOQRAMI 

NATO ltftltnd1n 
NATO~ 

005 080 MllOOH zu 
15 ~ RECUCTlON 

TOTAL OF OONQR£lllONAL AOOfT10N99 

TOf AL • MUTARY OONITRUC1lON 
TOI\ 
FAJ 

TOTAL OF OONQREISIONAI. ACOITIONS TO Ml.rTARY OON8TR9 

FAMLY HOUSINCJ F._ ~ Oor'lllrualan, Mf¥ 
~dnlWhDu*V 
004 Faff RUa<ER AL 

10 OENERAL OFACER HOUSING (2) 

OUI OAHJ HI 

Mrnln. ...... ..... ........ Aull. Autll. 

3,414 3,414 3,414 

0 0 0 

5,318 UN use 

0 5,700 0 

0 (11, 118) 0 

4,142,500 4,87&,e:ze 4,782,28' 

C20,000) (20,000) (20,000) 

4,122,500 4.~.e:ze 4,772,28' 

0 0 

llMICW 
Ault. 

3,414 

C14,2e0) 

UN 

5,700 

(77,188) 

4,eH,488 

(20,000) 

4,171,481 

c 
~ 
"'loo 
0 
O"' 
~ 
"'1 

~ AIM.e ~ 
...... 

-.Oo ..... ....... ....... AM/It> ~ ~ ...... 
Aepr!f!, Aelw!p. AeProp. ...,._ .,.,..... Aull. "° "° C,loj 

3,414 4,414 4,314 1ocr 800 

0 0 0 14,2GO 

UN UN 1,318 1,eQO 3,000 1,eoD 

(j 

0 z 
5,700 0 5,700 5,700 5,700 ~ 

~ 
200,834 220,715 100, 187 rJJ 

rJJ -0 z 
> 
~ 

S00,000 ~.ooo ~.ooo ~ 
(j 
0 
~ 

0 0 0 77,188 0 
I 

rJJ 

0 ~.ooo 577,188 ~ z 
> 
~ 
~ 

4,752,170 4,Ml,148 &,329,908 487,G 131,420 

(20,000) (20,000) (20,000) 

4,732,170 4,a..8,848 11,309,808 487,409 831,420 

581,130 1,111,134 7CM,21M 

0 300 300 



~ 
Q1 = = ~ 

FY 1111: CONGlltUllONAL ADDl110N8 TO DOD REQUEITI! MIJTARY CONSTRUCTION 
, ................ ! 

AllMMllll AIMeft MMM..a 
Mrnllt. ....... ..., ... ....... ..... ....... IMc:tM Aull> ~ Aflnp> 

" ...... Aulll. Autll. Ault. ~ Allllr ... ~ """' .... ........ Ault. 

10 NEW CONl'TRUC1lON (300) 0 30,000 0 11,000 30,000 0 11,000 11,000 11,000 

017 FORTLEE VA 
10 GENERAL a=F1CER HOUllNQ (1) 0 210 0 210 210 0 180 210 100 

PQll.~ Oanllruallan 
020 lHSPEQFIEO WOALDW1CE LOCATIONSZU 

10 CONl'TRUC1lON IW'ROVEMENTI 38,328 18,328 38,328 38.328 19,328 72,300 40,000 3.871 3,871 
(j 

P19rwq..s,...;. 0 
022 ~F1EO WOALDW1CE LOCAnoNSZU z 

20 Pl.NHN(] 1,348 1.348 1,348 1,3G e,3G 1,348 3,000 1,851 1,851 ~ 
&; 

TOT Al C1F OONQREMtoNAI. MX>rTIONS- 11,810 23,712 5,322 CJ) 
CJ) 
~ 

0 z 
flm!lr HDu11r41 ODnllndan, Ns.y & MM > 
can.wcllan d,.. ~ rt 

004 MARN OORP9 AJR ITA EL TCAO CA &; 
10 NEW CONS1RUC1lON (200) 0 15,000 0 15,000 15,000 0 15,000 15,000 15,000 (j 

a MARN CORPI 8AaE CAW' PE.a..ETOCA 0 
20 NEW CONl'TRUC1lON (300) 0 25,000 0 15,000 25,000 0 15,000 10,000 15,000 ~ 

~ 
011 NAVAL AJR l'TA MOFFETT FIELD CA I 

10 NEW CONl'TRUC1lON (14) 0 e.eoo 0 1,800 e.eoo 0 e.eoo e,eoo e,eoo CJ) 

023 HAS at..ENV1EW l. tT1 

10 NEW CONl'TRUC1lON (140) 0 0 15,300 15,300 0 15,300 10,300 15,300 15,300 z 
> 

CQ4 NAVAl ITA OUNfl"NWllO cu ~ 
10 NEW CONl'TRUC1lON (254) 0 31,W 0 31,eea 11.eee 0 10,000 31,889 15,000 

Pllwrq..Sd1119'1 
CMI \.19"£CIFED WORLDWIDE LOCATIONSZU 

20 ~ 1,000 1,100 1,000 3,100 8,100 1,000 3,100 2,100 2,100 

F~ .__.. Opailui• & 01111, Ns.y & 
epnq..,... 
008 \.t9"£QFIEO WORLDWIDE LOCATlONSZU 

1o~NXX:AMf 1uae 41,888 11,881 21.000 28,000 11,0ll 11.088 1.312 .................... a 
011 \.t9"£QFIEO WORLDWIDE LOCATIONSZU 

~ 
~ 

eo MORTOAOE ~PREMIUMS 27,208 208 208 27,000 
0 
C"' 
("\) 
"'1 

TOTAl. OF OONQRE88KltW. ~ 121,811 88,000 0 ...... 
... ao 
...... 
~ 
~ 
~ 



FY 1 .. : CONGRUM>NAL ADDITIONl 10 DOD REQUEITI: MUTARY CONITRUCTION , ........... , 
~ ~ AM..-

Mn*. ....... ....... ~ ...... ....... ...... AIJ!lt> ~ ~ ........ AAA. Aull. """· ~- ~ A#t ... ........ .... .... Autll. 

TOT Al • FAMILY HOUSINQ 

TOA 3,232,747 3,IU0,24t 3,241,518 3,274,le8 ·'.95,477 3,088,081 3,220,829 41,822 

FIJ (47) (47) (47) (47) (47) (47) (47) 

3,232,700 3,&10,1a4 3,24t,4e8 3,274,322 3,48e,430 3,089,044 3,220,582 41,822 

TOTAL. Of OONQRESIDW.. AOOfT10NS TO FAMILY HOUSINQ• 140,M11 92,782 5,322 



~ 
01 
0 
0 
~ 

FY1H1 CONGRElllONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUEITI: SUMMARY 
fthousanda of dollarel 

Amount Amounl Amounl. 
Mn*. Houee ..... !Mdld Houee ..... !Meted Audi> Applop.> Appop> 

Prvw•n "!CIU!!! Aulh. Aulh. Aulh. Aferop. Aeprop Aferop. "!9U!!! R!CIU!!! Aulh. 

YUTARY PERSONNEL 
.....,, ........ Mrrt 

TOA 24.295,800 NA NA NA 23,Ge5Q,98t 23,esJ,803 23,88Q,229 NA NA 

FAJ 

Aw•~· 24,285,900 NA NA NA 23,GeiQ,881 23,esJ,803 23,88Q,229 NA NA 
('j 
0 .....,,...,.,,..., 2 
~ 

TOA 19,383,tOO NA NA NA 19,1-48,527 19,044,785 19,oei.5,987 NA NA g; 
f AJ C/) 

Appap ..... 19,383,tOO NA NA NA 18,1-48,527 19,044,7915 19,oei.5,88'7 NA NA C/) -0 a...y Pet8011.e,.....,. Corpe 2 
TOA 5,918,eoo NA NA NA 5,887,484 5,ee8,e52 5,•7.502 NA NA > 

~ 
f AJ g; 
Appaplllll• 5.911,800 NA NA NA 5,887,484 5,eee,852 5,•7,502 NA NA 

~ Pw80119ll. AM Faroe 
('j 

0 
TOA 20,CMl,800 NA . NA NA 19,815,D> 18,817,100 18,731,372 NA NA :xi 

0 
f AJ I 
Afipiaplllll• 20,CMl,800 NA NA NA 18,815,200 18,817,100 19,738,372 NA ·NA C/) 

t'!'j 

R...w PWi••911. Anrft 2 
TOA 2.337,100 NA NA NA 2,384,200 2,322,800 2,383,300 NA 28,200 NA > 

~ 
f AJ t'!'j 

,..,.. ...... 2,337,100 NA NA NA 2,384,200 2,322,800 2,383,300 NA 28.200 NA 

R...wPWl••911.NIWr 
TOA 1,824,800 NA NA NA 1,805,700 1,808,100 1,845,000 NA 20,400 NA 

f AJ ........ t,824,800 NA NA NA 1,805,700 1,aoe,100 1,845,000 NA 20,400 NA 

R...w ... ••• ..... c.pe 
To.\ 338,400 NA NA NA 340,800 325,500 338,400 NA NA a 

(') 

"""' f AJ c 
338,«>0 NA NA NA 340,800 325,500 338,«>0 NA NA O"' ....... ~ 

""; 

...... 
-.Clo 
...... 
\C 
\C 
Cr.;) 
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FY1 H1 CONGRESSIONAL ADDmONI TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
'1 
N 

fthouund1 of dolarwt --~ 
Amount Amount Amount N 

'O 
AdnM. HouM ...... eMCted HouN ..... enected Audi.> ~ Approp> 'O 

CJ.J ........ R ...... Audi. Audi. Aud\. Approp. Aeprup Aeprup. Reque8t Requn! Aulh. 

Reeerw p.,..,_., Ak fon.:le 

TOA e&t,000 NA NA NA Ge7,800 884,tto eee.eoo NA 2,800 NA 
f AJ 
Appup ..... 864,000 NA NA NA Ge7,800 884,UO 888,800 NA 2,800 NA 

Nlillorm ~ .... IOli911, Amrf Ci 
TOA 3,358,100 NA NA NA l,428.800 l,331,800 3,379,500 NA 20,800 NA 0 
f AJ 2 

C'.l 
Appup ..... 3,358,100 NA NA NA 3,428,800 3,331,800 3,379,500 NA 20,800 NA ~ N811on1i1 ~ ,,_.,.,_,, ,.,_ Forw Vl 

Vl 
TOA 1,088,000 NA NA NA 1,Hl,700 1,0M,950 1,0Q8,400 NA 9,400 NA ~ 

0 
f AJ 2 
Appup ..... 1,088,000 NA NA NA 1,113,700 1,CM,950 1.oee.«>0 NA 8,400 NA > 

~ 
TOTAL - MILITARY PERSONNEL 

~ TOA 78,053, 7'00 NA NA NA 78,S53,202 n.m.100 71,080,487 NA NA 
Ci 

f AJ 0 
App ...... 78,053,700 NA NA NA 78,563,202 n.m.100 71,080,487 NA NA ~ 

f 
OPERATION ANO MAINT£NANCE Vl 

t'rJ 

()per. & MIH., Mrft 2 
> 

TOA 23,582,800 20,Ml,& 22,008,345 21,M,881 21,548,271 21,9&4,180 21,5tUIM ~ 
t'rJ 

f AJ 
App+lllkA• 23,582,800 20JM3,& 22,008,345 21.•.•1 21,548,271 21,9&4,180 21,515,994 

()per .• MIH., .., 

TOA 24,531,n> 23,258,988 23,283,784 23,185,935 23,775,805 23,230,Ge1 23,181,847 

f AJ 
App ...... 24,53.t,mo 23,258,988 23,283,7&4 23,185,935 23,775,805 23,230,891 23,181,MT 

Opll' ........... Mlltnl Corpe 

TOA 1,948,100 1,831,300 1,882,700 1,882,200 1,88 .., 1,M0,100 1,882,200 

f AJ 
AW+lllkl• 1,948,100 1,831,300 1,882,700 1,882,200 1,Me,280 1,M0,100 1,882,200 

~ 
C11 
0 
0 
C11 
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FY1 H1 CONGRUllONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUEITI: SUMMARY 
(thouunct. of dolant 

Amount Amount Amounl ...... ..... ....... !Meted Houle ..... !Mded Auda> Approp> Approp> 

"+•n R!Cp!!!! AudL Audi. Ault. AeP!p: AePop AeP!p: R!cf!!!I R!cf!!!I Aull\. 

ep..1 ........ Aafaroe 

TOA 22,048,900 20,389,779 20,785,714 20,824,ttO 20,877,532 20,o&4,082 20,080,735 

FAJ 
22,048,900 20,389,779 20,785,714 20,024,tto 20,877,532 20,o&4,082 20,000,735 ~ 

0 

1,883,tOO 1,070,308 1,372,283 1,3'7,42t l,511,t44 tl1,538 
z 

1,148,183 1,448,857 C') 

FAJ ~ 
Aw•llllkw• 1,883,tOO 8,070,308 1,372,283 1,317,421 8,518,t44 8,148,183 8,448,857 131,538 r.J') 

r.J') 
lo-I 

omoe of e. lnlpedof ~ 0 
TOA ~.500 88,518 88,518 88,518 88,500 88,500 88,500 881 z 

> FAJ ~ 

Aw•llllkw• 88,500 88,518 88,518 88,518 89,500 89,500 88,500 881 
~ 

Oper. I......_, Mrrt R...w ~ 

TOA 880,400 813,400 ... 100 808,100 133,807 171,380 808,100 11,700 11,700 0 
~ 

FAJ ~ 

AtJP+lllcii• 880,400 913,400 188,100 808,100 133,807 871,380 808,100 11,700 11,700 I 
r.J') 

()per. I Mllrt.. Nliwy R...w t'!'l 

TQA 884,eoo 1,004,100 m,eoo 888,000 1,015,800 878,114 888,000 13,400 13,400 z 
> 

f AJ ""1 
t'!'l 

AtJP+lllcw• 884,IOO 1,004,IOO m,eoo 888,000 1,015,IOO 878,114 888,000 13,400 13,«>0 

()per ............. Corpe R-.w 
TOA 18,100 18,100 14,IOO 14,IOO 18,400 83,180 14,IOO 

FAJ 
AWi ...... 18,100 18,100 14,IOO 84,800 88,400 83,180 84,IOO 

ep.. a....._,» Fne RlllM 
TOA 1,042,500 1,050,IOO 1Jl57,IOO 1,085,800 1,078,500 t,055,380 1,oelS,900 23,400 23,«>0 a 
FAJ ~ 

~ 

AW'+lllcw• 1,0G,500 1,050,IOO 1,057,eoo 1,08!5,900 1,078,500 1,055,leO 1,085,900 23,400 23,400 0 
O" 
(':) 
'"'1 
........ 

"Oo 
........ 
'C 
'C 
~ 
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FY1Ht CONORElllONAL ADDITIONI TO DOD REQUESTI: SUMMARY 
O"' 
~ 
..... 

f!!!ouuncfs of dolara! ....... 

Amounl ..... AmDunl 
... ao 

AdMn. ..... ...... EMdld ...... ....... EMdld Aueh.> Appnp.> Approp> 
....... 
\0 

P!vtl•R ........ Aulh. Aulh. Aulh. Alpop. Afe!!P Alpop. ........ ........ Aulh. 
\0 
c...:i 

0.,., .• MIH.. Mrrt Hin Owrd 
TOA t.•.500 1 ••• 500 t.870,«X> t,880,400 2,G'Q,2•t t,8e0,380 t,8e0,«X> 

FAJ 

At>tA ...... 1,881,500 1, •• 500 t ,l7'0, «X> 1,880,400 2.049.241 1,8e0,380 t,8e0,400 

a.,.. a~.»...., aun 
TOA 2.175,«>0 2,203,000 2,211,800 2,247,200 2,235,100 2,217,880 2,247,200 71,800 71,800 Ci 

FAJ 
0 z 

AtJtA+lllli• 2.175,«>0 2,203,000 2.211,800 2,247,200 2,235,100 2,217,880 2.247.200 11.eoo 71,800 ~ 

Rlfte Pr8ctloe, Mrrt ~ 
TOA s.eoo 4,000 5,800 4,000 5,000 5,000 5,000 1,000 CJ') 

CJ') -f AJ 0 
AtJtA+lllli• 5,800 4,000 5,800 4,000 5,000 5,800 5,000 t,000 z 

> 
Ccut ol .-.Y ~ °""* t'-1 

TOA 5,800 5,«>0 5,500 5,«>0 5,000 5,500 5,«>0 ~ 
f AJ Ci 

AtJtA+tllal• uoo 5,«>0 uoo 5,«>0 5,000 5,!500 5,«>0 0 
~ 

EtMOlll ....... 1 illol1 FWld. Dlflrm ~ 

TOA 117,000 1,000,000 1,082,527 1,otn,527 1,900,000 1,0IJ2,527 1,082,527 2«5,527 2«5,527 I 
CJ') 

f AJ !'.'T1 z 
At>tA+ ..... 117,000 1,000,000 1,042,527 1,otn,527 1,900,000 1,042,571 t,042,527 2«5,527 2'45,527 > 

>--1 
............... I 1 .. !'.'T1 

TOA 13,000 13,000 13,000 13,000 15,000 13,000 15,000 2,000 2,000 

FAJ 

ARll+lllll• 13,000 13,000 13,000 13,000 15,000 13,000 15,000 2,000 2,000 

en..11•*1C11 I Coldlr.on. Ad., D 
TOA 1,201,900 938,300 1,207,900 1,094,100 1.ooe.•10 1,207,800 t,084,100 

f AJ 

At>tA+ ..... 1,207,800 938,300 1,207,900 1,094,100 1,CD,410 1,201,800 1,094,100 

TOTAL· OPERATION ANO MAINTENANCE 
TOA 80,CJ10, 700 83,810,«58 85,932,152 85,452,'81 87,135.• 84,545,827 84,838,teo 

f AJ 

At>tA+ ..... 80,CJ10, 700 83,810,«58 85,932,152 85,'452,'81 87,135,JQO 84.545.827 84,838,190 ~ 
Qt 
Q 
Q 
'1 
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FY1tt1 CONORESllONALADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTI: SUMMARY 
0 
~ 

(thousand• of do•ral 
AmcMd Amounl Amaunl 

AdnlM. ....... ..... bided Home ..... !Meted Aulh.> Apprvp.> .,.,. 
"•*" ........ AUCh. Aulh. Audi. Affrop. Approp Affrop. ........ ........ AuCh. 

PROCUREMENT 

AftnA Procuwnd. Mrft 
TOA 1,583,3>0 1,CJ,983 1157,Q 1,274,383 1,57a,329 853.• 1,0Q8,182 

FAJ 

Af+•llllka• 1,583,200 1,493,983 1157,Q 1.274.383 1,578,329 853.• 1,088,182 

MIMll~Amrt ('j 

TOA 2.m.soo 1,888,345 2, 105, 140 2,081,123 2,335,1&4 2,103,231 2,211,-422 137,• 0 
FAJ z 

C') 
Appop ...... 2,823,500 1.eee.345 2,105,t«> 2,081,123 2,335,t«M 2.un.nt 2,218,422 137,2'18 

~ 
~ofW&TCV,Mrri/ (fl 

1,312,300 1,928,423 2,331,200 2,083,872 2,290,718 1,ee5,M2 2.tn.021 751,Jn e58,n1 108,348 
(fl 

TOA -0 
FAJ z 
At+ ...... 1,312,300 1,928,423 2.331,200 2,083,172 2,280,711 1,885,552 2.1n.021 751,m 5,721 108,348 > 

~ 

Procuwnn of Amnadan. Amit 
~ TOA 1,424,400 1,324,171 1,051,321 1,341.m 1,384.• 1,040,8 1,.,,548 2>,717 
('j 

f AJ 0 ............ 1,424,400 t.324,171 1,051,321 1,341,832 1,384,• 1,040,8 1,.,,548 20,717 ~ 
tj 

°'* Procuwnd. Mrrt I 
TOA 2.117,500 2,711,788 2.112.517 2.528.884 .2,288,054 2.117,812 2.453,057 (fl 

tT1 

f AJ z 
A+P ...... 2.117,500 2,711,788 2.112.517 2,528,884 2.288,054 2,117,812 2.453,057 > 

~ 

~ Procuwnd...., 
tT1 

TOA •.a.em l,'124,1!50 1.•.• 1.101.• 1,308,229 7,343,737 7,~10,452 

FAJ 

47 ...... 1,131,900 1,024,1!50 1.•.• 1,101.• 1,308,228 7,343,737 7,110,452 

WLlfa• ............ Nlwr 
TOA 1,111,400 5,371,087 ueo.ne s.•1.111 5,315,504 5,882,242 5,825,171 

f AJ 
1,111,400 5,371,087 ueo.ne 5,•1,181 5.315,504 5,882,242 5,825,171 a 

CJ ...... 
0 

748,004 
0--

11,185,200 9,0Ul,800 1,314,200 8,414,IOO 12,329,800 8,313,172 10,180,804 ~ 
""1 

f AJ 
._ ...... 11,185,3)0 8.018.800 1,314,200 8,414,IOO 12,329,800 9,313,872 10,100,804 748,004 ... <l:l 
._ 
(.() 
(.() 
~ 
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FY1H1 CONGRElllOtW.. ADDITIONI TO DOD REQUESTS: IUMMARY --~ 

lthouund9 of dolaral 
._ 
~ 

Amount Amounl Amount ~ 
~ 

Miiin. Hou• ...... l!llletM ..... ...... l!Mdld Auda> Approp.> Aflprep> 

"••" ........ Audi. Aulh. AaMa. Approp. AeP!I! Approp. ........ ........ Aull\. 

°'* Prac:uwnd. ..., 
TOA l,Olt,500 5 ••• 128 1,055,242 s.•.w 5,344,ltt uu.m 5,127,tlO t38,I01 

FAJ ....... l,Olt,900 5.•.128 8,055.242 5.•.• 5.w..au Utt,m 5,127,teo 138,801 CJ 
ProcuwlWt. ..... Corpe 0 

TOA 712.tOO 771,271 715,138 752,471 729,137 817,538 719,141 
2 
C1 

FAJ ~ ....... 712.100 771,271 7t5,t38 752.,471 729,137 817,538 718,141 CF; 
CF; 

»cni1 Procu.nd. M Farce 
1-4 

0 
TOA 13,711,950 7,295,575 10,293,258 8,805,933 7,883,887 10.m.m 0,541.455 2 

> 
f AJ ~ 

App ...... t3.7tl,e50 7,295,575 10,293,258 8,805,m 7,883,887 10.m,853 9,541,«55 
~ 

...... ~»Farce CJ 
TOA 1.005,700 5,Ml,141 1,122.157 e,toe • .- 5,912.853 1,243,122 UtU32 0 

~ 
FAJ ti ....... 1,005,700 5,588,141 •.722.857 1.1oe.• 5,912,851 1,243,822 5,113,532 I 

CF; 

099 ............_»Form tr1 

TOA 1,307,«JO 1.'llll,•1 7,521,513 7,821,e? 7,135,903 7,415,4G 7,503,350 2 
> 

f AJ ~ 

1.307,«JO 7,Wll,rtl1 7,529,513 7.121.452 7,135,903 7,•.4G 7,503,350 
tr1 ....... 

~EWll•• •• 
TOA 1, ... 400 1,153,514 1,913,108 2.1•.854 2,074,542 1,913,141 2.354.141 180,554 385,241 204,882 

f AJ 
Ai+' ...... ..... «JO 1,153,514 1,113,808 2.1•,854 2,074,542 1,113,IMI 2.354.141 180,554 385.241 204,182 

Nllcnlo.dl ..... ~ 
TOA 8,400 1,51t,100 2.84'7,381 1,871,700 t,5e8,tt5 2 • .-... 2 • .m.100 1,4tUOO 2.008,300 512,000 

f AJ ,... ...... «55,400 1,511,100 2,147,381 1,871,700 1,5e8,tt5 2.•.- 2,483,700 1,418,300 2.008,300 m.ooo 

~ 
~ 
0 
0 = 
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FY1H1 CONGRESSIONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
fthou .. nds of dolarsl 

AmcM1I AmcM1I Amowlt 
Adrnn. Houee ..... EMded Houee ....... EIUICted AuHt.> Approp> Appfop> 

Pny•li R!qU! .. Auth. Auth. Auda. Aeprop. Approp Aeprop. R!qU!!! R!qU!!! Auth. 

1.-pedor Gelw'lll 
TOA SMlt SMlt SMlt est 

FAJ 
Appiopllllk»I• SMlt 981 981 881 

o.fer'9e ProcU:lan Ad~ ~ 

TOA t,800 t,800 1,800 1,800 50,000 30,000 50,000 48,200 48,200 0 z 
FAJ C') 

Appop116w• t,800 t,800 t,eoo 1,800 50,000 ·30,000 50,000 48,200 48,200 ~ 
Chim Aglr* & Mw6Jne o.truc:tlon, Def 

(/) 
(/) 
~ 

TOA 354,«>0 3n,300 385,700 382,800 298,700 305,700 292,700 28,200 0 
FAJ z 

> 
Appopllllk»I• 354,«>0 3n.300 355,700 382,800 288.700 365,700 292,700 28,200 t'"'4 

TOTAL-PROCUREMENT ~ 
TOA n.642,a 83,850,388 87,412,783 87.184,710 87,310,745 85,855,517 87,.-,348 284,d ~ 

FAJ 0 
~ 

Appioplllkll• n.642,e> 83,850,388 87,412,783 87,184,710 87,310,745 85,855,517 11 • .-.348 2&4,d ~ 
I 

(/) 

RESEARCH, DEv, TEST I EVAL ~ 

z 
RDT&E,Mrlf > 

TOA 8,025,g()Q 5,875,827 5,M,323 5,732,748 5,388,811 s.•.m 5,807,379 ~ 
~ 

FAJ 
Appiuplllkll• 9,025,g()Q 5,875,827 5,M,323 5,732,749 5,388,111 s.•.m 5,S>7,379 

RDT&E,N8vy 
TOA 9,102,«>0 8,s.en 8,281,528 9,417,934 8,954,950 8,6,853 8,037,884 315,534 

FAJ 
Appioplllkll• 9,102,«>0 9,8,877 8,281,528 9,417,934 8,954,950 a.&,853 9,037,9&4 315,534 

RDTIE, ~Force 0 
To.\ 13,278,300 12,IM0,082 12,275,578 12,eM,882 11,804,388 11,575,574 11,981,310 ~ 

~ 
0 

f AJ O"' 
('1:) 

Appiuplllkll• 13,278,300 12,IM0,082 12,275,578 12,984,882 11,804,lee 11,575,574 11,981,310 ~ 

'-... ao 
'-
'C 
'C 
~ 
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FY1H1 CONGRElllONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY N 

'thouund1 of dollar9I 
__ ():) 

N 
Amount Amounl Amounl ~ 

Adnin. Hou• ....... Enected Hou• ....... l!nected Appr'Op.> Apprvp> 
~ 

Aueh.> ~ ....... R!gu!t! Audi. AullL Aulh. Approp. Appop Approp. R!qU!!f R!qU!!! Auth. 

RDTIE, Oefll• tdl 
TOA 9.2 ... 300 7,381.235 1,872,702 8,013,938 e.~.ee1 8,583,«17 9,115.• 1,101,790 

FAJ 
Appaplllkll• 9,248,300 7,381,235 8,972,702 l,013,938 8,5es,8Q7 8,583,«l7 9,115,M t, 101,790 

0.. 1lapne18' T• I Evmf., ~ Ci 

TOA 348,100 28G,100 tn,se1 251,919 m.m 229,m 237,720 0 z 
FAJ C') 

Appaptllc'8• 348,100 288,100 m.se1 251,919 m.m 229,m 237,720 ~ 
ep.mtao .. T• & EVIi., OIM'9e 

CJ) 
CJ) 
~ 

TOA 90,800 17,000 17,000 15,000 15,000 15,000 15,000 0 
FAJ z 

> 
App ...... 80,800 17,000 17,000 15,000 15,000 15,000 15,000 ~ 

TOTAL· RESEARCH, DEV, TEST I EVAL ~ 
TOA 38,082,800 35,873,221 38,520,722 38,095,QOO 34,937,911 34, t«l,308 35,974,792 Ci 

FAJ 0 
~ 

Appcipllllcll• 38,082,800 35,873,221 38,520,722 38,085,803 34,937,811 34, 1 «>.308 35,874,792 0 
I 

CJ) 

REVOl.VINO ANO MANAOEMENT FUNDS ~ z 
Amft Sb* FWll > 

TOA 407,000 302,500 30UOO 302,500 «>7,000 302,500 ms.520 74,020 ~ 
~ 

FAJ 
Appcipllllcll• 407,000 302,500 302,500 302,500 407,000 302.500 379,520 74,020 

tMrMlxkfmt 
TOA 37,200 37,200 28,350 28,3150 

FAJ 
AflPcipW..• 37,200 . 37,200 28,350 28,B 

»force Sb* FWll 
TOA 1,340,200 887,900 887,900 887,DOO 1,039,900 887,900 1,152,110 284,210 

FAJ 
Appapllllcl• 1,340,200 887,900 887,900 887,900 1,039,900 8'J7,900 1,152,110 2&4,210 

~ 
~ 
0 
ii-
ii-



~ 
~ 
Q 
1-1 
~ 

FY1 H1 CONOREUIONAL ADDIT10N9 TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
!thousands of dollarst 

Amount Amowlt Amowlt 
Mn*a. liouM ...... Enlded HouM ..... l!nKted Audi> AwoP> Approp> 

Ptvt!•H Requet! Auth. Auth. Aulh. Aeprop. Aeprop Aeprop. Requnt Requet! Aud\. 

Oefer19e Stock Flni 
TOA 50,000 50,000 2,355,000 35,420 35,420 

FA.J 
Appoprtllcl. 50,000 50,000 2,355,000 35,420 35.~ 

Afmt lndultr1ll Flni n 
0 TOA 151,100 15t,100 151,100 151,100 75,500 )51,100 151,100 z 

FAJ C") 

App Upi ..... 151,100 151,100 151,100 151,100 75,500 151,100 151.100 ~ 
NW1 lnclJMrW fund 

(/) 
(/) -TOA 238,700 238,700 238,700 238,700 • ~9.350 238,700 238,700 0 

FAJ z 
> 

Appupotllb. 238,700 238,700 238,700 238,700 119,350 238,700 238,700 t""' 

Defw19e lncUllrtll Flni ~ 
TOA .C,000 .C,000 .C,000 4,000 2,000 4,000 4,000 n 
FAJ 0 

~ 
AppopWki• 4,000 .C,000 4,000 .C,000 2,000 .C,000 4,000 0 

TOTAL· REV. & MANOMNT. FUNDS I 
(/) 

TOA 2,228,200 1,584,200 1,584,200 1,584,200 1,730,QSO 3,939,200 1,884,200 a.cm t'r1 z 
FAJ > 
Appoplllkii• 2,228,200 1,584,200 1,584,200 1,5&4,200 1,730,B 3,939,200 1,884,200 G>,CXX> ~ 

t'r1 

MUTARY CONSTRUCTION 
...., Con*Uclan, Amrt 

TOA n.c.a 952,387 718,220 748,187 747,0lffT e97,887 7.-S,137 

FAJ 
Appoptllb• ·n.c,800 852,387 718,220 748,187 747,0lffT e97,887 7.-S,137 

...., ConlWctlan..., 0 
TOA 1,113,300 1,080,129 1,088,129 1,142,398 1,137,278 1,083,829 1,132,0 29,Dee 19,D ~ 

'""" 0 
FAJ O"" 

~ 

Appuprtllal. 1, 113,300 1,080,129 1,088,129 1,142,M 1,137,278 1,083,829 1,132.eoe 29,0Ge 19,D ""1 
~ 

.._Q:) 

~ 
\0 
\0 
~ 
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FY1H1 CONGRElllONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
~ 
"'1 

(thouMnd• of dolllnl 
._ 

"'Oo 
Amount Amount Amounl ._ 

Ms-. HouM ..... !Md9cl Houle ....... !Mdect Audi.> Approp.> Appr'Op> \.0 
\.0 ,. .... R!CIU!!! Aulh. Auttl • . Aulh. Afprop. AeProp Afprop. R!guHt R!CIU!!! Aulh. i:.i..:i 

....,, Con11ruc1Dn. Ak Force 
TOA 1,378,200 1,000,883 1,015,134 1,004,2N 944,348 881,7&4 949,094 

FAJ 
1,378,200 1,000,tm 1,015,134 1,004,2N 944,348 881,7&4 949,094 

787,500 585,329 850,313 818,478 825,320 800,113 eo1,288 (") 

0 z 
AMwoplllka• 787,500 585,328 ~.313 818,471 825,320 800,113 801,288 C') 

Ml. Con.,,,,.,,,, ....... au.d g; 
CJ) 

TOA 88,400 208,eee 108,373 297,544 201,5158 235,54e 313,224 231,144 2.eG,824 15,880 CJ) 
lo-4 

FAJ 0 
Appoplllka• OS,«>O 208.• 198,373 297,544 201,558 235,s.t9 313,224 231,144 2..S,824 t5,eeo z 

> 
""·Con.,~ ....... au.d ~ 

TOA 88,500 111,820 134,310 1n,340 135,2«> 148,3e8 180,580 105,MO 114,000 1,220 g; 
f AJ (") 

AHN op-.• euoo 119,820 134,310 1n,340 135,2«> 148,• 180,580 105,MO 114.oeo 8,220 0 
~ 

Ml. Con., Anfff RlllM tJ 

TOA 58,300 OS,902 88,829 79,129 88,297 75,229 77,428 . 18,829 18,129 1,300 I 
CJ) 

FAJ tT1 z 
At41ap;lllka• 58,300 88,902 ea,829 78,129 ea.297 75,229 77,421 Ul,829 18,129 1,300 ~ 

Ml. Con.,.__ RlllM tT1 

TOA 50,200 13,300 fJ1,207 80,307 13,300 75,207 80,307 30,107 30,107 

FAJ 
AMwap;tlllal. 50,200 13,300 fl7,207 80,307 13,300 75,201 80,307 30,107 30,107 

Ml. Con.,~ Force R...w 
TOA 37,700 37,700 ~.700 37,700 37,700 41,100 38,800 800 800 

f AJ 

AHN•'*'• 37,700 37,700 37,700 37,700 . 37,700 41.100 38,800 800 800 

..... Rilllgl1nn I a.n lv1d. Plrt I 
TOA 818,500 1,018,500 •.500 1,0te,500 •.100 918,500 •.100 100,000 81,900 

FAJ 
App ...... 818,500 1,018,500 •.500 1,018,500 998,100 918,500 eee,100 100,000 at.800 ~ 

Q1 = 
"""' ~ 
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FY1H1 CONORESllONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
lthousands of do .. n) 

Amount Amount Amount 
AdrNn. Hou• ..... EMC:tecl HouM ........ !Meted Aulh.> Approp> Apprap> 

'"¥*" Regunt Auth. Auth. Aulh. Appop. App!op Appop. Regunt Regunt Ault\. 

NATO lnfr...wctLn 

TOA .... 215,000 250,G 232,700 290,000 250,400 232,700 
f AJ (40,000) (40,000) (40,000) (40,000) (40,000) («>,000) (40,000) 
AppapWkl• 420,400 175,000 210,«>0 192,700 250,000 210,400 192,700 

TOTAL - MILITARY CONSTRUCTION n 
TOA 5,701.800 5,038,744 5,203,108 5,429,572 5,248,212 5,014,041 5,350,042 0 

z 
f AJ («>,000) (40,000) (40,000) (40,000) (40,000) (40,000) (40,000) G') 

AppapcWkl• ueuoo 4,898,744 5,183,108 5.388,572 5,208.212 ... 974,041 5.310,042 g; 
fJl 
fJl -f AMIL Y HOUSING 0 

f emly HauMng CGneendan, Amrt z 
> TOA 81,800 es.eoo 7000 74,300 81,800 8t,100 74,300 12.500 12.500 ~ 

FAJ g; 
AppapWkl• 81,800 ee.eoo 74,300 74,300 81,800 81,100 74,300 12.500 12,500 n 

F_., Hculng ()paiL• I DelJl. Amrt 0 
~ 

TOA 1,492,G 1,492,es> 1,482,es> 1,457,850 1,483,717 1,483,717 1,483,717 8,087 t' 
FAJ I 

fJl 

AfitiiapcWIDI• t,492,G t,482,850 1,482,es> t,457,es> 1,483,717 1,483,717 1,483,717 e,087 t'T1 
z 

FnlJ Haullng CanllndlDft. N9vr I Miit > 
TOA 1815,000 208,018 183,925 174,827 185,000 138,S>7 174,817 90 ~ 

t'T1 
FAJ 

At4WC4XWIDI• 185,000 208,019 183,825 174,827 185,000 138,S>7 174,917 90 

FnlJ Hculng Opa'IL• I 1>1111. Nny I 
TOA 719,500 7tl,500 718,500 887,000 881,101 881,101 881,101 

FAJ 

Afitii+lllca• 719,500 711,500 719,500 887,000 8D1,101 881,101 ee1,101 

FnlJ Haulq CanllndlDft. ~ Fne 0 
TOA 182,800 208,St 182.800 182,985 185,100 138,888 182,957 385 (") 

""+-
0 

FAJ O"' 
~ 

Appaplllkii• 182,800 208,584 182,800 182,985 185,100 138,888 182,957 385 ""'j 

N .. ~ 
N 
\0 
\0 
~ 
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FY1H1 CONGRESSIONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY ...... 
lthouund1 of dollars) 

\0 
\0 

Amowll Amount Amowll 
~ 

AdlNn. . Hou• ...,... Enected HouM ....... !Meted Audi> Approp.> Approp> ,., ... . R!qU!!! Auth. Auth. Aulh. Afpoe. Afpoe Approp. R!qU!!! R!gU!!! Aual. 

F.,., Houlq Opallb• I Ollll. AF 
TOA 780,300 780,300 m,300 7815,800 n1,442 nt,442 n1,442 4,&42 

FAJ 
Appe+lllkA• 789,300 780,300 779.300 7815,800 m,442 771,442 771,442 4,&42 ~ 

0 
,..,., ...... Conlllndon. Def91 ..... .. z 

TOA· 500 100 500 500 500 500 500 
~ g; 

FAJ CJ) 

Ai'P+Wkll• 500 100 500 500 500 500 500 
CJ) 
~ 

,..,., Hou1inQ <>paillklf• a Debt. ~ 0 z 
TOA 20,800 20,800 20,800 20,800 20,514 20,514 20,514 > 

r4 
FAJ 

Awt+Wlal• 20,800 20,800 20,800 20,800 20,514 20,514 20,514 ~ 
Hol1.....,. Ae.a F&nt, Def. 

~ 
0 

TOA 3,885 56,475 3,885 3,885 3,885 3,885 3,885 ~ 

FAJ 1,235 1,235 1,235 1,235 1,235 1,235 1,235 
~ 
I 

ARl+Wkll• 5,100 58.710 5,100 5,100 5,100 5,100 5,100 CJ) 

t'T'l 
TOTAL· FAMILY HOUSING z 

TOA 3,455,505 3,580,038 3,429,SMO 3,37U07 3,383,038 3,290,434 3,383,313 > 
1-1 

f AJ 1,235 1,235 1,235 1,235 1,235 1,235 1,235 t'T'l 

Aflil•Wkl• 3,4158,800 3,581,273 3,429,175 3,379,742 3,384,274 3,29t.• 3,354,548 

DEFENSEWIDE CONTINGENCIES 
Al~S.W,. 

TOA (300,000) NA NA NA (300,000) NA 300,000 NA 

FAJ 
At*Pi+ ..... (300.000) NA NA NA (300,000) NA 300,000 NA 

Appe+lllki• (300,000) NA NA NA (300,000) NA 300,000 NA 

~ 
01 
Q 

"""' 01 
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FY1111 CONOREISIONAL ADDfTIONI TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
(thouNnd1 of do•rsl 

Amounl Amount Amow1I 
Admkt. HouN ...... Enected .... ....... Enected Auda.> Appup.> Approp> 

PT1•n Reque!t AUlh. Auth. Audi. Aep!op. Approp Approp. R!qU!!t Reque!t Audi. 

DEDUCTIONS FOR OffSEmNO RCPTS 

~R ...... Amrt 
TOA 

f AJ (220,300) (220,300) (220,300) (220,300) 
(j 
0 

Appopllllkw• (220,JOO) NA NA NA (220,300) (220,300) (220,300) NA NA z 
~Rafi*, Hllvr CJ 

~ TOA rJl 

FAJ (193,000) (193,000) (193,000) (193,000) rJl -Appiup ...... (tDJ,000) NA NA NA (tDJ,000) (193,000) (193,000) NA NA 0 z 
~ RecefS*, ~force > 

TOA ~ 

FAJ p.4G,000) (34Q,OOO) (3'49,000) (34Q,OOO) ~ 
Appop .... (34Q,000) NA NA NA (349,000) (3"48,000) (34Q,OOO) NA NA (j 

0 
~R----Qlflrm ~ 

0 TOA I 
f AJ (87,000) (87,000) (87,000) (87,000) rJl 

(87,000) NA NA t!A (87,000) (87,000) (87,000) NA NA tT1 
App+llllkw• z 

TOTAL· D£DUCTHI. FOR OffSTNO. RCPTS. > 
~ 

To.\ tT1 

FAJ (M,300) (M,300) (M,300) (M,300) 

Aw+tllki• (M,300) NA NA NA (M,300) (M,300) (M,300) NA NA 

TRUST FUNDS 

TRiii f&nil, Mrrt 
TOA 

f AJ 42,700 42,700 42,100 42,700 a 
NA NA NA 42,100 42,700 42,100 NA NA 

("',) 

App+llllkw• 42,700 ""lo 
0 
Cl"' 
~ 
""l 
....... 

.. ao 
....... 
~ 
~ 
~ 
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FY1H1 CONGRElllONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY \0 
~ 

fthouunda of dollll'9l 
Amounl Amounl Amounl 

Mn*'- Houle ....... !Meted ........ .... !Mded Aulh.> Appr'Op.> Appl'op> ,.. ... R!QU!!! Auth. Auna. Auaa. Appn!p. Aperop Appn!p. R!QU!!! R!QU!!! Auth. 

TNll Flntl, N9VJ 
TOA () 

FAJ 30,200 30,200 30,200 30,200 0 
z 

AppopWb• 30,200 NA NA NA 30,200 30,200 30,200 NA NA C) 

TNll Flntl, Ak Farce ~ 
TOA 

(/) 
(/) 
~ 

FAJ 100 100 100 100 0 
App;opllL• 100 NA NA NA 100 100 100 NA NA z 

> 
TOTAL· TRUST FUNDS t-4 

TOA ~ 
f AJ 73,000 ., ~.000 73,000 73,000 () 

AppupllL• 73,000 NA NA NA 73,000 73,000 73,000 NA NA 0 
~ 
~ 

INTERFUND TRANSACTIONS I 
(/) 

.,,.....T••-*'-.NlwJ t"!j 

TOA 
z 
> 

FAJ (29,100) (29,100) (29,100) (29,100) ~ 
t"!j 

AppopWkl• (29,100) NA NA NA (29, 100) (29,100) (29,100) NA NA 

HOMEOWNERS ASST FUND, DEFENSE 
HonilOMW'I A8ll Ftni, Oii. 

TOA 1,435 NA NA NA 1,435 1,4315 1,4315 NA NA 

FAJ 
App;opWb• 1,435 NA NA NA 1,4315 1,4315 1,435 NA NA 
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FYtHt CONORE8llONAL ADOITIONI TO DOD REQUEITI: OPERATION I MAINTENANCE ~ 

fltlCMeunda of dolllnl 
Amount Mlourll AMoultl 

Adlftln. HouM ..... lrtedld HouM ..... IMcted Aalltl> Appfop> ~ ,,,.. R!caut• Aultl. Auth. Auth. Approp. Aeprot!. App!!p. 9'!CJU!ll l!!gU!!! Aud\. 

OPaAT10N M«JMMfnNNa 

Oper. ' ....... Mw/ 
u ......... 
002 CNLM ~ f'M!ZI D (342,000) (334.IOO) (342,000) (33.000) (325.100) (104,300) 237,100 

OOI IP!CW. Cf!DATIONI l'OAC!I D D 1,300 UDO 0 0 D 1,300 

014 TMlh9«J N«l !OUCATION 0 (7'1.000) (100,000) (100,000) (4,900) (100.000) (31.400) 11.eoo 
04I ~n,ATM AUTCIMTm D\TA PR<>CeSll 0 (1l5.000) 0 ('I0,000) 0 (12,000) (12,000) 41,000 

Oii Q IB ICAI 80I OOIC.tiL oenNSe PROGRAM 0 120,000 0 120,000 120,000 0 120,000 120,000 120,000 (") 
0 

071 ~ INSTTTUTI 0 0 0 1.eco 0 0 0 uoo 2 
Ol4 DePOT a.wHT Ma<LOQ 0 0 0 0 190,080 0 100,000 100,000 100,000 ~ 

- CWiMPUI 
0 0 0 0 248,IOO 0 150,000 180,000 150,000 ~ 

080lJMJt9~ 0 0 0 0 4,too 0 4,too 4,too •.too CJ'l 

1 ti rMe POeTAL liMl.NI 0 0 0 H,000 11,000 0 11,000 11,000 11,000 CJ'l -140 CURMHCY PLUCTUATIOH 0 0 0 0 0 10t,1'00 114,500 114,500 1>4.1100 0 
IOO utDS11mUT!D D 0 0 0 (1,000) 0 eo.ooo eo.ooo eo.ooo 2 

> t-t 
TOTAL C1ll' CX>HCM!SIDW. AOOmONS• 133,IOO 171,800 785.100 

~ 
(") 

0 
Ops.' ....... ,_, ~ 

u ... aw ~ 
I 002 CIVl..MH fl!MOllB. PMm 0 (355.000) (217,IOO) (308.000) (IS,000) (215.IOO) (10S,OOO) 200,000 

CJ'l 
OtO MAL PMOPtMI f MVfT9WCI! 0 (17.400) (100,000) (100.000) 0 (100,000) (71.000) 21,000 ~ 

014 ~ N«l l!DUCAT10N 0 (93.000) (100,000) (100,000) ()3.000) (100,000) (77,700) zuoo 2 
> 

_, Dl!MONITMTIOHMOJ ·~ N!TC HI 0 1,000 0 1.000 0 0 0 1.000 g 
071~ D 0 0 0 821,000 0 200,000 200,000 200,000 

111 ITOCIC AH> OP!MTIOHI COIT NJJ9 0 0 0 0 0 22,300 22,300 22,300 22,300 

122 l!AU'T 0 0 0 0 0 0 31,Jte ll.2tl ll.2tl 

TOTAL Oii' ~ADanOHI· 1,000 2t0,581 807.• 

Ops. a ........ ,.,... Corpe 

u ... · w 0 
cm ava..w. PIMCNm. PR!!n 0 (20.000) (20,200) (20.200) (15,000) (20.200) (111,000) uoo (") 

""+-

022 .,_PMTI 0 (20.000) 0 (11,200) (14,000) 0 (14,000) 1,200 c 
O" 
~ ...., 

TOTAL Oii' OOHOA!ISIONAL ~ 0 0 •.«JO '-
.. ao 
'-
~ 
~ 
CJ,:) 
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FY11tt CONGRUllONAL ADOITIONI TO DOD REQUESTS: OPERATION & MAINTENANCE 

~ 

0 

(l!ou!!!!d! of ... ,., O"" 
~ 
"'1 

Amount AmoWll AMcMn N 
Mnln. ....... ...... .,.... tbMe ..... IMdM Aulh, Approp, Approp, ,.,Q:> 

Prop! "!CIU!!I Aulh. Ault\. Ault\. Approp. App!op. Approp. !!!qu. .. R!qU!!I Aulh. N 
~ 
~ 

o,.r.&Mlllle.,», .. ~ 

u ......... 
cm av&.M~ P'R!!ZI 0 (JM,000) (211,200) (211,200) (t7.111) (312.800) (31.817) 240,513 

010 ~ MOP&CI 'f w.NRNNa 0 (271.800) (190,000) (180,000) (111,000) (180,000) (190,000) l0,000 

014 T1WNIG NfD !DUCAllCH 0 (4t,OOO) (I0,000) (I0,000) (41,052) (90,000) (7t,852) 11,348 

030 llMH:'G&llENT H!ADQ.IMT!RI 0 0 (1,000) (1,000) (UOO') 0 (1,800) 2,100 

cm MLITM ~110N 0 0 (17,IOO) (17.900) 0 (3.122) (3,122) 13,771 

052 MOMli,WB.rAMNfD~T10N 0 (41,000) 0 (11,000) 0 (15,000) (15,000) 1,000 

082 C'XMIUTP-AID!O LOOllTICI NMTMI 0 20,000 0 20,000 20,000 0 20,000 20,000 20.000 n 
071 aw..ue 0 0 0 D 375,000 0 190,000 150,000 150,000 0 

0 0 0 D 0 3,422 3,422 3,422 3,422 z 
~ 

0 D 0 0 4,000 0 20,000 20,000 20.000 ~ 
C/) 

TOTliL 01' OOHOR!SSIONAL ADOfTlOHS• 20.000 113,422 4n.111 C/) -0 z 
O,..&M*ll .• D la• tll1 

> 
~ 

Und11U ... 
~ OOI lfl!aAl a.!MTlONI flORCll Q D 1.100 uoo (71,400) (11,1100) (11,400) uoo 

020 arl'a 0/1 !OOHCMC ADAJl'naNT 0 J,000 3,400 3,400 3,400 3,400 3,400 3,400 3,400 n 
0 

022 aAlll'1B> MOOAM9 a (ll.112) (94.094) (52,471) (91.135) (41,000) (41,088) 1,313 ~ 

ml DIPl!Nl!NT ICttOCU 0 (12,000) 0 (10,000) 4,150 D 4,150 4,180 14,150 ~ 

Clll !OCNtMC AISllTNa 0 0 0 D 200,000 D 200,000 200,000 200,000 I 
C/) 

Oii tlM 0 0 0 10,000 0 (25,000) 0 10,000 t"r'j 

om L!CMCY ftleouRCI M:afT MOO 0 0 0 0 0 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 z 
08IOIO 0 0 0 0 0 0 JOO JOO 300 > 

~ 

- QNCP\H) 
0 0 0 0 0 0 315,000 35,000 35,000 t"r'j 

TOTliL0/1~NDTOW 11.200 252,850 298,"3 

0,.. & Miia. M"I ....... 
U ... l ••• 
cm ·'"""°"' ~oeen 0 0 (4,lOO) (4,lOO) 0 (4,300) (2,150) 2,190 

D04 POM2 ITMJC1'\N 0 23,000 0 23,000 11,100 0 23,000 23,000 n.ooo 
011 N:MAllD ..... 0 0 0 0 0 0 t,481 1,481 1,481 

Ops.& ...... Nmwy ..... 
u ......... 
cm N:MAllD lm °' MIBWI ~• 0 0 4,400 4,400 c 4,400 4,400 4,400 4,400 

D04 IN!NTOlff w.N.eae l!lrr 0 0 (11,200) (11,200) 0 (11,200) (1,995) 1,505 ~ 

OOI 1P!CML CPeMflOHI • ~ ITMJCTUM 0 14.200 0 14,200 1,000 0 0 14,200 
a. 
Q 
~ 

~ 
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fYt•t CONORUllONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: OPERATION & MAINTENANCE ~ 

ntnll..t• of ... ,..1 0 

Amo&.lne Amoune ~ 
Adlftln. HouM ..... ~ Hou• ..... IMcW Aulh> AAwop> Aflprap> 

"'*w Recauett Aulh. Aulh. Aulh. ~!!!· ~!!!· ~!!!· !!!guHt ftecauett Aulh. 

DOI ~VAL R!~ IAl!I • ,a.<:e ITRUCT\JRE 0 1,000 0 1,000 0 0 0 1,000 

010 fORCe ITRUCT\.M M .. TAT!M!NT 0 0 0 0 20.200 0 20,200 20,200 NA 
()per. & ...... ....,.,. C«pe ,_..,. 

~ 

002 IMNTORY !MfH'~ 0 D (1,JOO) (1,300) 0 (1,300) 

()per. & .wnt., NI,~ "-ve 
~ 

002 INCR!ARD ~ °' MM!RV! feftal 0 0 11,000 11,000 0 11,000 11,000 11.000 11,000 

004 IMNTCIRY WW10&1!NT 0 0 (2.100) (l .IOO) 0 (l .IOO) (1,115) 1,215. (j 

0 
DOI TAC PlQH'TEt • fa.ce IT'RUCT\M! 0 uoo 0 uoo 0 0 0 uoo z 
DOI T lie AIM'T • rORCe aTRUC1\IRI! 0 l,000 0 l ,000 0 0 0 l,000 ~ 
010 MICU! AHO~· rOftCI! ITRUCTURI! 0 1,.00 0 1,400 0 D D 1,400 G; 
012 llleCW. Ofle.RATIOHI • ~ aTRUCT\JM 0 1.800 0 uoo 20,000 0 0 1,800 CJ) 

014 fORCe STMJCT\JM MMTAT&eNT 0 0 0 0 l,lOO 0 l,lOO I.JOO NA 
CJ) 
lo-4 

0,..1 ........ , Mrrt Nlrl o.r.t 0 z 
> 

0 0 (11,100) (11.100) 0 (11,100) (17,321) 111 ~ 

0 10,000 0 10,000 22,IOO 0 10,000 10,000 10,000 G; 
014 ~T1COl\TA~ISHJ 0 0 0 0 4,241 0 4,241 4.241 4,241 (j 
Ops. & ......... ,. Niii o.r.t 0 
~ ~ 

002 INCMAIB> lMe °' Ml!RV! ra.cea 0 0 53.000 13,000 0 53,000 41,G 53,000 48,40& Ci 
I 

004 IN!HTORY Mtl .. 'l9eNT 0 0 (1,100) .(1.100) 0 (1.100) (4,400) 4,400 CJ) 

cm TAC~·~ ITMJCTUR! 0 17,IOO 0 17,IOO 0 0 0 17,IOO t'r1 z 
DOI TAC Nltll'T • rORCe l11'lJCTUM 0 1,400 0 7,400 0 0 0 7,400 > 
010 M9CUI! NfD MOOJl!RY • rClflk2 ITMJCT\IR! 0 1,400 0 1,400 0 0 0 1,400 ~ 
012 IP!cw. OPPATIONI • rc..ce ITRUCTUA! 0 1,000 0 t.000 12.200 0 0 1,000 t'r1 

014 ~ STMJCT\JM MNSTAT!M!NT 0 0 0 0 35,000 0 27,IOO 27,IOO NA 

TOTAL OI ~AOOITlONI· 11000 174,807 2071 

............ ,_.,,,, 
001 M'U PMC1lCe ~ uoo 4,000 5.100 4,000 15,000 uoo 15,000 1,000 a 

(":) 

c..t .,...,~.cw-. "'lo 
0 

~ C"' 
(';) 

G01 COURT OI .a.JTM'Y N"IVU MOOMMS S,IOO 1,400 uoo 6,400 uoo 15,IOO uoo 200 "'; · 

IM•••lllllR ? .... """'· OIMlle 
N 

CI01Am ~AL ..uTCMTIOH 117,000 1.000.000 1,012.527 1,012.527 U00,000 1,082,527 1,082,527 245,527 245 ,527 
,.Cl:> 

N 
\0 
\0 v_, 
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FY1Mt CONORUllONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: OPERATION & MAINTENANCE 
fthouund• of dolmral 

Amount Amount Al'ftounl 
Mnln. ..... ...... ~ Hou• ..... IMcted Aulh> ....,,, 

~ 
Prop! "!CIU!ll Aulh. Aulta. Aulh. App!op. Approp. App!!p. l!!guul ..., ..... Aulh. n 

0 .......... ,, - z 
~ C1 
OOf tuWITNMNASmTANCI~ 13,000 t3.000 t3,000 u.aoo 15,GOO U,000 11,000 2,000 2,000 ~ 

Dnlg •• • • " & Ccumr-Olug Ad., D 
CJ) 
CJ) 

~ -0 
-OCM NATIOtW. OUMD M.llflORT (PROaJA!MENT) z 

tO PAY N«J AU.OWNal 0 0 40,000 40,000 0 0 0 40,000 > 
20 PROCURl!M!NTC11 ~ 0 31,GOO 10,000 3',000 0 0 0 3',000 r4 

30 TMl9G 0 0 uoo uoo 0 0 0 3,200 ~ 
OOI P!RIOHN!l (NWf NAT'l OD) 0 0 0 1,000 32,900 0 0 1,000 n 
030 RDT&e (OEI' AOENCl!S) 0 a 0 25,000 20.000 0 0 2',000 0 
080 L!A llffOftT 0 40,000 I0,000 I0,000 40,000 0 0 I0,000 ~ 

~ 
TOTAL 01 COHCJMUIONAL ADDmON1• 4m.n1 247,527 3.200 CJ) 

t'fj 

z 
> 

TOTAL· C>PeRAT10N N«l t.MlfTlfWa ~ 

TOA I0,010,100 13,110 ... •.m.112 11,412,483 17,t:ll,380 14,141,121 14,131,180 
t'fj 

f AJ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

A,plop ..... I0.010,100 IU~G.151 ae.m.1s2 15,452,el 17,135,310 14,545,121 14,131,180 

TOTAL 01 OOHQMSllOtW. M>DfTlONS TO OW" 741.221 t,101,1574 2,015,143 



~ 
Ql 

fYtM1 CONORUllONAL ADDmONI TO DOD REQUEITI: PROCUREMENT = 
llha" ..... of ....... ~ 

~ 
Amount Amoln AllMMft 

Mnln. ........ ....... IMcW Houee ....... lnKted Auel ... Approp.> Approp.> ,.... ........ Auth. Auttl. Auel. Approp. Aee!!p. Approe. !l!que• "!9!1!!C Auttl. 

PROCUMMl!HT 
Alra'lll ~.,,,,,,, 
Alra'lll 
CJOI C-20 Mlta4MT 0 0 0 0 0 0 24,IOO 24,IOO 24,IOO 

0 UOJ 1,IOO 1,IOO 7,IOO 7,IOO 7,IOO 1,IOO 7,IOO .............. _ .. """' 
~ ....... 
Ot4 MULTA.l LMJNCH ROCIC2T IYIT!M _,., 313,111 483,111 313,111 313,111 403,1tl 313,111 G,111 70,000 •.200 11.200 
cm NWt TAC11CAL--.e 1Y1 &ATAa.e) 0 0 t•.•11 t•.•11 0 0 o. 1•.111 

() 
0 

·OM ATAC:ta NNNCll. ~(CY) 0 0 11,llOO 11,900 0 0 0 11,500 z 
P\OOiA .,_,. cl W& TCV, /vmf ~ T,_._. ...... ...._ ~ 
001 IMDlrt PICJKTHa VIHCU PM& Y _,., 157,380 430,429 157,380 430,429 ., ... •1.• ., .. 22t.13' rJJ 

DOI Mt~ TANKleMI..,.,.., ~ 0 0 0 190,000 150,000 0 190,000 190,000 150,000 
rJJ 
~ 

013 M1 MIUM TANK.-,, MJ,137 230,131 221,137 144,137 MJ,137 144,137 MJ,131 14,000 0 
z 

014 Mt TO MtA WGMDe 0 0 0 0 14,000 0 14,000 14,000 14,000 > 
w....,. .................. ~ 

G21 GN!IPDI LMIOB, MITO, ..... t.IC1~ 0 12,300 12,300 1UOO 0 0 12,300 1UOO 12,300 ~ ............... AnmA••4,.,,,, () ,.,.,.,,.. ... 0 
Ot4 CTQMDrW.._t/10"- 0 0 0 0 ....... 0 ....... ....... 4,194 ~ 

tJ 
011CTQMlllWt ..... 0 0 0 0 11,m 0 11,712 11,7a 11,712 I 011 CTQ ..... , ..... JCa9ll 0 0 0 0 12.177 0 12.sn 12.1n 12.sn rJJ 
011 CTQMlllWt ........ 0 0 0 0 11,310 0 11,310 11,310 11.310 t"l"l 

z 
OtlCTQMaltlrt ........ 0 0 0 0 2.• 0 2.185 2.- 2.• > 
021 C10. TAN<.~ ~T,,.._..t 1.131 l,131 23,0ll 23,031 23,031 1.131 1,731 t4,300 ...., 
cm C10. TAN<..._, ~1P.M124A1 1,111 t,111 23,11t 23,111 23,111 0 23,111 11.100 11,IDO t"l"l 

040 PROJ. MTY. , ..... TIMI. M101 0 32.111 0 3Ul7 0 0 32,157 32,157 32,157 CMl,_-.. ...... ..n 0 0 0 0 10,100 0 10.100 tD,700 10,100 

041 ,_-.. llDIT 0 0 0 0 11,000 0 11,000 11,000 11,000 

·- MDU1' Nm 
0 11,000 2,000 2.000 0 0 0 2,000 

_. .... Ct.IMIG QtMQl.AU. TYP!I 
,. ,. 1,111 1,111 1.- 11.711 11,711 11,200 11,200 

on~ 21,711 21• 21,111 21.• 21.• 21.111 21.- 1,100 1,100 

-. ... • Jiil f a ......... 
071 1.AY##AY 01 ~ PACIJTl!I 40,134 11.134 40,134 •.134 40,534 22.234 22,234 11,000 a 
oe..,: --~~ 

C":I 
~ 

0 , .............. ,...... Cl"' 

G04 ~TN«. IDOOQ 0 :M.000 0 :M,000 :M,000 0 34,000 :M,000 :M,000 
~ 
""S 

011 ,MAY OI tflAV'I TAC'TICM. WH fuft'P) 190.111 190,111 107,211 107.211 150,171 190,111 190.511 '3,217 N 

014 TNJaC. TMC"fP'. LN tWA.. .. 11A1 0 0 0 D 13,400 0 13,400 13,400 13,400 ,,.Oo 

cm TOTM. PltDtiol l'B.DltO (Of'A-1) USO 0 t.290 0 1,250 uao 1,250 1,2'0 N 
\0 
\0 
~ 



0 
("') 

FYt•t CONWlllONAL ADDl110NI TO DOD REQUESTI: ~OCUREMENT """ c 
O"' C!hou!!nd! of.,..,., ~ ...., 

Amount AMowll ""'°"'91 ~ 
Mlnln. Hau• ...... IMdM ....... ....... 11\Kted Aulfa> ~ Appl'op> -..Oo ..... ........ Aulll. Aulll. Aulll. Afe!!e· App!oe. Appop. "9p!! R!qu!!! Autll. ~ 

c:.c 
c:.c 

114 1M Lft IXT MO POR.., TMICICI 0 I0,000 0 10,000 0 0 0 t0,000 V.:l 

CunMw I 15 •.,.. 111 tOI• .. 's •• 
CMS MOm..e •mcrwa ~ ~ 0 21,217 21.217 14,217 0 0 0 14,217 
074 oeew. DerB• INTIWO!NCI! .flRC:)CJMM ( 21,m 2U11 21,138 27,111 21.a 21.135 21.• 1,IOI 
1DI aweNl!R COHTMX. IY'IT&I 0 0 0 0 uoo 0 1,000 1,000 1.000 
117 NTIOMTID ,,.._ Y ~ ftlT l!QUP (lfT!) 33,117 33,517 23,111 4,000 33,117 33,511 33,117 21,117 
1211PeCW.~ 131.182 UM,812 0 •.ooo ll0,000 0 •.112 812 Olm...., o1L •• 
132 ft!OON IYl'T!M. tee 31.114 3U14 31,114 31.114 31,114 40,414 40,414 uoo uoo (j 

117 IA9e L2V!L OCllll !QUlflWHT 11,254 11,214 11.154 11.254 24,264 11,154 24.254 1.000 I.ODO 0 z 
TOTAL~ OCHQMlllONALADDmONS• 138.0l'J MO.rm 141,047 

C') 

~ 
U'J 
U'J 

Ma'lll ................. -0 
ConM .... z 
007AV-~~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 40,000 «>.000 «>.GOD > 

~ 
ODI r.14AOIBllQ ~ TCllCAT 111 ..... 111 ..... 11D.M -..... m.M 1IO,M 170,M 1,000 
011 P/A.tl f'DfT!IQ HCNeT NN MOC (CY) 150,132 111,132 11,032 110.000 110,W •.cm 110.W m ~ 
011 V-D NNNa MOCC llWWNT (CY) 0 t•.GOD 0 1•.ooa 1•.000 0 1•.000 1•.000 1•.000 (j 

0 011 ..... ,,.w HBJOCPTM) ~ f"tP) 104.on 104,on 104,on 104,on 111.1n 104.on uun 1UOO 15,900 ~ 
022 NC (INll.VWMNNCa) ~ 3e0,114 3150.114 Jl7,414 311,414 340,114 350,114 380,114 48,IOO tj 

. G24HH-Gi~ 0 0 0 0 1,000 0 1,000 1,000 I.GOD I 
T ....... U'J 

tTl 
027 T4TI (TIWN!R) GO• M'K 0 151,1• 212,IOO 11UOD 0 0 0 ttUOO z 
OZI T-ellOINa. MOa .. em (CY) 0 44,131 44,131 44,131 0 0 0 44,131 > 

~ rtr ........ tTl 
cm A-a_.. 102 1m 0 0 1m 0 102 102 
cmw.,.. 14,093 111.093 1•.• 111.083 114,083 14.083 M.083 12,000 15.GOD 
CM?K.allN!I a.m 21,132 1.m 21.m 1.m •.m 1.m 11,100 

W....-"'au ... ....,. .............. 
atMBn'I 0 t.338.221 · t,131,225 ua.no 0 0 0 t,>43,1IO 

010 1MJINf 1 llNNa. MOO llWl!NT (CV) 0 0 0 1t2,NI 0 0 0 112.MS 

°'* ...... 
0011M8ffl 1,120 1,120 1,120 0 1,120 1,120 1,120 1,120 

mo~TMGITI 142,421 '81,421 142,421 142,421 1•.1'00 111,421 1•.100 7.271 7.271 
mt GRONl!I NfD DeOO'tl 0 0 0 21.GOD 0 0 0 21,000 
G2I iQEMml!RMCDI 7.01'1 0 0 0 7,071 0 1,018 1,011 

CDI Ptt08CIC MCOI um UDI 13,IOI a.a 3,101 78.llOI 13.- I0.000 I0,000 ~ 
030 ~~PACIJTl!I 24,MI ,,. 

31,0ll 31,0ll 24.- 31.oee 31,088 13,100 13,100 01 
........... pd Q 

~ 
~ 



~ 
~ 
Q 
~ 
~ 

Amount AMcMd Amount 
MllM. Hou• ..... lnedM Houee ..... 8nected Auth> Appl'ap> Approp.• .,... ........ Aulh . Auat. Ault\. App!ap. Afpop. Approp. " ...... "!qU!I! Aulft. 

014 IMR!I N«J Mf'Alll MATI n,IOI •.lOI 71,IOI •.20I 71,50I 71,50I JI.IOI 1.300 

II IQ: t IP •I CorMr91aft, Nmwy 
flMI ................ 
OOt TNl!NT (NUCl!M) t.244.m 1,145.121 U44.m 1,141,121 t.:••.121 1,331,201 1,331.201 II.In 115,Sn 

°'* ....... 
cm cvasa 0 0 0 0 113,0ll 0 405,000 405,000 405,000 ............ ~ ...... 
Otl t.eiC ,.._ HUNTP OOMTAL 291,100 290,000 291,100 290,000 204,000 0 204,000 21,IOO 

~ ............. ..,.. ... n 
023 ll!IWIC:e awrT 27,300 27,300 27,300 27,300 71,400 27.300 71,400 41,100 41,100 0 
027 l'TMT!OIC leAl.PT 0 M0,000 0 290,000 0 0 0 250,000 2 
QZ9fl09T~ 154,900 135,900 154,IOO 135,500 1ll,OOO 154,900 1ll,OOO l.800 C°') 

040~ .. ~ a a a a 1,ll00,000 1,000.000 I00,000 800,000 800,000 ~ 
o...~ . .., rJJ 

rJJ 
~ 

Olll NWPS-41 1,007 41,907 1,007 •.901 41,807 1,007 41,907 41.100 41,IOO 0 
2 

071 ~ti TOW!l>MN.Y IONM U,711 13,711 tl,711 tl,711 23,711 13,111 2l,711 10,000 10,000 > 
- NAVSTM ON ~C&JEtl 14,254 14,254 14.254 5,154 0 0 1.100 • ~ 

taz AH IOQ.ll 0 0 0 0 12,000 0 12,000 12,000 12.000 ~ 
Awtllmt ........ \ menl n 
111 ION08UOY'I 0 0 17,000 17,000 0 17,000 30,000 17,000 30,000 0 

CMl••-••..,aft .. \••ot 
~ 
0 

211 'AISeNO!R CAMYIG V!NClll 1,110 0 1,110 0 1.110 1,110 1,110 1,110 I ............................ : .. rJJ 

- TMltNJ 0MCe MODl'ICATIOHI 31,151 so.• I0,151 90.• eo.• 50.151 IO.• 12,000 12,000 t'T1 
2 

211 OCMl\ITP AOQU9TlOH ~ t08,3ll 108,331 108,331 51,IQI 57,131 44,0M 12,421 4,412 > 
m OCl.ANOOfWll'I E ....oRT !auFM!NT 0 35,000 0 35,000 le,000 0 le,000 le,000 35,000 ...., 

t'T1 ................. 
....... N«J ....... ~ 121.171 121.171 ltl.171 4815.271 &21,171 113,171 121,171 M,400 

TOTAL OI' OOHCIMSIOW.~ 2,581,564 1,101,451 1,711,111 

Mra'IUI "wuw:wot.,. Porae 
~ ..... 
cm NA fll'tP) 2.•- 0 1.•.000 1,131.20I 0 1 ••• 000 2,341,lOI 710,100 0 
ooe r-11NNNa~tcY> 0 0 t00,000 100,000 0 0 0 100,000 

~ 
~ 
0 

ur '"" .............. O"' 

131,100 131,400 1n.1&2 llO,IOO 804,300 732,112 •1.'50 M,850 n.m ~ 

Ol1 C-tJI "'1 

Ahrlll ................ 
~ 

- ...... N«J .. PMTI t,311,057 173,357 S32,t13 170,241 512,057 532,113 512.257 2,0UI ..Oo 
~ ..... ~.,.,..... \0 
\0 
~ 



0 
~ 

FYtlt1 CONORUIK>NAL ADOITIONI TO DOD REQUESTS: PROCUREMENT "'1-
c 

fthOll ..... of ... ,.. CJ"' 
~ 

Amount MMManl AMout'll 
""'l 

Mnlft. Hou• ..... ........ Houee ..... IMcted Approp.> '-
Aulll.> Approp.> "'Oo 

""'-• ........ Audi. Aulh. Aulh. Alllwolt. ApprOIJ. ........... .. ..... " ....... Aulll. '-

"° "° °"" ....... ~ 

011 ~llMVPICK 7,325 m.321 J,321 IG.321 I0.321 I0,321 I0,329 13,000 13,000 

017 lllltANA 113,312 0 413,312 413,312 ~.312 Ml,000 131,211 71.111 

~...-. 
037 IPAa! IHUT1U OP!MTIONI 11,121 15,121 11,121 15,121 11,121 23,121 23,121 l,000 1,000 

031 DE'~ IAT PfllOO ~ N:Nf 13,151 37,1151 11,311 13.1151 :3,1151 13.•1 13,•t 10,000 

081 1P!CW. UPQ\TI! MOGMMI 237,M «>,tMS 137,341 «>.M 237,)41 37,341 «>,111 • 
Olt9 Ptoour--. Nf ,..,. ......... [ I, f9"'1JR•~ (j 

ocw na9 LUI nw. a.aao.ooo 1,307 1,307 l,007 1,007 U07 1,3107 1,307 1,300 0 
017 MK-IZ MftTi9)U.aO 23.101 23,741 23.101 23,121 23.101 11.101 23.IOI 

., 2 
020 10t118 HMO TMOn 2000l8 0 12.300 0 12.300 12,300 0 12.300 12.300 tUOO ~ 

021 LAl!R IOtll8 OUIWa taT 2,071 2,071 2.011 42.111 43,011 41,011 41,011 «>.IOO 31,000 G; 
cm 10t1m PRACTICI! 21 POlN> 23,110 23.801 23.110 23.151 23.110 23.110 23.110 S2 

CfJ 
CfJ 

024 aa.e PRACT1C! DJ-31 104 0 104 12 104 104 104 12 
~ 

0 
Dl4 IPeCW.. MOGMMI 7,ISl 7,310 7,310 010 21.500 7,ISl 21.IOO 17,137 20.580 2 
VeNou6lr .. - ,.,.,. 

> 
Ol2 14-n Mll!NO!R .. 141 0 14' a 14' 141 141 141 

~ 

GIS3 LMt !N'Of91:B zn WHCl.I 3,111 3,711 3,011 3.011 3,111 J,111 3.171 700 G; 
- nu::K. ITNC!AILATPONI 4,a 4,412 4,a 4,412 4,a 4 ... 4,a 12t (j 

Oii TMJCl(.~.~.4X4 3,715 3.732 3,715 3,132 u• u• UIS 13 0 
~ 

Ol7 TRUa<. CMQO.UTIJTY, t/ZT, 4X2 3,142 2,564 3,142 2.114 3,142 3,142 3,142 Ill ~ 
OM TMJa<. ~. 1/JT, 4X2 US2 0 1,352 0 1,382 1,382 ue2 l,J52 I 
cm TM.Ja<.~.~ 2,451 a 2,451 0 2,451 2,451 2,411 2,481 CfJ 

tT1 
OIZ TRUCK CAMYAU. l,7tt 0 1.111 0 l,7tt 1.711 l.71t Utt z 
010 Cl#' ve xa ra 0 IOO IOO IOO IOO IOO IOO IOO > 
011 rt1M1 Ll!M nwt a.aoa.aoa 11,180 10,211 11,1to 10,211 tt,190 11,1IO tt,190 - ~ 

tT1 
072 TMICI(. TNIC. 1200 CW. 1,421 t,421 121 121 1.421 1,421 t ,425 IOO 

01-4 TMJaC. TNIC. PUS.. .... 2,110 2,110 2.010 2.010 2.110 2.110 2,110 IOO 

01I na. t.m l1Wt a.aao.oao tU17 12.174 tl,811 12,174 13,111 13,117 13,117 143 

Oii rta. Laa nWt IZJllJOJllJO 2.100 UM 2,100 1.• 2,100 2,100 2,100 102 

- · TMJCIC N. GIG LI ommr> t44 INCH •.ta 4,014 4,113 4,014 4,113 4,113 4,113 1• 

Dl7 1RUC1C. ,~ ... LI U41 l.011 3,341 3,0ll 3,341 3,341 3,341 He 

- T1'UClt ,4. tO.aao LI 13,481 13,331 13,411 1U3t 13,451 13,481 13,481 121 

mt ST.-LWnwttz,000• 4,t• 4.1n ... ,. 4.tn 4,111 4,111 4,111 11 

cm Q.IMIEft. RUNIM'YllTRHT 3,711 3,824 3,791 3,124 3,711 3.791 3,181 1J5 

e...... ... ,, llfU'a $ ....... 

tt t Nit~ C11'lAJHD IYI ~TCM..I) 11,tM 11,1M tt,1M 11,1M Jt,tM 11,tM 31,tM 20,000 20,000 

t ti ont-e ......, 0 0 0 a 21.000 0 25,000 21,000 21,000 

ttl MC CCII lVC> NC) CONTfllOl •.314 11,114 •.314 13,274 11,114 14,174 14,174 toO 

tl4 T!lDHONI! oawm 70,112 70,182 I0,182 90,182 15,112 70,112 15.112 11,000 ~ 

114 NN~ MT!WTI Im.AV T!M9W..I 0 0 0 tl,000 0 0 0 11,000 
al = ~ 
al 



~ c:n 
fY1111 CONGR!lllONAL ADOIT10N8 TO DOD REQUEITI: PROCUREMENT = ~ 
llhol .... • of dolllrel = 

Arnounl AMcMd AMo&lnl 
Mn*I. Houee ...... IMCtld .-.. ..... ...... Aueh.> ,...,..., Approp.> ,,_,_ .......... Aultl. Aultl. Aueh. Approp. Approp, AllPl'OO. ""' .... iteQttell Aultl. 

1• MDI() IQlMU!NT 4,010 3,117 4,010 ua 4,010 4,010 4,0tO 447 

171 C# COM I !L!CT 0 IOO IOO IOO IOO IOO IOO IOO IOO 

°'* ..... " ......................... 
111 ~Df.l'Pft()Q 43,301 32,201 43,301 32,201 32.201 43,301 43,301 11,100 

117 1A1! M!OWIZATION IQUllMl!HT 24,324 24,324 20,424 20,424 24,324 24,324 24,324 uoo 
113 BAie PROCUm> ea.MENT 31,415 31,411 21,418 21,411 41,411 ..... 4t,411 3,000 13,000 

20I ~ MOOUCTlOHACTMTY 11,MI 37,082 71,737 73,411 71,423 71,737 71,511 l,015 

TOTAL OI ~ MXXllON\'~ 30l,IOO 208,317 1.011.• ("') 
0 z 

~.DI I tdl 
~ 

~ ............... CJ) 

004 exwoftAT! lflOMMT10H MN ... Ol!MENT 148,000 145,000 145,000 t45,000 H5,000 113,111 117.113 22.113 22,eel CJ) 

011 JC»IT -.UTION OIP1CI 0 0 0 0 0 71,000 I0,000 I0,000 I0,000 
"'""4 

0 
030 IW IQUllMl!HT 0 0 0 111,800 0 0 11UOO 111.900 111.aoo z 
lpealll ()penllDM ~ > 

~ 
03I C-tJO MODl'ICATIONI M,300 M,300 111,000 111,000 71,100 107,IOO IO,«JO 14,100 

~ oa -..aMMHTICN· ts.• ts• .... ··- 11.• ti.• 11.• 20,300 

44.IGO 44,IOO . 41,100 •.100 40,410 25.MO 21.2t0 1,200 ("') 

0 
1.300 1,300 l,IOO l,IOO 1,300 1,1100 uoo 1.200 1.200 ::i:; 

.. MHQa VIMCla 0 0 uoo 2,IOO 0 uoo 2,IOO uoo 2.aoo 0 
- CQ\ITM. 'ATl'Cll '°"T 0 a 21.000 21,000 •.ooo 0 •.ooo 21,000 •.ooo 37,000 I 
•••tt•t!CCI~ 0 0 10,000 10,000 0 40,000 «>.000 10,000 40,000 30,000 CJ) 

~ z 
lOT.M. OI' CONCNMaW. ADDfT10Nr 243.«JO 357,113 1•.113 > 

~ 
~ 

....... ~ ......... \•=• 

0 1,000 0 25,000 21.000 71,000 40,000 21,000 40,000 11.000 
0 30,000 0 20,000 30,000 0 30,000 20,000 30.000 10,000 

0 24,IOO 0 24.100 24,IOO 0 30,000 24,IOO 30,000 1,100 
0 41,000 41,000 41,000 41,000 41,000 tG,000 tl0,000 132,000 132,000 ~ 

oe....-.. wwst1 0 338,000 211,IOO 338,000 0 211,IOO 211.100 m.ooo 211.100 
~ 

0 

10 ~-.taoac~(IK-20) 0 47,000 0 47,000 •.eoo 0 41,llOO 47,000 •.eoo 2,IOO O"' 
~ 

22 M«>O-Tt TMl8I 0 0 0 10,000 11.000 0 10,000 10,000 10,000 ..... 

""" 24 N4JllOA.1'1(V)Wtl ... 0 0 0 0 10,000 0 10,000 10,000 10,000 ._Ct> 

21 ~ IQlMil!NT 0 0 0 0 0 71,000 25,000 25.000 21.000 

""" -G03MMIH!~ \C 
\C 
~ 



a 
fYtll1 CONORUllONAL ADDmON8 TO DOD REQUEITI: PROCUREMENT ~ 

{"'+. 

(!!ou!Md• of clolllrsJ 
0 
Ct' 
~ 

Arnowlt AMcMlnl Amount "'1 

AdlnM.. ...... ...... ....... ._,_ ...... .... Ault\> ~ ~ ""'-i 

"09W ........ Aulh • Auth. Ault\. Appt- AltProp. Anroe· "!Cf'"! "!qU!!I Aulh. 
,.Q::i 

""'-i 
<:.o 

DZ Ni-tW COMA NlfCl4M'T 0 0 71,000 71,000 71,000 0 71,000 71,000 71,000 <:.o 
04 ICC-1 JOT MtCNl"T 21.000 50,000 21,000 90,000 90,000 21.000 25,000 Jt,000 1,000 

~ 
N.000 

12 t.l9CB.lAH!OUI !QURl!NT 0 0 a a 0 I0,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 

.. Nit~ MleRW 
02 Y8cel LNeOUI !QUllM!NT 1.000 30,000 1,000 20,000 30.000 75,000 30,000 11,000 25,000 10,000 

04 C-130 NltCNl'T 24,000 11.000 24,000 11,000 11.000 27,000 108,000 n.ooo 14,000 12,000 

10N/tM~ .... I 0 11.100 0 1,100 1,100 0 0 1,100 

......... Omfd~ 
-OOI Miit ~llOHAl OUMD 

02 t.l9CB.lAH!OUI !QlMllit!NT tl,000 30,000 11,000 10,000 20,000 71,000 20,000 1,000 10,000 n 
0 m OH.aD H!LJOOf"T!R CN9'> 0 0 0 200,000 0 0 200,000 200,000 200,000 2 

oe UK-«> H!lJOOPTP8 0 0 151,000 1M,OOO 0 1M,OOO 1541,000 151,000 151,000 ~ 

10 NQtfT Vm::JH ~· 0 0 lll,000 JS,000 l8,000 0 ll.000 35,000 JS,000 ~ 
1IM.ltl~ 0 0 I0,000 I0,000 0 0 I0,000 I0,000 I0,000 Cfl 

ti ..-rJ oor • wm POIT CAM1rM 24,IOO 90,000 2000 90,000 90,000 24,IOO 0 25,100 Cfl -24 M113 ~ ~ CMAeft t.«)09 0 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 . 100,000 100,000 10,000 100,000 I0,000 0 
21 ........... (IU'flORT ~ a 34,000 0 J.4,000 34,000 0 34,000 J.4,000 34,000 2 

> 
21 C-21 NJltCN#T 0 12.IOO 0 12.IOO '8.800 0 21,800 12.IOO 21,IOO 11,100 ~ 

• c.nc NltON#T 0 30,000 0 30,000 54,000 54,000 G,000 30,000 G,000 32,000 
~ 31 OOIM HCATIOHI !L!CTRONCI 0 0 0 0 15,000 0 1&,000 11.000 11,000 n 

.«JI Nit tMnotW. OUMD 0 
02~~~NQ) 0 11.000 0 11,000 11.000 I0,000 11,000 11,000 11,000 ~ 

04 c-1 • N/llCf/W"T 41,000 41,000 291.100 291,100 41,000 324.000 324,000 220,100 271,000 auoo t:l 

OI C-21~ ~ NCJ) 0 12.IOO 0 12.IOO 21,llOO 0 25,IOO 12,IOO 25,IOO 12.100 I 
Cfl 

10 ,.11 lil:Jlll'ICA~ 1,000 32,000 1,000 11,000 32,000 1.000 32,000 10.000 21,000 11,000 m 
20 Nit QUMD lllMEa 0 1,500 0 1,500 1,900 0 0 1,500 2 

> 
22 JOlfT TMmCM. OCMit MOO 0 0 0 0 0 n.• M.llOO 51,llOO 11.eoo >--1 
24 TAC"n:M. Nit CCJNT"'1 SYI ~ 0 0 0 0 0 71,000 78,000 71,000 71,000 m 
211 ....., HBJCOPT!M 0 0 0 0 0 11,IOO 11.100 11,IOO 11,IOO 

TOTAl. OI oot«R..:»W.. MXllTIOHr 1,411,300 2,102,000 711,500 

°""9e "I I • ,.~ .. I 

001 DllB•MOOUC'TlOHN:T~I 1,IOO 1,100 1.100 uoo I0.000 30.000 60,000 41,200 4,200 

~ .. , ...... o.. .. NJ'T&2 
001 Qt!lll DB.alT#llZA110N • NJT&! 0 0 1,000 1,300 0 1,300 (18.llOO) 1,300 

a...-&~D ........ 
cm Qt!lll DBIUTMIZATION ·MOC 211,100 202.100 217,IOO 202.IOO 111,100 114.IOO 21t,IOO 1,700 

a....-1..-.0..ud.OIM 
~ OOJ CHM OllAIT~110N ·OW 142,IOO tG,200 142,IOO 112,200 157,100 176.500 158.100 18,«>0 11,300 
Q1 ._. ... 0 
~ 
~ 



(j 

fYtll1 CONOR!lmDNAL ADOf110NI TO DOD REQUEITI: PROCUREMENT 0 
l'l!oul!nd! of ... ,., z 

(') 
Amount Alnour'll MMMn g; 

MINn. HouM ...-. RNlctM Houee ..... IMdM A&lillt> ~ ~, (FJ ...... Re!p!! .. A&llllt. Aulh. Ale . AePop. Approp. Approe . l!!qu!t! ........ AN/lit. (FJ -0 
GCM ~ 0 t2.200 0 12,200 12,200 0 13,200 12.200 1UOO 1.000 z 

> 
t""4 

0 0 0 0 "'100 0 1,300 I.JOO 1,300 g; 
TOTN. or OONGRUIDW. ~ 31,800 ll,000 93.200 (j 

0 
~ 
0 

TOTN. • PROCUR!M!HT I 
T~ n.142.4IO 13.110,311 17,412,713 17,114,710 17,310,741 ··-·"' 17.-.)41 214,131 (FJ 

t'r1 
Af+o+llllkw• n.142.450 '3,M0,311 17,412,713 17,114,710 17,310,741 •.111.111 11.-.)41 214,131 z 

> 
TOTAL C1' ~lllOtW. MlCfT10NI TO ~HT'" 1.210.ne 1,211,711 4,2()1,115 ~ 

t'r1 



a 
~ 

a> FYtll1 CONQRllllOML ADDITIONI TO DOD REQUEITI: RDT&E 0 b 
01 1!!1:1•••ofdollral O"' 

"' ~ 

~ 
Amount . ....... Ameurll .... 

MNll. ...... ....... ...... ...... ...... ....... Ala> ,.,.,,.., ,.,.,,.., 1-..1 

~ ....... ....... ....... .-... Aull. Aul9 • ...... ..... App!!. ...... ...... Aull. 
..Oo 
1-..1 

c;; <:c 
"' RE!IEAAOf. DEV. TE'IT I EVAL ~ ~ ROTIE.Amrr 
3 T~._. 
::i cm MATERIAL..8 TEOHllOOY '*1210 13.271 11.271 t3.271 1!1,271 11.271 13,271 15.271 2.000 2.000 

cm 9'.IMVAllUTY ENWCatENT '*1212 1.2115 1.2115 11,215 11,2115 11.215 11,2115 tl,215 5.000 5.000 
DOI WllK.E T£0N100V '*1230 27.153 27,t53 37,153 37, 151 27,153 32,151 32,153 10,DOO 5,000 
015 \WAPCNI N«J IUITIONI TEOIG.OOV Dm'2l2 31.• 31.• ~.- 51.• ··- ··- 41.188 20.DOO 10.DOO 
011 B.ECTRONIC8 N«J ELECTRONIC DEVICES 080270 11.eae te.eae 14.eae 11.eae 11.eae 20, 10I 20,109 2.000 2,!500 !500 
011 ~Al ~ITY TECHNOlOOY cm272 1.115 14.115 t1,lt!I 12.115 14,115 14,715 t2.115 3,000 3.ED> 
mo NQN..SYSTEM ntAHNO DEVICE TEOHJ.OOY cm272 U01 U01 U07 1.101 I.ml U07 I. t07 5.000 2,!500 n 
021 COMMAND, OONTROl. co•HAHCATiof.- T£O cm271 20.8 20,«51 n.«il n.ee 20,8 20,4!51 20.458 2.000 0 
an COMPUTER NI> IOF1WAAE 1t:C'HNOLOOY cm271 5.073 5.073 7.073 7,073 3,800 5,073 3.U> 2.000 z 
025 LOCMSTICS TEONJlOOY 080211 l!Utt 35,IU l5.ltt 35.ltt 35,111 !I0,111 !I0.111 15,DOO 15,000 C') 

029 MEDICAL TEONJLOOY 080271 80,802 11,901 11,802 80.802 100.802 109,402 108,402 12.!500 11.:IOO ;l 
~ ................ , ...... Vl 

02I MB>ICAL NNNCED t£04N0LOOY omm 34.800 34.D 34.808 34.808 34.808 47,308 47.308 12.900 t2,900 Vl 
1-4 

OJO AvtATION NNN«:BJ TEQH)LOOY 080300 34,713 34,713 34.1tl 34.713 44,713 32,713 31,183 3,480 3,480 0 
CXJ1 WENONI N«J IUIT10HI NHN«BJ TEOH oemoD 33.41t 33,471 33,471 .M.471 41,471 21.171 29.871 31,000 z 

> a AOQUIE> , .. ...,.. DEFICIENCY rtNJROME ~cms10 22.558 n.• n.558 n.558 32,558 44.• 44.558 n.cm n.cm ~ 
045 NN ~CPI REllD4. Dee. I MDJll a 0 0 s.cm 0 a 0 s.cm ;l 01!5t NNN#Cf!D ELECTRONIC DEVICE'I DEYS.OPME 080374 U«> 5,840 7,840 7.840 7,840 7,840 7.840 2.000 2.cm 
Ol!5l5 NN F1ELO ARTUERY IYITEM a 0 0 0 12.U> 21.IOO 2UOO 2t,llOO 21,D> n 

0 
ml ARMOR OUN IY8TEM 0 0 0 a 40,000 a 5,000 5,000 5,DOO ~ 
r.-..P"V9M ~ 074 FORWARD AlfEA A9' DEFENE 8YSTEM 0 0 0 82.cm 82.CDJ 0 82.cm 92.CDJ 82.CDJ 
01I AvtATION • NN DEV -- 5.134 5.134 5.134 5.134 7,513 5.134 7.513 2,371 2.378 Vl 

l:Tj 
.. QBID' 8QIOOICAl.OEF&m ~.cm. 24.511 24,511 24.511 44,5tt 44.511 34,511 44,511 20.cm 20,DOO z 
tm MtAt DE\QOPMEN'f PROORAM -- 48.337 41.337 10.037 10,037 41,337 0 31.000 20,983 > 
tOl!5 tan V'8ION IMITEM8 ·ENO DEY OMM7t 17,728 17,721 11,721 17,729 18,728 11.728 11,728 2.cm 2.IXX> 

,.., 
t17 AVIATICH ·BG DEY 0804IO 19,371 11,371 11,371 11.371 20,183 11,371 20.813 1.487 1,487 

l:Tj 

t '' WEAPONI Nm llUITIONI ·ENO DEV 08CMIO 11. 108 28,108 24, ,Oii 24,109 28, 108 11, 108 24,109 tl,CDJ 13.cm 
t21 lMC1'0R PW.. OllMlt 35,148 20,148 !55,148 !55,148 !55, 148 45,148 !55,1.t9 20.000 20,DOO 

ta TMCtOR TIWLBt ..,,.., 0 0 5,200 5.200 5,200 5.200 5,200 5,lQO 5,200 

134 ~~TB>PROORAMl•I 0 0 0 0 0 171,514 185.514 185,514 185,514 

tll ~T \9la.£ lflFRCNEMEHT PAOORAMS cmm 87,751 87,751 17,751 87,751 104,75, 17,751 104.751 7,CD> 7.DOO 
,. lMC1'0R CNtD mmeo 7,311 7,371 7,311 1,)71 17,371 7,371 17.371 10.DOO 10,000 

t• TACllW 0 0 0 0 20,DOO 0 20.DOO 20.cm 20.000 
111 OCTT.....U -~oowaena 0 0 100.cm I.CD> 0 7,!IJO 7,!500 e.cm 7.900 
112 IOLDIEMllAME Bl VHCEMEHT PROORAM 0 0 11.cm 11,000 11,DOO 11.cm 11,000 11.CXJO 11,CXJO 

180 MtlitftB) ca.It l'YWTEM 0 0 0 10.cm 0 0 0 10.000 

Ollli ISi llllllan ....... 
171 ~ INRJRIMTIOH AC'TMTIES oeoeeo 7.81!51 7.81!51 5.81!51 11,4'1 5,1151 5.IOI 5,IOI 11.100 

t11 .... aiERATa.I • ROrll oeoeea 204.380 204.380 111,!500 tlUOO 204,380 0 204.380 12,880 
~ 

t111GmRW.~ 07mDt 28.708 31,709 0 28,709 31,708 0 31,70S 5,CDJ 5,000 Q1 

1• ANGE IEClltrf'Y 0 0 0 0 1,000 0 4.!500 4.500 4,500 Q 
~ = 



~ 
en 

"tll1 CONCIMlllONAI. ADOmONI 10 DOD REQUEITI: RDT&E = ~ 
l!!a ••llB!fdollnl = 

AllMMllll Amounl AllMMllll 
MIMI. ..... ...... ........ ...... ...... ....... AMII&> .,,..,., ~ ...... ....... ....... Aullt. A.Mia. All9l • .... ... ......... ....... ........ !!!! ..... Mia. 

t• ARROYO a:NYiR 0 0 0 D 0 n.eeo 22,l!!IO 22,8:50 22.15> 
112 IEaJRITY IMPAOJEMEHT PROORAM 0 0 0 e.ooo 0 0 0 8,000 

TOTAL OF ~MX>ITIOHr 284,000 570,7t0 381,333 

ADTIE.~ 
Tecfwdagr .... 
cm AffTI.Allt Wl#F~Aa. WMIFME. C*J211 13, 105 13,105 13. t05 •. 105 ee.t05 81,t05 •.t05 5,000 5,000 
CDI IURFACE .. TlOHX.OOY C*J212 15,882 2UG '5.882 25.812 25,812 15.812 15,982 10.000 n 
Ott NIN TEON100Y OllOZ31 114,177 121,871 tt4,871 ttl.877 121,177 11-077 125.aoo 5.000 10,323 5,323 0 
012 MINE N«J IPECW. WNFME TEDNX.OOY OllOZ31 11.m 25.829 17.829 '7,829 25,829 17,829 22.829 5,000 5.000 z 
OtJ ll.8MAAINE T£OtNOLOOY OfJ02lJ tl,701 21,701 tl,701 21,701 21,701 tl,701 te,701 5,000 ~ 015 OCEAN N«J ATllO IPl ERIC llffORT TECHO 080243 32,088 37,088 34,088 34,088 32,088 34.088 33,088 2,000 1,000 

282 TACTICAL CXEAHOQfWltfY TEOHJloOY 0 0 5,000 5.000 5,«XX> 5,000 5.aoo 5.000 5,000 CJ) 

273 MATIRW.I 0 5,000 0 3,000 5,000 0 2,:IOO 3.000 2,l:KQ 
CJ) -~ llUI• .... ds It¢'*~ 0 z 022 B.£C1RIC ORNE D80l57 G.781 43,7• 93.7• Sl,Till 0 Sl.7• Sl.7• to.cm 10,000 > 025 MEDCAL OEWlCPl8'1 tmS10 11,888 tl,888 te,888 11,888 24,988 22.888 13,988 2,000 7,000 5.aoo ~ 

an oe8'IC LOCMSTIC8 ND TEDKJLOOY C8IO osn11 1 ... 040 , .. ,O«> 18.0«> tl,040 14,040 27,840 27,840 5.aoo 13,U> l,U> 

~ cm NNN«:SJ~WNllFNllE~cms14 18,3151 29.3151 tl,3151 31,3~1 2t,351 18,3151 te,3151 15,<D> 
033 NNN«m T£ICHQ.OQY 1'W8TION cm37I 51,tU 51,143 51,143 5',tU 51,10 11.143 et.tu 10,000 10.aoo n 

0 
28S lHllAN&> UhllERIEA VEHla.I TECHQDOY 0 0 4.aoo 4,aoo 0 0 0 4,000 ~ ............. ~ cm NAVY I.Ma OOMMlHCATIONI 0 0 0 2,000 0 0 0 2,000 

OC2 ... IEClMITY TeCHQDOY tw:>QRAM 010122 43.131 43,131 80,000 51.• U,t31 "·* 43,131 1.05 CJ) 

tT.l 
271 lAl.&ft ... -.. 0 70,870 70,170 70.870 0 0 0 70,170 z , ........... > 
1110 INTEDRA TB> AIJllOlffNT AVOICI Dm310 082 ... 882 ... 882 012 ... 882 4.882 1.842 Ul.50 3,eeo ~ 

-~ .... ~ oerme 18,830 18,830 18,830 2t,830 18,830 1030 14.830 10,000 
tr.! 

080 TACTICAL~ REOOtN.-.NCE c:ame 30.eeo 30.eeo 30,&eo 21.eeo 21.eeo 21,Sll50 30,&eo 2.aoo 

on a..aMD IYl1BI oowaecr Dl\tiLOPllE osmt 0 15,000 0 15,000 15,000 0 10,000 15,000 10,00> 

01 .. • WMINE MC1lC Wl#FNW. llJIPORT B:llJI 0mJm 2.882 4,IQ2 2,IQ2 4,882 4.182 2.182 3,182 2,00> 1,00> 

01t NCN.flCCUIT1C AHTJ.ei •"ME WNFNllE. ~ '*1352 22.814 22,814 22,814 37,184 22,184 14,000 14,000 15,000 

Ol4 .. DIWLOPliENT omm 11,184 11,184 41,184 31.814 1.* 4,721 ... 721 20.aoo 

110 QWJ( caw. om:m 3t.t21 31, 129 31, 121 41,929 31,929 31, 129 31,929 15,800 5.800 

t 13 A£TMCT lllWI\.£ 080374 1815.• 1m.• 1815.• 1815.~ 251.~ 185.• m.• 81,«XX> 11,CXX> 

111 RETMCT aM 080315 1015,0l5 10l5,0l5 10!5,085 105,085 109,785 tOl5.085 109,785 4,700 4,700 0 
121 lflB*l. PRXC ! El 080371 31,119 31.111 31,118 40.018 40,018 31.111 40,018 8,200 1,200 ~ 

""" 124 lAWtl omc21 21.127 21.117 21,827 21.817 24.827 21,827 24,827 3.000 3,000 0 

080428 0 231,000 31,000 231,000 231,000 31,00> 231,000 231.aoo 231.aoo 
O" 

134 V-22A <'ti 

141 IEAL.Na OllOC30 0 so.cm 71,000 !55.aoo 71,000 71,000 7t,OOO se.aoo 71,00> 10,000 ..... 

ta ~to.AM-..ErtmMl~INCI Om>4llS 28,417 2t,417 0 315,000 0 0 0 Utl N 
... O::> 

144 vemcALlAUCH~ Om>4llS 30.000 0 30.aoo 5,000 30,000 0 15,00> 10.000 
N 

114 llffACE NIN SY8T&l IWRCMlllENT 080471 122.a 152,808 122,808 152,809 152,Q 89,8915 137.«>7 30.aoo , .... ~ 
~ 
~ 



a 
FYtll1 CONORElllOfW. ADOITIOHI TO DOD REQUEITI: RDT'E 

~ 
~ 

0 
ft!!DlMlftdlof ...... ) O" 

~ 

Amount ~ ~ ""l 

MINft. ..... ..... ..... ....... ..... lnecW """" ~ ~ ... 
....... ...... ..... ...... Auila. Auila. Alllll. Aefr!p. An!!!. App!p. .......... ........ ~ 

...ao 
....... 
\.0 

1115 a#ACE WAMAIE TRA...o DEVICES 080471 12,357 12,357 12,3157 12,357 14.3157 12,357 t4,357 2,000 2.000 \.0 

1• JOfNT STAN>OFJ=' WfNICH IY8T£MI 080472 :z-oet 14,881 24,881 18.411 1.881 22,881 18,!581 100 
v,;, 

18:1 FU&> OISTR8ITED IY8T£M • ENG 080471 210.171 141, 171 210, 171 188, 171 1115, 178 210, 111 210, t71 12,000 
217 MARIE OORP8 OAOUhD OOMMT~Tlt« 020l982 43,72' 43,72' 55,72' 55,725 42,72' !le,72' !le,725 12.000 12,000 
X7 A9SAll. T Ml.USTIC ROaCET IYSTEM 0 0 31.000 31,000 0 0 0 lt,000 
299 FEW90 AIRCRAFT CX>MPETITlON 0 0 15.000 15,000 15,000 0 15,000 15,000 15,000 
272 T~ TAAHNQ IYSTEM 0 14,tl03 14,tl03 14.tl03 0 0 0 14.803 
214 IKJfffR ~MENTI 0 0 0 0 10,000 0 to.cm 10,000 10,CXXI 
28J NN MKJA CALIBER OlM IYITEM 0 0 0 0 0 0 5.~ 5.~ 5.~ 

2G lllFROv'ED TACT AIR L.Al.ICHED oeooY 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,000 I.CD> l.CXXI Ci 
011J1i I tdlt Mltltkln ........ . 0 
2311 SMAOMIENTAL PAO I EC I llOH OMJ372 11.5a0 11.5a0 11.5a0 1l.OllO 11.5a0 11,5a0 1 t,5a0 1.~ z 
29 ~IAL PREPAREPESI 01mo1 •um 10U27 3.CXX> 17,127 101,127 3.000 110.727 41.000 81,QOO 22.QOO ~ 
275 ~MINEWNfFARE 0 0 0 0 0 t5.8U7 1',8U7 15,8U7 15,8U7 ~ 
271 &ECURfTY IMPACM:MENT PAOORAUI 0 0 0 l.CXXI 0 0 0 8.000 CJ) 

CJ) 
~ 

TOTAL OF OOHQRE38IOfW. AIDTIOHr 11115.721 827.eea 210.470 0 z 
> 
t""I 

ROTIE. Ai F.-
~ ,......, .... 

cm CEFENE AEIEAAOt ICIEHCEI Oll0110 183, 151 203.458 183;151 183,751 203,451 182, 151 195,151 em 2.ID> 1,400 Ci 
0 

004 MA TERW..I 080210 eo.147 85,147 13,147 85,147 85,147 eo.147 13,000 5,ID> 2.1~ ~ 
OOI KJIWf IY8TD8 TIDfO.OOY 080220 51. 142 !le, 142 51,142 !M,142 51, 142 at. 10 !M,142 3.CXXI l.<XX> ~ 
mr ~ PROPU.8ION 080220 82.513 85.513 88,513 85,513 05.583 82,513 815,513 3,CXXI 3.CXXI I 
010 CIW. ENOINBRtNO N«J &MROMENTAL Cl» 080220 5.115 10,115 5,115 7,tt5 5,115 5,815 5,115 1.~ CJ) 

l:'f1 
014 OOMtiWC> OONlRC1 Nm COMILNCA TlONl9 OSJ270 18.408 71,408 eo.408 eo.408 78.408 71,408 78,409 t,(XX) z 
~llld·--·-·· > 
017 KNN«:BJ MATERW..l fat WfNICN IYSTEMr om311 15,042 15,042 11.042 11.042 11,042 15.042 15,042 3.000 

,..., 

011 ~PRORUION-...vsTEMIMEOmmo 2'1.«M 1!18,CD> 0 118.000 21.404 20.~1 20.~7 ll0.'88 
l:'f1 

CXZI *'l'IOtW. AERO •ACE FUNE TEONll.OGY F 080329 151,CD> 151,000 151,CD> 151,CD> 113,(D) 0 UD.000 5,cm 5.cm ....._ ...... 
OISt ~ a""8.INCE TECHG.OOY oaJ3Q )4,131 0 10.000 0 0 1,000 1,000 1,(0> 

CIM a.2 KNNCSJ TEOKJLOOY IOMIEA .. , 080G4 1,Mll.1!182 1,581,882 1, 7!50. 882 1,7!50.182 t,!589,882 1, 7!50. llill t, 7!50.182 114.000 114,(D) 

- NCllC • TWIM IYITEM8 010231 104.M 104,M 104,188 104,188 111,498 104,M 118.• 11.aoo 11,U> 

074 ~ 010242 t5.527 15,527 2U27 30,527 5,522 30.527 2'.521 15,000 U85 
011 tUJET W1£C1ION 8Y8TBl1 010243 5,12' 5,125 23.82' 23,82' · !5,12' 23,82' 2'3.825 11.~ 18.500 
OIS ADINl/a!D M1BJJTE OOMIUIC'ATIOHI RB.AY 0 0 0 ~.000 0 0 0 ~.000 

221 IDJNCBJ WNWIG IYITEM 0 230,000 0 210,000 2«>,000 0 210,000 210,(D) 210,000 

T9dlall....-
107 IHCRT MNoEAnAQ( .. _.·TACTICAL 080G4 118,511 0 ttl.511 315,000 111,511 111.si1 118.~1 13.~t 

127 OOllFUT9t REaOlR:E8 fl&fMGEMefT T£<H. 080474 12,110 12.110 12,110 12,110 14,ltO 12,010 14.110 2.000 2.CXXI 

1415 TR·t ICLWJROH 020721 !M,784 1.~ 44,004 2'1.500 54,7&4 !M,714 49.7&4 21.204 
~ t• TACIT FWHIJON 020731 8.758 31.758 31.758 31,758 31,758 31,758 31.758 27.000 27.000 Cl 

173 llNCB> OPERA nclW. CAPAlllLITY 0 0 0 15,434 0 0 0 15.434 = ~ 
~ 



~ 

FY11t1 CONGRllA>NAL ADDITIONI TO DOO REQUEIT8: RDT&E 
Q1 
0 

l'l!a •Mll•ol.._.I ~ 
~ 

AlnCMIM Amount Amount 
Mnlll. ..... ...... ........ ...... ...... ...... Aula.> ~ ,.,,,,., ,.. .. _ ....... ........ Aua. Aull9. Aulll. ~ -... ... A#teea. ........ " ...... Autfl • 

221 C.t30J 0 to.ODO to.ODO 10,0DO 10.0DO to.ODO 10.m> to.ODO 10.0DO 
24t a.A98FIB> flROORAMS 0 0 0 0 13,408 13.0DO 29,708 2t.7al 29.708 
Oalliw ti1i1 Mllllllan awmt 
tSlltRANOEI~ 080413 100,821 73.m I0.183 51.121 12.m 71,121 71,821 27.CD> 
201 IMfllROt9> C.APAllJTY f()A ce.9.0PMENT Te 080475 45.120 37,720 45.720 21,720 37,720 37,720 37,720 I .CD> 
207 TEST N«J EVAL.LM TION llAIOAT om5IO 311.838 295,738 ~.m 241.452 214.m 214.m 214.m 52,llOO 
2Cll oe.'B.OPMENT PLNMG om5IO t .tll t,t31 7,SOO 7.SOO 7.SOO t,131 t,131 Ull 
2lO INDUITRW. PREPMEDNE81 07<*>1 12. tll 112.1» 0 t02.1ll t 12. 13] 0 112. tl3 30.0DO «>.CD> 10.CD> 
m INTEAHAT~ ACTMTES 100100 4.011 4.011 4.0tt 3,271 3.211 3.281 3.28' 10 
:nt AIR FORCE CJE'JB.OPIENT TEST CENTER 0 108.llOO 0 IM. 100 0 0 0 IM, 1CXJ 
243 RAHOE IECl.RfTY 0 0 0 0 t.ODO 0 4,SXJ 4.SOO 4,!KXJ 

(j 

0 
252 IEO.ftlTY I~ PROOAAM 0 0 0 I.ODO 0 0 0 I.ODO z 

~ 
TOTAL OF ~AlDT~ 1,217.730 :508,4'0 2'8,I01 g; 

Vl 
Vl -ADTIE.0.. .. 0 ,..,..., .... z 

CDt CEFem ~ l!C&CE8 080110 15.231 m.m 15,231 8',231 121.m 15.231 100,Sll 13,<DJ 15,D> 2.D> > 
~ 

C10Z IUGm LA80RATCRY HlEl'9CllNT R£IEN 080110 2.342 2,342 2,342 2,342 2.342 2.487 2,487 125 125 g; cm lH\11'91TY I .uot HTIATr.u '*>110 • .•t 128.•1 • .•1 1oe.•1 1~.111 ee.ee1 174, 111 10,0DO 75.!!00 15.~ 

CIJI TACTICAL 1EDN10Y Olm10 121.m 141,535 128.!ilS 128.5315 141,531 104.cm 122.cm 5.0DO !OJ (j 

OtJ INT'EOMTB> COlllMNC> ~ OONTROL ~ Olm10 37.~ 137,&Sl 37.~ 17,053 137.~ 87,053 112.cm 29,!KXJ 74.SXJ 45.CXIJ 0 
~ 

012 MA TENAL8 N«J a.a::tRCtlC8 TEOl«llOOY OSJ71t .u.oee 1n.oee • .oee 1n.oee 10.oee ee.oee 15e.oee IO,ODO , 13,0DO ll,CXX> ~ 
102 DOO~TE~PROOAAM 0 20.0DO 20,0DO 20,0DO 20,0DO 0 20,0DO 20.0DO 20,0DO I 
tCD U9 ~ llWWE1fNT TRAleG 0 0 10,0DO 10,0DO 0 10,<DJ 10,0DO 10,0DO 10,<DJ Vl 

104 t«JH~OOWUTINO 0 ~.000 131.000 1Jl.ODO ~.000 121,0DO 121.0DO 131.0DO 121.(DJ ~ 
z 

105 PREOOWElll~TB>NlLOOY~ 0 0 too.ODO ~.ODO 100.0DO 0 ~.ODO ~.ODO ~.ODO > 
171 IHQINEIMG.nwNtG NnATIVE 0 0 0 0 ~.ODO 0 ~.ODO ~.ODO ~.ODO ~ 
~ ..... ........ ~ 

mt JOlfT DCODOE IUCT10NI ll!CHG.OGY DEV cmm 1.m a.m 30,000 20.0DO 1.522 20,0DO 18,0DO 11,471 t.471 

OZ2 LO a a•ITAL IYMJ.MnaN OF MAOCR "°'cmm 179,387 178.387 180,387 134.ees 175.387 1~.3151 138.3157 4,402 

Dt ADIN#DIO • _.,_. TECH«JL0CJY <mm 0 75,0DO 1115.0DO 1115,0DO 75,0DO 0 75.0DO 1115.CD> 75.m> 
ml MCROWA~WA'4MCNClfnC lcmm> •.151 108,151 IS,857 108,857 108,157 11.857 108,157 20,m> 20,0DO 

Cl2I COWUTIR ADD LOG1111C8 ILJlllCRT OISCD73 13,178 t3.nt 15,178 15,778 15.778 13,771 15,778 2.m> 2,0DO 

CDD OQOPBIATM ~ EICM. REIEM04 cmJ73 0 20.0DO 0 20.0DO 20,0DO 0 20.0DO 20.m> 20.m> 
cm CD9CI 1>&111) DOD IOFW41ME NMTM: oemn 12.•1 12.•t t2.•1 12,181 22.•1 12.•t 22.•1 10,m> 10.0DO 

10I ~ llDf«100Y 0 0 175,0DO 25.0DO 0 170.0DO ~.m> 2'.0DO eo.m> 25,(Dj 
0 

tt4 LIOHTMT 0 20.000 0 48,442 20.000 0 315,m> 48,442 315,000 ("') 

121 MNAnN DWJNOl'TIC PR0nJN ACCB.IRATOR 0 0 0 0 2,0DO 0 2,000 2.m> 2.0DO ~ 
0 

Tllllall P"l8'Wlll 
0--
Cl:) 

OIS1~AM oem7t 0 0 30,000 10.0DO 0 30.m> 30,0DO 10,0DO 30,000 20.000 "'1 

Ol51 JOlfT MM01'B. Y PLOT&> VIHCl.E'I PROOIW CD0514 12,088 1ll,088 12,088 12.088 82.088 87,098 82.089 10,<DJ 10.000 N 

mlFOACE~ 11t00t 112.381 172.3• 202.• 202.• 114,877 180.230 173.971 20,300 
,,.Q:l 

tOI OENBW. a.l'fldit pi()A 9Jtt.IC 0 0 2.000 2,000 0 2,0DO 2.000 2.CXXJ 2.cm 
N 
c:c c:c 
~ 
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FYtllt CONUllllONAL ADOl110NI TO DOD REQUEITa: RDT&E 

~ 
~ 

l!!a •••!! .... I v.,, ....... Anle&llll ..... 
Mnla. ...... ....... ....... ...... ...... ....... Ala> .,.,.., .,,,.., 

Plww ...... ..... Aua. Aulla. Aultl. ~ ANlw. -... ... !!!! ... ........ ~ 

108 T£OHCAl a.PORT WORKINO GROUP 0 0 l,000 l,000 0 0 0 3,000 
.. .._... n.......-.aana 
132 QAlllFED MOORAMI 0 0 0 0 717,0ll 0 734,713 734,713 734.713 

°""" I 1dl llltlllDn ~ (") 
01S INTEORATB>~ Gem70 1.520 7.520 7,520 0 1,'20 0 4,000 4,000 0 
1CD ~ PMPAREDhE8I 070801 10.8'2 20,8'2 0 S.000 20,812 0 10,8,2 s.nz z 
110 CRfT1CM. TEOtNOLOOY INITIM'I 0 0 5.000 5,000 0 S,000 ,,ODO S.000 5.000 ~ 
111 Jr WMOAMINCI •r.u.ATICN MGMT OFC 0 0 25,000 15,000 25,000 0 15,000 15,000 15.000 ~ 
112 Al .... OOtaJLDtlD PROOAAM 0 0 315,000 0 30,000 30,000 30,000 30,000 30.000 CJ) 

113 IJJRATEOIC BMRONefTAL RElfAACH PROGRAM 0 0 200,000 200,000 0 l00,000 1~.000- 200.000 1~.000 
CJ) -1tt WIOENtfA~ 0 0 0 20.000 0 0 0 20.000 0 

120 ll.ftRCX)MPUTER ACQU18111CN q 0 0 20,000 0 0 0 20.000 z 
121 DMPA LASER COlillillHCATIOHI 0 0 0 1,000 0 0 0 1.000 > 

t""4 
1:13 R£1EAR04 PROJECT'8 0 0 0 0 20,00D 0 «>.OOD «J,000 «>.000 

~ 134 BMRONMENIAL. CENTIR 0 0 0 0 5,000 0 5.00D 5,000 5,00D 

~ 
(") 

011 8IHQLE N.IE EXHilER lAIER TECH 0 0 30,00D 20,000 0 0 0 20,0DO 0 
~ 

1315 EXCIMER lAIER TIOH)LOOY 0 0 0 0 30,000 0 15.000 15,000 15.CD> ~ 
137 ~PROORAM 0 0 0 0 21.000 0 10,000 10,000 10.000 I 

D1wk;210• T• I Ewl, Dallrm CJ) 

°"""* 1dl Mllllan ........ 
~ z 

001 TEIT INITRUMEHTA110N OEWlOPlilENT . .... 1115.188 129,188 155.m> 110.188 112,m> 107,8!58 1'2.000 1,101 > 
ODIS lNE FIRE TE8TINCJ OMl51l 0 17,874 0 15,000 17,874 0 t1,874 15.000 17,874 2.974 ~ 

TOTAL OF~AOOITIONr 818,720 1.125.1C!O 1, 118.087 

TOTAL. • AEIEAA04. ~. THT I EVA&. 

'°" 31.082.800 315.173.nt 31.520.1n 31,085,80l 34,937,811 34, 14CJ,305 315,874,782 

FAJ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
31,082,800 315,873.nt 31,520.712 31,0l15,80l l4.937.8tt 34,1.0,305 315,974,782 

TOTAL OF~ AallTIONI TO ROT&E'9 l. 124.17~ l,!iel, 1'M ueo.!501 



~ 
Q1 

FY1•1 CONOR!UIONAL ADOmONI TO DOD REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
0 
~ 

lthouNnd• of c1o11 .. 1 ~ 

Amount Amow1t Amount 
AdrNn. Howe lenllte Erwded HcMaM ...,... •Meted Aulh.> Approp.> Approp.> 

"°""" .-...... Auth. Auth. Auth. Approp. Approp. Appfop. "!CIU! .. !!!qu!!t Auth. 

.. UTMY CONITRUCTION 

~ Cenllndon. Mfft 
Mlfarco;• . ' 
020 n JMWAJNWRIOHT AK 

30 ICHOOl COHST"UCTION 0 0 uoo uoo 0 1,300 1,300 8,300 1,300 

oel fORT~DON OA 
10 IOt.DIE,. 6UVICI CENTE,. 0 0 10,900 10.IOO 0 10,800 10,800 10,800 10,800 

Oii fOftT POlK lA r"l 
20 MAINTEHAHC! OOM'L!X 0 0 0 22.000 0 22,000 22,000 22,000 22,000 0 

110 fOftT lEc:>ltAAD WOOO MO z 
C') 

lO CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTER 0 3,050 0 l,oeo 0 0 0 3,oeo ~ 
120 FOftT 8MOO NC CJ) 

IO lAHD NXJU'8moN 0 no 0 no no 0 no no no CJ) 
~ 

10 ADDITION IOf HDQTitl f N; 0 <4,8!50 0 4,8!50 4,ISO 0 ... "° 4,8e0 4,950 0 
t 48 fOftT IUS8 TX 

z 
> 

10 IAAMCKI MOOE"HIZATION 0 10,200 0 10,200 10.200 0 10,200 10,200 t0.200 t""4 

20 IAAAACK.I MODERNIZATION 0 uoo 0 8,800 9,800 0 uoo 8,800 uoo ~ 
t~ CNM' IWIFT TX r"l 

10 IEAUNO UTUTY HOlU 0 100 0 100 0 D 100 100 100 0 
111 TOOELE Ntllt DIJIOT UT 

~ 
~ 

10 MWUNfT10H D&IUTAAIZATIOH FACILITY 11.eoo 11,200 52,200 11,200 52,200 81,200 11,200 41,«>0 •.«X> I 
285 UNIP!Ctfl!D WOIU.DWIDE LOCATIOHa ZU 

CJ) 
t'!'j 

20 UNIPICtflED .. NOA CONITitUCTIOH. 7,803 7,803 7,803 7,803 7,803 1,803 1.803 1,000 1,000 z 
> 

TOTAL~ COHQftlEUIOHAL ADOITION8• 118,120 117,070 1,000 ~ 
t'!'j 

....,Cll .. la~Nmwr ......... 1 I 

021 MtDOIPOlt'f CA 
to aAflTVIMOOUNIZATION 0 0 11,300 11,300 0 11,300 0 11,300 

01'5 .. ~ NAVAL AIR ITATION CA 
30 ctaO ~MT C!NTtR 0 2,300 0 2.300 uoo 0 2,300 2.300 2.300 a 
~ TM:TICAl M~IW OOlmAT TIWHINO 'N; 0 1.~ 0 1,2SO 1,2'0 

~ 
1,250 0 1,250 1,2'0 ~ c 

071 MONTt"EY nlET NUM OCEAN CT CA Ct" 
~ 

tO oc:..-unR CINnR 0 0 0 0 1,010 1,440 1,010 1,010 1,010 "1 

"""" 1 t5 1AH DeEQO NAVAL IUm&MIN! BASE CA ,.Oo 
20 CffllD DEVEl.Ofl'ENT C!NT£R 0 <4,130 0 4,130 <4,130 0 -4,130 -4,130 4,130 

"""" ~ 
~ 
~ 
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FY1Mt CONOAUalONAL ADOmONI TO DOD REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
~ 
0 

(thoua!nd! of doll .. ) 
O'" 
~ 
"'I 

Amount Amounl Amount N 
AdrMi. Howe ...,... •neot.ct Ha&l8e .... •neded Aueh.> Approp.> ~.> ... ao ,,,.... "!9U!" Auth. Auttt. Auth. Aeprop. Approp. Approp. !!!cp!!lt "!QU!!! Auth. N 

~ 
~ 

205 KJNOl IAY NAVAL IUIMMIN! IAI! QA 
~ 

50 c:aMINITY .. ACT All&ITANCE 0 10,800 10,271 10,800 10.800 10,271 10.800 10,800 10,800 

295 INO&AN HEAD NAVAL a.ONANCE ITAT MO 

20 CHUUTRY LA80MTOftY 0 e.ooo 0 e.ooo 1,000 0 e.ooo e.ooo 1.000 

270 PATUXENT AMR NAVAL Alfll TEST C MD 

30 ENTAY QA Tl/ROAD 0 2.000 0 2,000 0 0 2.000 2.000 2,000 

315 NEWPOAT NAVAL EDUCATION & TRAIN fill 

20 CHILO DEVELOPMENT C!NTEl't 0 1,200 0 1,200 1,000 0 1,200 1,200 1,200 ("') 
' 311 NAVAL UNOERWATEfll IYI CMD, NWPftT fU 0 

10 ADVANCED UNOlRWATlfll WlAPON8 RES LAI 0 13,700 0 13,7'00 13,700 13,100 U,700 U,700 13,700 z 
329 NOftTH RHETI' AVENUE ac ~ 

to AOCEM ftOAO 0 3.000 0 2,000 0 0 0 2,000 ~ 
rJ) 

311 UTTLl CftEEK VA rJ) 
~ 

10 IMAU.AA .. MHO! 0 2,400 0 2,400 0 0 2,400 2,400 2,400 0 
m Nqf'FOlk NAVAL ITATIOH VA z 

> 
20 IHIP IEIMCU IUflfl!OAT F~ 0 14,800 0 14,800 14,IOO 0 14,800 14,IOO 14,IOO ~ 

415 MEMUTON PUOlT ICXIND NAVAL IHI WA ~ 
20 LAND N:;OtJlllTIOH 0 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 ("') 

0 
TOTAL OF COHOfll!UtoNAL. ADOfTIOHS• 11.eeo 14,380 1,010 ~ 

ti 
I 

rJ) 
tr:! 

.-yc..eiuclan.~FGIW z ......... " > 
~ 

021 tuaNDOfl, ~ AX tr:! 

10 DOMITORY 0 0 l,IOO l,IOO 0 uoo l,IOO 1,800 uoo 
OIO CAin.i Af8 CA 

20 oc:..AT atf.W TMININQ eatOOl 0 3,000 0 3,000 3,000 0 3,000 3,000 3,000 

30 ITAHDMDrZATION IVA&.UA T10N CENT£fll 0 2,200 0 2,200 2,200 0 2.200 2,200 2,200 

OIS IDWMDI Af8 CA 
30 ~ROelON OOMrRCX. ,ICUTY 0 e.~ 0 uoo 7,000 0 ··'°° uoo ··'°° 

Ot1 AIR~ N;NJDl'f 00 
10 ~TllDANDTANQF~ 0 15,000 0 0 15,000 0 15,000 15,000 15,000 

20 IAMACKI UPOAADI 0 3,000 0 3,000 0 0 0 3,000 

Oii UTTI.I ROCK Alt 
10 PIMOHN!L ~IMO C!NT!ft 0 0 5,300 5,D> 0 5,300 5,300 5,300 5,300 

Oii LOWlftY Af8 00 ~ 
10 CHILO DEV!~NT CENTEA 0 4,StSO 0 4.~ 4,SSO 0 4,S50 4,550 4,SSO ~ 

Q 
~ 
~ 
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FYtllt CONOR!UIONAL ADDmONI TO DOD REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
lthouaand• o1 doll .. I 

Amount Amount Amount 
Adrf*\. HouM ..... lrwc:t.d HouM ....... lneeted Aueh.> Appfup.> Approp.> .,,.... !!!que8t Auth. Auth. Aueh. Aep!op. Aep!op. App!op. l!eque8t "!CIU! .. Auth. 

tOO PETERSON Af8 co 
30 PHYSICAl. flTHEaa CENTEft 0 0 0 0 0 uoo 3.800 uoo 3,800 

t tO CAP£ CANAVEML AF8 fl 
20 LEASE ACQUtafTION 0 0 2,953 2,85.l 0 2,953 2,153 2,153 2,153 

195 ICOTT AFB IL 
20 DORMITORY 0 0 7,800 7,800 0 7,800 7,800 7,800 7,800 ~ 

t91 ORaaaoM IN 0 
tO ADO/Al TE" CHILD D!VELOPUENT CEN 0 0 2.000 2,000 0 0 0 2,000 z 

~ 
20 RENOVATE OOMWTORY 0 2.500 0 2,500 2,500 0 2.500 2,500 2,500 i;; 
30 CHILD DEVELOflUENT CENTER 0 0 0 0 0 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 rJ'J 

t57 MOOOHNELL Ka rJ'J 
~ 

tO ENLISTED DOMITOftY 0 0 t,100 t,100 t,750 1.100 1,100 t,100 1,100 0 
180 8M~EAF8 LA z 

> 
80 VEHtCLE MAINTENANCE COMPLEX 0 0 1,300 8,300 0 8,300 8,300 1,300 8,300 t'-1 

t 75 AHOAEWI Af8 MO i;; 
30 CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTER 0 ueo 0 3,850 3.~ 0 3,8!50 3,850 ueo ~ 

200 COlUlaJS Af9 MS 0 
20 UPOAADE IOQ 0 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 2,700 Z,700 ~ 

~ 
230 HOUa.tAN Af8 NM I n F-117 FACIUT1£1 (PHAll I) 0 0 0 38,000 0 38,000 31,000 31,000 31,000 rJ'J 

t'!'l 
231 GAlfflN Af8 NY z 

10 ADDtAL Tiit INTIOMT!O MAIN f N:; 0 uoo 0 uoo 2,300 0 2.300 uoo 2.300 > 
20 MUN1T10HI ITORAOl IOlOO 0 2,200 0 2,200 2,200 0 2,200 2.200 2,200 ~ 

t'!'l 

m PlA"81UM»4 Af1I NY 
10 COLD ll'OMO! fACIUlY 0 1,200 0 t,200 0 0 1,200 1,200 1,200 

210 TINKIR Af8 OK 

IO LAND AOQUllfT10H 0 t,850 0 1,850 1,850 0 1,650 1,850 ueo 
211 IHAWAn IC 

to WOAAm llWMI TRI.ANENT P\ANT 0 3,000 3,000 3,000 0 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 

210 NtNOl.D INOINH9'1NQ DIV ClNTH TN 
MS HUAn UT 0 

10 Kail NON OllT IN8PICT IUNKE" 0 2.800 0 2.800 2,800 0 2,800 2,800 2,800 
(':> 
"'to 
0 
O" 

135,803 20,800 
~ 

TOTAL OF CONOA!ll90HAL ADOfTIOHS• t20,t03 ""S 
...... 

,.Oo 
...... 
\0 
\0 
~ 
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FY1111 CONOR!UIONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 0 
O"' 

l!houNnd• of ...... 
~ ..., 

Amount Amount Amounl 
._ 

Admk\. ..... ...... IMCted HouM I.we IMCW Aueh.> Approp.> Approp.> . 
.. ao 

,, ...... .. ..... Auth. Auth. Aulh. Approp. Approp. Approp. 9'!CfU!8' "!CIU!!! . Auth. 
._ 

"' "' ~ 
~c..- r a.D f wddl 
..... ow .. Im 
CllO FOAT 8ENNtNO QA 

20 ELIMENTAAY ICHOOL REPLACEMENT 0 7,800 7,800 7.800 7,800 7,900 7,800 7.800 7,900 

30 ADDtAL Tl" ELEMENT MY ICHOOL 0 1,500 1,500 t,500 0 1,500 1.500 1,500 uoo 
081 TltlPlH NUIY MEDICAL CENTER HI 

tO ALTER 'AMLY "'1tCTICI CLINIC 0 0 2,200 2,200 0 2,200 2,200 2,200 2,200 

,. DAHLOAEN NAVAL IPACE 1u1tv•va VA n 
10 ADDtAJ.. YER ICHOOL 0 0 t,380 UIO 0 t,380 t,380 1,380 t,380 0 z 

t• fOATlEE VA ~ 
10 H08PITAJ.. Ufl IMllY UPOMDE 2.850 4,850 2,850 4,850 4,850 4,850 4,850 2.200 2,200 ~ 

200 ClAUlflED LOCATION xc CJ) 

30 IUILDINO ADO W IUPPORT fACllmEI 27,425 2UOO 29,800 21,800 27,425 27,425 27.425 825 
CJ) 
"'""4 

40 CLA881FIED NOJECT 5,375 0 0 0 5,375 5,375 5.375 5,375 0 z 
30S CLANIFllDOVIRIEAI LOCATIOHI YC > 

10 CLANIFIED PROJECT 1.100 7.IOO 1.eoo· 7,IOO 1,IOO 1,IOO 1.100 1,200 t""4 

315 UNaPIClflED WOALDMOe LOCATIOHS ZU ~ 
13 UNIPEC MINOR CONITRUCTIOH 0 2.000 0 2,000 2,000 0 2,000 2,000 2,000 n 
14 DEflaENCY AUOWANCI 0 0 0 0 0 11,000 10,100 10,100 10,100 0 

::d 
325 VMtOUa LOCATIONI 'ZV ~ 10 OONFOMINO llOMOl fACIUTIH 10,000 5,000 10,000 5.000 10.000 10,000 10,000 5,000 

331 ENERGY CONIERVATION 
CJ) 

l:!'J 
10 ENERGY CONllRVATIOM 0 50,000 0 30,000 0 0 10,000 30,000 10.000 z 

GJ UNDllTRllUTED 8,780 ~ 
TOTAL OF CONOltUllOHAL ADDITIONS• 53,310 37,280 21,300 

... Con., Mtrt ........ Gun .......... 
mt IAEWTON AL 

10 ARMORY 0 0 I03 I03 0 I03 I03 I03 I03 

027 MMION AJ.. 
10 NtMOf('( 0 0 ™ ™ 0 784 714 784 784 

on •LL.EMONT AZ 
10 ~TEOTRAININOllTE 0 0 0 0 0 1,522 8,522 1,522 1.522 

cm MMAHA ~ ~ 

tO APACHE UIULATOR FACILITY 0 0 0 0 0 4,S54 4,554 4,554 4,554 01 
0 
~ 
'I 
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FY1111 CONOR!UIONAL ADOfTION8 TO DOD REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION Q 
~ 

~-ofdol ... ~ 

Amount Amount Amount 
Adn*I. ....... ...... ........ Houee ...... lnected Aueta.> Approp.> Approp.> ........ l!!qu!• Auth. """· Aueta. Aferop . Apprap. Approp. Requ!lt .. ..,... A&ML 

30 °'9 0 0 0 0 0 842 942 142 842 
40 uaNfOWAAIHOUll 0 0 0 0 0 2,IOO 2,IOO uoo 2,IOO 

IO EDUCATION 'ACIUTY 0 0 0 0 0 2,321 2,321 2,321 2.321 
10 8UPPORT IMINRNANCI IHOP 0 0 0 0 0 7,880 7,880 7,880 7,880 

081 CNll' RIPLEY ... 
10 IMINTENANCI f NJ AIDTION 0 0 0 0 1,108 0 1,108 1,108 1,108 

Ol2 CNll' MCCAIH .. 
10 TANK TABLU t I tt 0 eoo 0 IOO 800 0 eoo IOO eoo 

20 TltOOt' l98ue 8U8811TINCI ACT 0 780 0 780 780 0 780 780 780 
("") 
0 

30 Maa.tNfTION 8UPPl Y POINT 0 500 0 !Sao 500 0 500 !500 500 z 
09' CNMt 8H!L8V .. ~ 

tO MCHIL.Oft Off QT1t8 "4A8E Ill 0 450 0 450 4'0 0 •50 ~ ~-
g; 

20 MMUNITIOH 8U"9l Y POINT 0 280 0 280 280 0 280 280 280 
CJl 
CJl 
1-4 

30 OC.-NI 8PT llWNT IHOP 0 3,100 0 uoo 0 0 0 3,800 0 

- UPANOlA 
NM z 

10 NWtJff.Y 0 uoo 1,IOO 1.eoo 0 1,800 1,IOO 1,800 1,800 > 
~ 

Ol7 PORTALU NM g; 
10 Nttll:JfC't 0 1,800 1,IOO uoo 0 uoo 1,800 1,800 1,800 

("") 

- RIO PUIACO 
... 0 

10 NWOfCY 0 0 3,400 3,400 0 3,400 3,«JO 3,«>0 3,«>0 ~ 

20 ORQAHIZAT10NAI. MMITINAHCI IHOP 0 0 1,teO USO 0 1,eec> 1.950 1,teO 1.eeo 
tj 

I 
30 UT1U'T1UllNFMITUCTURI 0 0 2,U7 2,127 0 2,127 2,127 2,127 2,127 CJl 

• IAHTAfl ... t'fj 

z 
10 ORQMllATIOIW. MAIHTINANCI IHOP 0 0 l50 850 0 850 850 l50 l50 > 

101 MU8KINOHAM COUNTY OH ~ 
t'fj 

10 LAND leCQUllfT10N 0 0 5,870 5,870 0 0 0 U70 
102 CNll' GRU•R OK 

10 MMACQ 0 3.332 3,332 3,332 3,332 U32 :s.m :s.m 3,m 

20 WATIR TRIATMINT "'-ANT 0 1,204 0 1,204 1,204 0 1,204 1,204 1,204 

tm MOfll10UTH °" 10 -.iTMY IDUCATIOH ,ACIUTY 0 0 •.oeo 4,080 4,080 4,080 4,080 4,080 4,080 

104 ~ °" 10 NtlllOlrt 0 1,542 1,542 1,542 1,542 1,542 1,542 1,542 1,542 0 
toil AL.9UQUIRQU! ... (") 

~ 

10 TIWHINQ lfTI 0 0 0 0 0 1,$41 1,M 1,M t,5-41 0 
C"' 

1fll oa DUOftO MC 
~ 
"'1 

10 NWtO«Y 0 2,057 0 2,057 1,883 0 1,eel 2,057 1,983 N 

20 ORQAHIZA110HAL MMfT IHOP 0 0 0 0 .. 0 384 * 394 ... Oo 
N 
~ 
~ 
~ 
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FY1H1 CONOR!UIONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION """' 0 
O" 

lthouund• or c1o11 .. 1 ~ 
~ 

Amount Amounl Amount ._ 
AdrMI. HouM .... llnea.d ........ ..... IMCtecl Aueh.JJ> Appfop.JJ> Approp.JJ> ,.Oo ,,.... "!CIU!" Aulh. Auel\. Ault\. Approp. Appr!p. Aeprop. !!!quelt "!CIU!!! Auel\. 

._ 
<:.o 
<:.o 
C,,\j 

tOI FULTON .. 
10 ADOiAL TH MMC>ttY 0 535 0 DI 535 0 535 535 535 

tOI ITMkWILLI .. 
10 ADOUAL Tiil Nttll:Jf'.Y 0 175 0 175 175 0 175 175 175 

t11 FAAOO ND 
10 AEallNE CINTI" 0 0 7,"f«J 7,"f«J 0 7,700 7,700 7.700 7,700 

112 MUIKJNGUMCOUNTY OH 
10 LAHDACQU'81TION 0 5,700 0 0 1,000 5,870 5,170 S,870 5,170 ('") 

121 IUTlER ,A 0 
tO AIUlllC>f'V' 0 2.223 0 2.223 2,223 0 2.223 2.223 2.m z 

~ 
t23 ~AISTOWH PA g; 

tO Muo..'Y 0 3,021 0 3,028 3,021 0 3,028 3,021 3,021 (fl 

t24 OftUNVILLE ac (fl 
~ 

tO AAMOftY 0 0 0 2.500 0 2,500 2,500 2.500 2,500 0 
20 ORGANIZATIONAL MAINTENANCE SHOP 0 0 0 1.eoo 0 1,800 t.eoo 1.800 t,eoo z 

> 
121 FOUNTAIN IHN 8C t" · 

to AMilOAY 0 0 0 2.000 2.000 2,000 2.000 2.000 2,000 g; 
127 OllllNWOOO IC ('") 

10 NttllOICY 0 0 0 2,000 2,000 2.000 2,000 2.000 2,000 0 
121 PtCKE• IC 

~ 
ti 

10 NUIOfCY 0 0 0 2,000 2,000 2.000 2,000 2.000 2,000 I 
121 HUNTIHOOON TN (fl 

tTj 

10 NdllOf(Y 0 1,311 0 t,311 0 1,311 1,318 1,311 1,311 z 
t3t CNIP IC1Ml TX > 

~ 
tO NUIOlfY 0 2,142 0 2,142 2,142 0 2,142 2,142 2.142 tTj 

20 LAND ACQUl8fT10H 0 1,801 0 1,801 1,801 0 1,801 1,801 1,801 

132 CNll' MA.MY TX 
\PAMIORY 0 8,284 0 UM 1,214 0 1,214 1.214 1,214 

,,. JACUOH TN 
10 NWtOfrt ADDmOH 0 - 0 - 0 - - - -t~ LINC*'cnY TN 
to AlttlOftY 0 1,230 0 1,230 0 1,230 t,230 1,230 1,230 

142 HOUSTON TX 
10 NttltOftY (ADQCKI) 0 0 4,521 4,521 0 5,400 5,400 4,521 5,400 171 

20 a. (ADOICK8) 0 0 171 171 0 0 0 871 

t• NOftTH FORT HOOD TX 
10 MOii AND TIWNO EQUIP SITE 0 0 0 14,398 14,398 0 14,398 14,le9 14.398 

~ 
147 WN:;O TX Q1 

= ~ = 



~ en 
FYtM1 CONGREUIONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUEITI: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

Q 
~ 

llhouunda or doll.,.I Q 

Amour-. Amount Amount 
Adrnki. Houee ..... lnected HouM lenMe IMC:ted Aueh.• Approp.• ~-· ....... 9'eguu! Auth. Auth. Aueh. Aeprop. Afp!op. Afen!P· ..!Cl'!! .. "!9U!lt Auth. 

10 ADO/AL?e"~y 0 2,888 0 2,881 2,1G 0 2,182 2,888 2,182 

20 EXPAND ORO MAINT IHOP 0 0 0 0 721 0 729 721 ne 
t41 WYUI TX 

tet ARMC>ftY 0 2,227 0 2,227 2,227 0 2.227 2,227 2,227 

t• DAUAI (REDIMIUJ) TX 
10 ADDtAL TE" AAMOftY 0 2,000 0 2.000 2,000 0 2.000 2.000 2.000 

152 WHT~DM UT 
tO AAMOftY 0 0 4,145 4,145 . 0 4,145 4,145 4,145 4,145 n 
20 AV\ATIOH IUPflORT FACILITY 0 0 U55 UM 0 1.952 1,952 1.955 1,952 0 

'° OM8 0 0 800 800 0 788 788 800 7" z 
Ci 

158 E~IA VA 
tO AAMOftY 0 1,117 0 1,f//17 t,700 0 1,f//17 1,117 1,117 ~ 

CJ'J 

tee WOOD8TOCK VA CJ'J -tO AAMOftY 0 1,167 1,483 1,483 0 1,483 1,483 1,483 1,483 0 
1., lllorT WI z 

> 
to Ntt/IJOll.Y 0 2.200 0 2.200 0 uoo 2.200 2.200 2,200 ~ 

1• MADllON WI ~ 
10 AA*>AY 0 7,3n 0 7,372 7,372 0 7,372 1.m 1.m n 

1• WAUKHHA WI 0 
10 ADDtAL TEA NtllOf(Y 0 1,341 0 U41 U41 0 t,341 1,34t 1,341 ~ 

~ 
171 TACOMA WA I 

10 NR ACQUaamoN 0 0 2.800 2,800 0 0 0 2,800 CJ'J 

20 WATERCRAFT IUflP AND TRAINO COMPLEX 0 0 0 0 2.813 2,813 2.183 2,813 2,183 
t'l1 
z 

1n IUCHLAND CINT£1t WI > 
10 MMORY I VEHec&.l ITOMOI 0 1,151 1,000 1,000 0 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 

...., 
t'l1 

173 CHAALUTOH WV 

to NtJ/Ofl.Y 0 0 2,800 2,800 0 2,800 2,800 2,800 2.100 

t74 KINGWOOD WV 
tO ~IZA110HAL. MAINTENAMCI IHOP 0 0 1,100 1,100 0 1,100 t,100 1,100 1.100 

111 PMKIRUURO WV 

10 ~IZATIONAL MAINTINAHCI IHOP 0 0 800 800 0 800 800 800 800 

1n CNll' DAWeoH WV 

10 pttA8I JV 0 0 2,500 2,500 0 2,500 2,500 2,500 2,500 0 
(') 

111 CNM'OUIR .. EY W'f ~ 

0 
10 A&Rfl!LD WROYIMINTI 0 0 2,147 2,147 0 2,147 2,147' 2,147 2,147 O"' 

~ 

tlO U•~!OWORLDWIOI LOCATIOHI ZU "'1 

to P\AHMMQ AND DHIGN 4,100 1.100 13,100 13,100 4,100 tl,100 13,100 1.000 l,000 N 
'"'():) 

20 UH8PEctf110 MINOR CONSTRUCTION 3,711 3,711 3,781 uee 4,084 4,0&4 4,064 278 278 
N 
<:.o 
<:.o 
c...:i 
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FYtllt CONGR!lllONAL ADDmONI TO DOD REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 0 
O"' 

lthoueende of c1o11 .. 1 ~ 
"'S 

Amount Amount Amount N 

Adnn. Houee ..... lnected ...... ..... •Meted Aultl.> Approp.> Appfap.> 
... ao 

PIOWWri ReQUltt Auth. Audi. Aulh. AlaPr!!· Approp. Aeeoe· l!!cp!!lt "!Cf!!!! Auth. 
N 
\0 
\0 
C,l,j 

... C...,Nl ........ o..rd 
Mljor•.-UCllM 

010 kUUI AHOI AK 
20 IABl IUPPl Y WMEHOU81 0 0 .4,300 4,300 0 4,300 4,300 4,300 4,300 

031 EMT OAANDlEY CT 
10 LAHOACQUlllTIOH 0 0 1,800 1,800 0 0 0 1,IOO 
20 ~·auPPORT ,ACILJTY 0 0 0 0 1,800 1,100 1,IOO 1,800 t,IOO 

cm IUCKLIY AN01 co (") 

10 ON AND TIWNINQ ,NJ 0 4,150 0 1.800 4,150 0 4,150 1,800 4,150 USO 0 
20 f1''i STATION 0 1,IOO 0 4,150 1,800 0 uoo 4,150 1.100 z 

~ 
035 CNllP ILAHOINQ FL ~ 

30 CML INOINHIUNQ MAINTENAHC! 'ACILITY 0 0 2.500 :uoo uoo 1.eoo 1.eoo 2,500 1.eoo CJ) 

40 CML ENOINHRINQ HIAVY EQUIPMENT 8HOP 0 0 1,000 0 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 CJ) 
~ 

IO VIHICU .WNTENANCI COIA.EX 0 0 0 1.000 1,300 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 0 z 
057 DU ... EI IA > 

10 INTIRNATIOHA&. AIRPORT 0 0 1.100 1,800 0 1,IOO 1,IOO 1,IOO 1,800 t""'4 

ca llOUXCITY IA ~ 
10 GATEWAY AIAflOAT 0 0 eeo eeo 0 eao eao eeo eeo (") 

•1 POft•I AIRPORT Q 0 
~ 

10 UTUTIEI UPOMDE 0 0 1,140 1,140 0 1,140 1,140 1,140 1,140 ~ 
OIZ IT ANOIFORD AIRPC>ftT kY I 

10 AIRCMfT APRON & TAJl.MAY 0 0 3,IOO 3,IOO 0 3,IOO 3,800 3,IOO 3,800 CJ) 
~ 

cm IARNU ANOa. wumlLD MA z 
10 JET f'UIL ITOMGI CCllA.IX 0 0 0 0 3,000 0 3,000 3,000 3,000 > ,..., 

01I OLINN L MMTIN AIRPORT MO ~ 

20 UT1UT1U RD«WAL 0 0 0 0 0 3.700 3,700 3,700 3,700 

an MMTIMaT MO 
10 UTIJTY. UNU 0 0 7,300 7,300 0 0 0 7,300 

•t~IAP ... 
10 HGIONAL IMAATOR 0 0 3,000 3,000 3.000 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 

-~'ACIUTY' 0 0 3,700 3,700 3,100 3.100 3,700 3.700 3,700 

30 ~~'ACIUTY 0 0 0 0 4.~ 0 4,350 4,leO 4,3e<> 

- OUl.ffiC)RT 
.. 

30 ADOtAL TH IAll INOINH"INQ 'ACILITY 0 520 480 520 480 480 480 520 480 

40 COIM!l.!CT TIWNINO 'ACtUTY 0 2,300 2,300 2,300 2,300 uoo 2,300 2,300 2,300 

- THOMNOlt l'llLD .. 
10 ~ITV POUCe FM:IUTY 0 1,500 1.300 1,500 1,500 1,300 1,500 1,500 1,500 ~ 

20 IA8I CML l~IRINQ FACILITY 0 1,800 1,500 1,800 1,IOO 1,SOO 1,800 1,IOO 1,eoo a. = ~ 
1-1-
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FY11t1 CONOREUIONAL ADDmONI TO DOD REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
~ 
""1 

(thou!and! of doll .. ) 
._ 

... ao 
Amount Amount Amount ._ 

Admka. HouM ~· IMC:Md ..... a.n-. lnected Audi.> Apprap.> Approp ... \C ,,..... !!!que!! Auth. Aud\. Aulh. Aeprap. Approp. Aep!op. l!!que!! "!CJU!!! Auth. 
\C c...,, 

10 LAND ACQUtamON 0 0 1,129 1,821 0 1,121 1,829 1,128 1,129 

07S UN8Plcu:11D WOftLDWIDI LOCATIONIZU 

10 Pt.ANNINO AND DHtON ... 7Se 4,751 5,751 7,0!58 a.oee use uee 2.300 3,800 1,300 

... Con., ...... R...w 
Mlfar •• u cV 1 n 
021 01.ENVIEW NAVAL Alf' ITATIOH IL 

10 AIRCAAFT INTER l.WNT fN; 0 0 10,«JO 10,«JO 0 10,«>0 10,«>0 10,400 10,400 Ci 

20 T1'AHllllTTHIRICEIV£R IUll.OIN(a 0 0 &40 fMO 0 840 fMO 840 fMO 0 z 
040 NAVAL AIR ITATIOH NEW ORLEAHS LA C') 

20 AIRCAAFT HANOAA (C-130) 0 13,100 0 13, 100 13,100 0 13, 100 13, 100 13.100 ~ 
01I IU"UNOTOH VT CJ) 

CJ) 

10 ft~aNUR 0 0 2,SOO 2,SOO 0 2,500 2,500 2,500 2,500 -0 
085 UNSPECfflED "'°"LONIDE LOCA T10H8 ZU z 

10 PlANN1NO AHO M8tOH 3,115 3.185 7.~2 7.~2 3,ea5 7,352 7,352 3,487 3,407 > 
... c.n .• NI'-- Rwerw 

rt ......... ... ~ 
110 UNSPECIFIED WOfU.DWIDI LOCA TlOHI ZU Ci 

10 Pt.ANNINO AHD DlllOH 3,308 3,308 3,308 3,308 UOI ... 208 ... 208 800 800 0 
:::0 
~ 

TOTAL~ OOHQAUllONAL ADOrTIONI• 383,117 .. 10,017 · ee.w I 
CJ) 
~ 

z 
> ... ._ 15 11w• a a.. Alr;d. Pmt I ~ 

... a... ~ 

005 I.AN R!AUO ... NT N#/0 Cl.08\IRI N;'ZU 

10 BAN R!AUONMINT ANO Cl08URE ttUOO 1,011,!500 818,!500 1,011,!500 881,100 811,!500 181,100 100,000 81,800 

TOTAL a. OONQRUllONAL ADOfTIOHI• 100,000 81.800 0 

TOTAL· liill.JTMY CONl'TRUCTION 

1°" 5,708,800 5,038,74-4 5,203,tOI s . .ae.m 5,248,212 5,014,041 5,350,042 

f AJ (40,000) (40,000) (40,000) (40,000) (40,000) (40,000) (..0,000) 

~ ........... s.•.800 ..... 7 .... 5,183,108 uee.m 5,208,212 4.17 ... 041 5,310,042 

TOTAL OF CONOl'EMIOHAL ADDmONI TO MIUTAAY CONST,.UCTION• eel,180 888,240 137,eel ~ 
01 
0 
~ 
c.i:i 



~ 
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~ 

FY1H1 CONOREUIONAL ADDmONI TO ooo· REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION ~ 

~aotc1o11 .. 1 
Amount Amount Amount 

Admln. · HouH ..... lneaeed HouN ..... lnected Auth.> Approp.,. Apptop.> ,,._ "!CJU!" Ault\. Auth. Auth. Aeprop. Aeprop. Approp. "!CJU!" "!QU!!! Aueh. 

FAMILY HOUSING 
,.,., ...... ~ Amfl/ 
Conllndon d,.. .... 
fX11 n Rll!Y K.I 

tO ENU8TED HOUllNO OONSTIUICTIOH 0 0 t2,500 t2,500 0 18,500 18,500 12.500 ti.SOD ~.000 

F_,., ...... e>;nlonl I o.tie, Amit Ci 
Oper'lilln8 ...... 0 
005 UNaP£CIFIED WOl'LDWIDE LOCATIONS ZU z 

C') 
10 FU"NalHINOS ACCOUNT 73,488 73,488 .,,_.. 80,888 70,035 70,035 70,035 e.oee ~ 

CJ) 

TOT Al OF COHO"ENIONAL ADOCTIOHI• 12,500 18,500 u.oee CJ) -0 z 
> 
~ 

Collltrt ctlandw...,.. ~ 
OtO NAVAL STATION LONO BEACH CA Ci 

tO NEW CONIT1'UCTIOH (30CJ) 24,121 2021 24,821 24,821 25,018 0 25,011 80 80 0 
cm ,AUONMAI w ~ 

tO NEW OOHaTRUCTION (IO UNITS) 0 0 0 to.'°° 0 t0,500 10,500 t0,500 t0,500 ~ 
,_,., .._.,. Operllllorll I o.tie, N9wy I CJ) 

t'!'.l 
......... d .... """" z 
CJOI U•PEClfllD WORLDWIOI LOCATIOH8 ZU > 

30 MAINTINAHCI ~REAL ~RTY 37t,037 37t,037 371,037 348,537 363,885 353,885 353.885 5,158 ~ 
t'!'.l 

TOTAL~ OONO"UIK>HAl. AD0f110H8• t0,500 10,SIO 5,24 

,.,...._.,.eou•1 I n,,.Force 
C.'*1 r1n_,,_..,.. 
008 NIUJIAn NV 

20 t3 UNfT8 0 0 0 1,800 0 0 1,800 1,800 1,800 0 
(") 

OZ7 TOM TX '"" 0 

tO KIU.YAFB 0 0 0 0 t,381 0 1,381 1,381 1,381 O"' 
~ 

ml llYMOUR J0ttNa0N Af8 NC 
..... 

to FNA HOU8 ...aMHT OfflCE 0 - 0 - 0 0 0 385 
...... 

,,.Oo 

...... 
~ 
~ 
~ 



FY1H1 CONORESllONAL ADOmONI TO DOD REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
lthouundl of doll.,.) Ci 

0 
Amount Amount Amounl z 

Admln. HouM ..... ln.cted HouM ....... lnected Aulh.> Appfop.> Approp.> C') ,,....,.. ........ Aueh. Auth. Audi. Apptop, ~prop. Apptop. ftequelt .. eQl .. lt Auth. ~ 
rJl 
rJl 

,~ Houlinl Oper1111on1 a o.11e. M -0 
~°' ..... ....., z 
008 UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE LOCA T10N8 ZU > 

30 MAINTENANCE OF ftlEAL PROPERTY 321,122 329,122 318,122 3CM ... 22 ,tt,642 31UM2 311,842 7,220 ~ 

~ 
TOT AL OF COHORHSIONAL ADDfTIONS• t,885 2,888 8,581 Ci 

0 
~ 
~ 

TOTAL· FAMILY HOU81NO I 
TOA 3,455,585 3.580.038 3.429,940 3,371,507 3,383,038 3,290,434 3,313,313 

rJl 
t'!':I 

FAJ 1.235 1,235 1,235 1,235 t.235 1,235 1,235 z 
~-

3,el,800 3.~1.273 3.428,175 3,379,742 3.384.274 3,291,188 3,384,541 > ,..., 
t'!':I 

TOTAL OF COHOREa&K>NAL ADOfTIOHS TO FAMILY HOUSING• 24.985 30.~ 29.803 
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FY1"2 CONGRESSIONAL AC110N ON DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY = 
fthousmd• °' dollanl 

Amount Amount Amount 

Admln. HouH ..... EMCted Hauee ..... IMCted Aulh.> Apprap.> ~ 
"°Arwn l!!quetl Auth. Al.Ith. Aulh. Aepn>p. Aepn>p Aepn>p. l!!quetl l!!quetl Aulh. 

MILITARY PERSONNEL 
M-.,Y Pw1CM1 .... Armt 

TOA 24,229, 100 NA NA NA 24,529,100 24,138,000 24,178,100 NA NA 

FAJ 
At>IA•lllllOI• 24,229,100 NA NA NA 24,529,100 24,138,000 24,178,100 NA NA 

Mllmy ,,.. ....... ..., (j 

TOA 11,587,100 NA NA NA 11,sn,100 19,803,025 tl,802,987 NA 5,297 NA 0 z FAJ C') 

AfllPA•lllL• 11,517,100 NA NA NA 11.m,100 11,803,025 11,802,981 NA 5,287 NA 6; 
...,,.. ........... Corpe rJ) 

rJ) 

TOA e.oee.eoo NA NA NA e,oee,eoo e,0!55,380 8,085,580 NA NA """"' 0 
FAJ z 
At>IA• ...... 1,088,IOO NA HA HA e.oee.eoo l,0!55,380 1,085,!580 NA NA > 

t""" .....,,,.., ....... »,... 
6; TOA 11,805,500 NA HA NA tt 805,!500 11,838,800 11.•.• HA NA 
(j 

FAJ 0 
~ ........ 11,805,500 NA NA NA 11,805,!500 11,838,800 11.•.• NA NA ~ 

~ 
R...w ,.._, .... ,,,,,,, I 

TOA 2,192,IOO NA NA NA 2,320,IOO 2,298,800 2,281,800 NA 108,000 NA rJ) 
t'l1 

FAJ z 
~ ........ 2,192,IOO NA NA NA 2,320,IOO 2,218,IOO 2.281,IOO NA 108,000 NA > 

~ 
R...wP.•1 ... MIWr l:'%"l 

TOA 1,8'1,800 NA NA NA 1,711,800 1,710,800 1,714,800 NA •.ooo NA 

FAJ 
~ ....... 1,8'1,800 NA NA NA 1,711,IOO 1,710,800 1,714,800 NA 18,000 NA 

R...w,.._, ........ ear,e 
TOA 329,800 NA NA NA 354,800 342,«JO 341,800 NA 22,000 NA 

FAJ 
~ ......... 329,800 NA NA NA 354,800 342,400 341,800 NA 22,000 NA a 

(") 

R...w Pa90l1 ... » F«ae ""' c 
TOA 105,300 NA NA NA n1,!500 715,100 711,800 NA 13,800 NA O" 

('\) 
""'j 

FAJ ""'4 

~·llllkw• 705,300 NA NA NA nuoo 715,100 711,800 NA 13,800 NA .,.QJ 

""'4 
\Cl 
\Cl 
~ 
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FY1H2 CONGRESSIONAL ACTION ON DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY O"' 
~ 

lthouunds of..,.., "'1 ,_ 
Amount Amount Amount .. ao 

Admln. Houe• ....... !nected Houle hnate Enec:ted Auth.> Approp.> ~ ,_ 

"°"""' ""' ... Auth. Auel\. Aulh. Aeerop. Aferap Aeerop. ........ ........ Autta. 
c.c 
c.c 
~ 

....... Oun,... ..... ,,,,,, 
l'C'-' 3,201,700 NA NA NA 3,395,700 3,320,400 3,328,700 NA 125,000 NA 

FAJ 
Awo+lllcw• 3,201,1'00 NA NA NA 3,385,1'00 3,320,400 3,328,1'00 NA 125.~ NA 

Nllllonlll ~ Pel ...... ,. Force 

l'C'-' 1,145,500 NA NA NA 1,145,500 1,145,500 1,145,500 NA NA 

FAJ n 
0 ,.,,,. ....... 1,145,500 NA NA NA 1,145,500 1,145,500 1,145,SJO NA NA z 

lOTAl • MIUTARY P£RSOHN£l 
C') 

~ 71,018,DOO NA NA NA 71,753,100 71,185,895 71,298,327 NA 240,427 NA ~ 
CFJ 

FAJ CFJ -Awo ...... n,011,800 NA NA NA n.m.100 n.1es,8e5 n,291,321 NA 248,'27 NA 0 z 
> 

OPlAATION AHO MAINTENAHC! ~ 

Oplr. I u.trt., Mrrt ~ 
~ 21.•.eoo 20,647,521 21,283,100 21,155,154 11,382,945 20,113,105 17,122,803 n 
FAJ 0 

~ ,.,,,. ........ 21.•.eoo 20,647,529 21.283,100 21,155,154 11,382,945 20,913,805 17,122,803 ti 
Ops.IMIK.,._, I 

CFJ 

~ zu:w,200 22,571,427 23,141,B> 23,115,380 21,384,132 23,012,380 21,019,541 t!1 
2 

FAJ > ,.,,,. ........ 23,134,200 22,571,427 23,148,B> 23,115,390 21,394,132 23,012,380 21 ,019,541 t--1 
t!1 

o,..a...._...._c.,e 
~ 1,184,IOO 1,111,305 2,110,300 1,145,SJO 2,082,500 2,108,1815 1,192,110 48,810 

FAJ ,.,,,. ....... 1,184,IOO 1,781,305 2,110,300 1,845,SJO 2,082,500 2,108,1815 1,182,110 48,810 

°"'·a Miit, ~Force 
1'tM 20,351,800 tt,183,113 11,183,380 19,151,010 11,880.213 11,242,014 17,180,29 

FAJ 
20,3151,IOO 11,183,113 tl,183,380 tl,157,010 17,880,213 11,242,014 17,180,29 

1,184,800 10,352,93 1,8315,IOO 1,152,711 18,S,037 l,S315,798 18,408,111 7,113,351 1, r.515,445 

FA.I ............ l.11M,IOO 10,352,"3 1,835,IOO 1,8152,711 11,S8,037 l,S315,71S8 11,408,191 7,913,351 7,755,445 ~ 
01 = ~ 
....::J 
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FY1n2 CONGRESSIONAL ACTION ON DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
llhousmMf• of ... ,.. 

Amount Amount Amount 

Admln. HouH ...... lnected Houee ...... IMCW Auth.> ~> ~ .,.,..,.. ....... Auth. Auth. Auth. !ep!op. ~ !ep!op. ....... ~· Auth. 

Offtoe of ........ °"*"' 
TOA 115,800 120,800 120,100 120,100 121,800 115,800 115,800 •.200 
FAJ 
.-..... opt.611 • 115,800 120,800 120,100 120,100 121,800 115,800 115,800 •.200 

Optr ............ kmt .-.... 
~ 

"°" 137,200 IM8,5e0 883,100 188,200 •.800 182,200 181,200 31,000 31,000 0 
FAJ z .......... 137,200 IM8,5e0 883,100 911,200 185,800 182,200 •.200 31,000 31,000 

C') 

~ 
Optr. I w.frt., Naiwr R...w (/) 

TOA 811,100 718,807 841,500 824,800 125,500 M0,800 m.eoo l,S()O t,«JO 800 
(/) 

"""" 
FAJ 0 z 
~ ......... 111,100 191,887 841,SOO 124,800 125,500 M>,800 125,!IOO l,!900 l,«JO 800 > 

Ops. I MllH., ...._ Carpe R..w ~ 

"°" 19,IOO n.227 11,IOO IO,IOO 115,IOO 11,100 11,100 5,000 5,IOO IOO ~ 
FAJ ~ 

0 ............... 19,IOO n.22~ 11,IOO IO,IOO 115,IOO 11,100 11,100 5,000 5,IOO IOO ::i:i 
Ops. I IMH., ~ ,__ R..w ~ 

I 
"°" 1,019,«JO 1,087,380 1,0IO,IOO 1,on,100 t,081,200 1,on,000 1,018,100 uoo 3,300 (/) 

FAJ 
~ z ............ t,0'19,«JO 1,087,380 1,0IO,IOO 1.on,100 1,081,200 1,on,000 t,018,100 3,300 3,300 > 
>--1 

Ops .• MllH.~ kmf...., a... ~ 

"°' 2,0I0,100 2,087,140 2,121,IOO 2.12•,IOO 2,1115,800 2,125,IOO 2,125,IOO 4',1CX> 45,100 1,000 

FAJ ............ 2.0I0,100 2,087,140 2,121,IOO 2,124,IOO 2,1115,800 2,125,IOO 2,125,IOO 4',100 45,100 1,000 

°'*· & ....... ~....,a... 
1°' 2.217,IOO 2,243,111 2,280,«JO 2,271,300 2.275,700 2,271,300 2.211,300 5,000 

FAJ ....... 2.211,IOO 2,243,111 2,280,G> 2,271,300 2,275,700 2,271,300 2.211,300 S,000 0 

'"" PNdlce, kmf 
<":> 
"""' 

4,000 5,000 •.ooo 5,000 5,000 5,000 1,000 0 
'IQ\ 5,000 Ct' 

(":) 

FAJ ""'I 

5,000 4,000 5,000 4,000 5,000 5,000 5,000 1,000 ....... ............ ...ao 
....... 
~ 
~ 
~ 
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FY1n2 CONGRESSIONAL AC110N ON DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY ~ 
""1 

(!houund• of dollan) N 
... a::. 

Amount Amount Amount N 
Admln. HouM ...... lnected Houee ...... l!nected Aulh.> Appl"Gp.~ ~ '° '° '"""" ........ Auth. Auth. Aulh. Afprvp. Aeprop Afprvp. ...,..... ...,..... Aulh. ~ 

Cowtaf .. .., ~ o.r.. 
TO\ s.• 5,SJO '·· uoo s.• 5,500 s.• 
FAJ ,.,,. ...... s.• s.• s.• 5,500 s.• s.• s.• 

aumn-~ 
TO\ 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 (') 

FAJ 0 

Af4Nupllllui• 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 
z 
C) 

!JM•••• ................ FU'lll. o.r... ~ 
TI:M 1,252,900 1,252,900 1,183,900 1,183,900 2,152,800 1,183,800 1,183,800 (fl 

(fl 

FAJ 
~ 

0 
~ ......... 1,252,DOO 1,252,DOO 1,183,DOO 1,183,800 2,152,800 1,183,IOO 1,183,800 z ........... ,, 

'? -
> 
~ 

TO\ 13,000 13,000 13,000 13,000 15,000 13,000 15,000 2,000 2,000 
~ FAJ (') 

AflJ!A+tllol• 13,000 13,000 13,000 13,000 15,000 13,000 15,000 2,000 2,000 0 
DUI ......... , I Courmr~ M., D 

:;d 
~ 

TO\ 1,151,800 1,133.704 1,151,eoo 1,151,800 t.155 ... 1,117,075 1,1•.800 30,000 30,000 I 
FAJ 

(fl 

t'rl 

At+ ...... 1,151,800 1.133,704 1,151,800 1.151,800 1,155 ... 1,117,075 1.1•,800 30,000 30,000 z 
> 

Waltd UnMnllr Gin.a ~ 

TO\ 3,000 1,000 3,000 3,000 1,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 t'rl 

FAJ ,.,,. ...... 3,000 1,000 3,000 3,000 1,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 

..... ........, ........... Ollllwe 

TO\ 1,000,000 !00,000 !I00,000 !00,000 

FAJ 
~ ...... 1,000,000 800,000 !900,000 !900,000 

10TAL • OP!RAT10H AND MAIHTENAHCe 
TO\ •••• 300 M,217,741 115,048,730 M,340,080 •.M,121 M,720,117 M,983,081 323,021 

FAJ ,... ...... •••• 300 M,217,741 115,048,730 M,340,080 •.•.121 M,720,817 M,983,081 323,021 

~ 
~ 
Q 
~ = 



~ 
01 
0 

FY1H2 CONGRESSIONAL ACTION ON DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
01 
0 

(1housmMl1 of dollars) 
Amount Amount ""'°'" Admln. HouM Senate !Meted Houee ..... l!nected Auth.> ~.> ~ 

"°Ar8fft l!!gu!!t Auth. ~ ~ Approp. ~ Approp. ....... , l!!cpt!t Auth. 

PROCUREMENT 
Mrcnft Procuwnn. Mrrr 

TOA 1,817,700 1,173,700 1,198,200 1,713,800 1,730,787 1,840.200 1,882,800 115,900 25,100 

FAJ 
Af4M•Wloi• 1,887,700 1,173,700 1.eee.200 1,713,800 . 1,730,787 1,840,200 1,882,800 115,900 25,100 

..... PnM:Uwnn. Mrrr C"'J 
TOA 1,035,800 1,!03,208 1,042,3315 1,048,782 1,108,95 1,008,451 1,008,482 10,982 0 
FAJ z 

C') 
~ ....... 1,035,800 1.503.208 1,042,335 1,048,182 1,108,95 1,008,451 1,008,482 10,982 ~ 

~of WITCV, Mffl/ CJ) 
CJ) 

TOA 138,100 1.240,000 1,022,300 1,007,300 1,084,813 1,003,088 1.ttt,088 181,200 271,808 103,718 ~ 

0 
FAJ z 
At4M ....... 131,100 1.240,000 1,022,300 1,007,300 1,084,813 1,003,008 1,111,008 1•.200 211.- 103,791 > re 

Procuwnn "'Amnu1mDn. Mrrt 
~ TOA 1.241,800 uee,400 1,529,200 1,382,400 1,3&4,8 1,325,421 1,318,080 112,800 111,280 ··- C"'J 

FAJ 0 
~ ........ 1,248,B uee.400 1,529,200 1,382,400 1 ...... 1,325,421 1,318,080 112,800 111,280 ··- ~ 

~ 
C»s~lnnt I 

TOA 3,183,B 3,388,200 3,014,&U 3,081,801 3,021,435 3,013,791 3,083,1'88 CJ) 

t'T'l 
FAJ z 
Af4Muplllka• 3,183,IOO 3,388,200 3,014,&U 3,081,801 3,021,4315 3,013,791 3,083,1'88 > 

~ 
Ahr-'l Procuwnn...., t'T'l 

TOA 7,188,400 7,D,530 7,080,B 7,088,B 7,883,833 7,025,920 ...... 820 

FAJ 
Aflfleuplllrl• 7,188,«>0 7,D,530 7,0I0,800 7,088,800 7,883,833 7,025,920 8,948,820 

Wi!IJ:. • Procuwnft. NMr 
TOA 4,581,300 4,718,585 4,134,700 4,720,980 4,729,185 4,111,148 4,582,821 13Ueo 

FAJ 
4,581,300 4,178,!585 4,134,700 4,720,880 4,1'2e,1'85 4,111,148 4,512,821 138,eec> a 

~ 

"""' 0 

1,493,200 8,488,200 7,729,400 1,3815,180 10,.,704 7,725,382 1,153,287 eeo,087 787,487 O"' 
~ 
""l 

FAJ ...... 
AflfleupWkll• 1,483,200 •••• 200 7,129,400 1,3815,7'80 10,!585,704 7,725,382 8,153,287 eeo,087 787,487 "Q:i 

...... 
~ 
~ 
~ 
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FY1H2 CONGRESSIONAL AC110N ON DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
~ 
""i 

fthouuN• of cloll8rsl "-
._Oo 

Amount Amow1C Amow1C "-
Admln. HouH ...,... Enected HouM Senate Enect.d Auth.> Approp.> ~ 

\.0 
\.0 

Progrwft !!!que!I AuCh. Auth. Auth. Aeprap. Aeprap Aeprop. flequ!!t ft!qU!!I Aulh. ~ 

()Cher Procu.nenl. ..., 

TOA 1,471,200 1,112,518 8,313,400 8,492,3!55 1,574,sel 8,308,544 8,432,443 21,1M 

f AJ 

At>fAupWb• 1,471,200 1,112,511 1,313,400 8,492,3!55 •.~14,5el 8,308,5" 1,432,443 21,155 

Proclnrnd. ..... Carpi 

TOA 1,Ql8,400 1,123,1'00 1,138,737 1,124,837 1,043,211 1~.470 1,079,951 85,237 40,5e1 ('j 
0 

FAJ z 
AMA+Wkw• 1,Ql8,400 1,123,1'00 1,138,737 1,124,837 1,043,211 1,255,470 1,079,951 115,237 «>,M1 C') 

Mrcnft ~NI FClftle ~ 
TOA 11,1t5.~ 1,103,058 10,324,131 10,838,931 7,444,121 11,071.~ 10,412,leO 

C.FJ 
C.FJ -FAJ (722,200) 0 

At>fAupWlur• 11.115.~ 1,103,058 10,324,738 10,838,931 7,444,121 10,348,388 10,412,leO z 
> 

...... Procu.nenl. » Foroe ~ 

TOA 5.!Jee,800 5,580,481. ·uc.110 5,204,883 5,243,141 5,421,171 5,235,4'0 30,587 ~ 
f AJ 95.~ ('j 

Atlfll+lllcw• s.•.800 5,580,481 !5,392,110 5,204,883 5,243,141 5,523,171 5,235,4'0 30,581 0 
~ °'*' Procu.nenl. » Foroe tj 

TOA 1,058,100 1,124,804 7,938,282 l,1N,008 1,001,524 7,B,298 1,088,104 135,808 10,004 I 
C.FJ 

f AJ tr.I 

AMA+ .... • l,0!58,100 1,124,804 7,938,282 1,1N,008 1,001,524 7,B,291 1,088,104 135,808 10,004 z 
> 

~IWliwtdl 
..., 
tr.I 

TOA 2,088,800 2,578,3e0 2,127,1'08 2,238,029 2,108,448 2,087,400 2,25),121 141,421 181,228 11,797 

FAJ 

AMA+ .... • 2,088,800 2,579,3e0 2,127,708 2,231,029 2,108,448 2,087,400 2,.25),121 148,421 181,229 11,797 

NlllknlOunlR...w!..,_.. 
TOA 850,000 IS1,1'00 1,081,100 1,292,!D> IS7,300 1,m,n> 1,081,100 1,an,800 118,1'00 

FAJ 

AMA• .... • eeo.ooo 881,1'00 1,081,100 1,292.~ 887,300 1,en.800 1,081,100 1,1n,eoo 118,1'00 

lnlpedDr Genni 

TOA 300 300 800 800 300 300 300 !500 

FAJ 

~ ......... 300 300 800 800 300 300 300 !500 
~ 
~ 
0 
~ ..... 



~ 
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FY1H2 CONGRESSIONAL ACTION ON DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
fltlO' ...... ol ... ,... 

Amount Amoune Amount 

Adrnln. HouM ...... !Meted HouM ..... lnected Auth.> Apprap.> ~ 

"°l'!n! ...,.,... Auth. A&lth. Auth. Appn!p. Aep!op Appn!p. !!!cpl!!• ...,.,... Alllh. 

.,.,.,.. ~M Pwd-. 

TOA 25,000 

FAJ 

At¥+ ..... 25,000 a..,...... a...,... °'*'dan. Dlf 
(j 

0 
TOA 474,800 418,1'00 !IOl,1'00 4n,em 451,800 474,800 374.- z 
FAJ 

C') 

""""• ...... 474,800 418,1'00 908,1'00 4n.e02 451,800 •474,IOO 374.- ~ 
CFl 

,...,,.._,. .. " ' CFl ..... 
TOA 1815,000 2,000,000 0 z 
FAJ > 
"""" ......... 1815,000 2,000,000 ~ 

lOTAL • PROQMIDftNI' ~ 
TG\ 13,NS,800 13,314,511 a .... 154 13,114.- l!S,081 ... ...... -M,131,407 .... 183,807 154,741 (j 

0 
FAJ (828,100) ~ 

"""" ....... 13,MS,800 13,314,511 a,.,.,154 13,114.- l!S,087,131 13,171,211 M,131,407 .... 113,807 754,741 r 
CFl 

REl!ARCH. DEV, TUT & !VAL 
l:'!1 z 

RDrll. """' > 
TG\ 1,307,300 1,451,100 1,522,088 •.•.eoo 1,241,121 1,280,311 1,912,172 311,300 295.372 ~ 

l:'!1 

FAJ 

/lt+l+lllcll• 1,307,300 1,451,100 1,m,oee •.•.eoo 1,241,121 1,280,311 l,!112,172 311,300 ZIS,312 

RDTl!.N9WJ 
~ 7,342,133 l,171,CM1 1,417,108 1,833,175 7,484,110 1.-.1a U157,m 1,291,2'2 1,215,002 

f AJ 

"""" ...... 7,342,m l,171,CM1 1,417,108 1.m.en 7,484,110 7,•,142 l,!117,835 1,291,242 1,215,002 

ROTH. NI fGl'OI a 
TG\ 1s.cm.eoo 15,331,254 14,171.254 14,487,0M 14.'~.141 13,.,171 14,017,134 n 

t";. 

0 
FAJ 0-

('\) 

14,487,0M 14,213,141 13,•.m 14,017,134 AHi• ..... . 15,cm,eoo 15,331,254 14,171,254 ""I ._ 
... Ct:J 
._ 
'C 
'C 
~ 
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FY1tt2 CONORElllONALACTION ON DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
..... 
.. ao 

flhousmd• of dollenl ..... 
AmcRd Amaunt Amount '°° '°° Admln. Houee ..... lnected Houee ...... IMCted Aull.> ~> ~ 

~ 

'""""' 
.,.,.... Auth. AuttL Auth. Afpr!p. Approp Afpr!p. .,.,.... .,.,.... Aulta. 

10,231,500 8,433, .. 10,384,171 10,029,331 1,1711,141 10,271,542 1,171,305 

FAJ 
At;taa;allllcil• 10,231,500 1,433 ... 10,314,171 10,028,331 1,171,141 10,271,542 1,171,305 

Dtulo;At•al T ... & Ewl., Dlflr9I n 
0 

TOA 281,300 2•.300 271,300 221,495 221,300 · 215,784 21',271 z 
FAJ ~ 

Apjaupll6M• 281,300 281,300 271,300 228,485 221,300 215,784 211,271 g; 
(Jl 

Opetlllluiwl T ... & Ewl, Olllr9e (Jl 
~ 

lOA 14,200 14.200 14.200 14,200 14,200 14,200 14.200 0 
FAJ z 

> 
At;taa;allllcil• 14.200 14,200 14.200 14,200 14,200 14,200 14,200 t""I 

TOTAL· RUEMCH, DEV, TUT a EVAL g; 
1'04 •.221.m 40,105,514 40,215,1'08 40,me,em 37,1e5,113 ....... 31,401,123 U!S,010 180,380 n 
FAJ 0 

~ ,.,, ...... •.221.m 40.105,514 40,215, 1'08 40,Gee,IO:J 37,115,113 31,353,ee.t 31,401,123 135,010 180,380 f 
(Jl 

HVClVINO AHO IWIAOEMENT FUNDI t!j 

z 
lmrJ .... Fft > 

10\ 127,300 127,300 ~ 
FAJ ........ 127,300 127,300 

» Feroe ... Fft 

"°" t.•.100 1,111,IOO 

FAJ ....... t.•.100 1,111,IOO 

°""99 llDclc Fund 
TO\ 3,100 

FAJ ,.,, ...... 3,100 

~ 
Q1 

= Q1 
~ 
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FY1H2 CONGRESSIONAL ACTION ON DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
«housmd• of clolanl 

Amount Amount Amount 
Admln. Hou9e Senate EMCted HouM ...... !Meted Aull.> Apprap.> ~ ,,._ f'equnt Auth. Auth. Auth. Aeprap. Aeerop Aeprap. ........ ........ A&A 

o.hr'9e Bullr'9le 0pa81b• F\nlll 

TOA 3,400,200 3,..00,200 3,..00,200 3,400,200 3,.t2.t,200 2.t,000 24,000 

FAJ 

AtJtAaptlllcM• 3,..00,200 3,400,200 3,400,200 3,400,200 3,42.t,200 2.t,000 24,000 

TOTAL.- REV. & MNOMNT. FUNDS (j 

TOA 3,400,200 2,420,100 3,400,200 3,..00,200 2,444,100 3,400,200 3,424,200 24,000 24,000 
0 
2 

FAJ G') 

Awf aptllal• 3,400,200 2,420,100 3,400,200 3,..00,200 2,444,100 3,400,200 3,42•.200 24,000 2.t,000 ;; 
CfJ 
CfJ ...... 

MIUTARY COHSTRUC'110H 0 
....,, Conllndan. Mrrt 2 

> 
TOA 1151.300 1,'31,820 -.~ 128,421 an.• 118,110 aeo.820 n,121 29,520 ~ 

FAJ ;; 
A#f aptllal• 1151.300 1,'31,820 -.~ 1'28,.t21 an,m 118,110 aeo,820 n,121 21,520 (j 

~Conllndan..., 
0 
~ 

TOA 8157,IOO 1,305,079 eee.111 123,00I 848,421 171,211 113 ... 295,208 228,oel ~ 
FAJ I 

8157,IOO 1,305,079 eee,711 123,00I 848,421 171.211 ea ... 295,208 228,oel 
CfJ 

Awf+tllal• t'%'1 

..., Can*ur:IGn, - ,... 
2 
> 

TO\ 1,082,«JO 1,522,930 852,290 1,011,320 1,129,.t20 987,570 1,005,154 ~ 
t'%'1 

FAJ 

AwfaplllGi• 1,082,400 1,522,930 852,290 1,011,320 1,121,GO 111,570 1,oo5,15.t 

-.,~a..-•111• 
109' 571,800 184,111 8158,'40 883,140 745,880 154,330 72.t.7«> 111,540 153,140 •1.eao 

FAJ 
AwfaplllGi• 571,800 714,111 8158,'40 883,140 745,880 154,330 72.t,7..0 111,540 153,140 •1.eoo 

Ml. Con.. Mrrt ....... Oun a 
TO\ S>,400 188,288 122,174 210,745 161,211 233,27.t 231,117 180,345 180,717 20,372 ~ 

~ 

FAJ 0 
c:t' 

A#faplllGi• S>,400 188,288 122,174 210,745 111,281 233,274 231,117 180,345 180,717 20,372 Cl:) 
""1 

"""" ... Oo 

"""" \.0 
\.0 
~ 
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FY1H2 CONGRESSIONAL ACTION ON DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
"'1 ._ 

(thouund• of doll8nl .. eo 
Amounl Amount Amount 

._ 
~ 

Admln. HouM Senate Enected Howe lenale !Meted Auth.> Approp.> -~ ~ w 

"°"""' R!qU!!t Auth. Auth. Auth. App!ap. Approp App!ap. ..,.... ..,..., Auth. 

Ml. Con., All ....... Oun 
TOA 131,800 203,914 1•.100 218,780 1n.eeo 231,!508 211.• 88,880 a5,1'8S 

FAJ 
At>P+ ..... 131,800 203,914 1•.100 218,780 1n.eeo 231,!508 217,• ae.eeo a5,1'8S 

... Con., Mr,, R...w 
(j 

TOA 57,!500 115,910 88,241 108,507 IM,880 114,nl 110,388 48,007 52,eee 3,882 0 
FAJ z 
At>P .......... 57.~ 115,910 88,241 108,507 IM,880 114,m 110,388 49,007 52,eee 3,882 

C°) 

G; 
... Con.,NevlllR...w (J'J 

TC». 20,900 48,378 58,900 !Se,900 20,900 80,400 "8,900 38,000 38,000 3,000 (J'J -FAJ 0 z 
At>P ....... 20,900 48,378 58,900 58,900 20,800 80,400 "9,800 38,000 38,000 3,000 > 

... Con.,~ fGRl9 R...w ~ 

TOA 20,800 32,:WO 20,800 20,800 20,IOO 22,800 t,1'00 G; 
FAJ (j 

0 
Af>P•tllla• 20,800 32,:WO 20,800 20,800 20,800 22,800 t,1'00 :;d 

... R...,.,,_. I a... Aid. Pllt I ~ 
I TOA m,800 858,800 174,800 174,800 858,800 114,800 a,800 41,000 25,000 (J'J 

FAJ tT1 z 
Atlf!A•tllla• m,800 858,800 174,800 174,800 858,800 174,800 •.800 41,000 25,000 > 

a.. R 1 'c 11•• & a.n Aid. Pllt I 
>--i 
tT1 

TOA 100,000 100,000 297,000 297,000 100,000 297,000 100,000 197,«XJ 

FAJ ....... 100,000 100,000 297,000 297,000 100,000 297,000 100,000 197,«XJ 

NA10 lnfr8llndLn 

TOA 378,800 178,800 334,417 245,000 178,800 274,400 245,000 

FAJ (20.000) (20.000) (20,000) (20,000) (20,000) (20,000) (20,000) ....... 358,800 158,IOO 314,417 225,000 1se,800 254,400 225,000 

TOTAL· MIUfARY OOHITRUCTlOH 
TOA 4,5ee,800 1,529,173 5,108,9'3 5,383,210 5,008,le5 5,207,584 5,127,145 829,310 570,745 

FAJ (20,000) (20,000) (20,000) (20,000) (20,000) (20,000) (20,000) 

Af>Pup ..... 4,538,800 1,!108,813 5,088,9'3 5,383,210 4,889,le5 5,187,584 5,107,145 829,310 570,745 
~ 
01 
0 
01 
01 
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FY1•2 CONORElllONAL ADOITIONI TO DOD REQUESTS: MllrTARY CONSTRUCTION 
01 = lthouHnd• of dolleral 

Amount Amount Mour1t 
Adrnlft. HouM ...... Enectld ..... ...... lnKW Auth.> ~.> ~.> ,,..... ........ Aulh. Auth. Auth.. Awoe· Approp. App-op. Requ!!t ........ Auth. 

220 fORT IEL"°" VA 
30 HFORMAllOH IYSTEM fN:JLn'Y 0 0 14,000 14,000 0 14,000 0 14,000 

230 FORTLH VA 
20 nwcE/ACCTOffa 0 5.300 0 9,300 5,300 0 050 5,300 oeo 
30 NCO TRNQ fN11TY 0 e.ooo 0 e.ooo 1,000 0 uoo 1,000 uoo 

295 FORT LEWIS WA 
80 EDUCATION QE\nOPMEHT CEHTEJ 0 7,800 0 7.800 7,800 0 1,800 1,800 7,IOO 

300 VARIOUS LOCATIOHI YV ~ 

10 AOCEU ACW>I • VANOUa LOCATIONI 7;2UJ 7;2UJ 7;2UJ 2,800 1.:lOO 1,200 7,200 4,«JO 0 
305 UNIPECFED WOftL.OWl)E LOCAllONSZU z 

CJ 
20 P\NHNQ Nill DelDt •.eoo 13,«>0 121,730 83,«JO 13,11' n.ooo •.ooo 3,800 g; 

StO WON.DWICE VMkJUI CJ) 
CJ) -TOTALOI~ MXlrnONI• 128,028 117,570 11,750 0 z 
> 
t""' 

~c.· a .. .., g; ......... . ' 
023 IRIDOEPORT UTNW/i#MI. ~ CINT£9' CA 

~ 
0 

to IUED«a OOYl\.EX 0 0 0 0 0 tt,300 U,300 11,300 tt,300 ~ 

CMO CHHA lNCE ~VAL WEAPONI CTR CA ~ 

tO ..nORATED ~VALN/4 DEftNR IYI fNJ 0 tl,800 11,800 11,800 11,800 tl,800 tl,800 tl,800 tl,800 I 
CJ) 

NS CONCORD Ni\VAL WEAPONI 8TAT10H CA t'!"l 

tO ..SU TtlT CE.LL 0 USO t,2SO t.2'0 USO t.2'0 1,250 t.2'0 t,250 z 
> 

cm fMJ.IROOK ~VAL WEAPONI ITATlCHCA ...., 
10 ..a.! PftOOUCT10H f la.lfY 0 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700 1.700 1,700 t'!"l 

0115 MONT!AEY Ni\YAL POITOfWJU\TI ICHCA 
20 MTRUCTION IULDHJ 0 U,000 0 12,000 12,000 0 t2,000 t2,000 U,000 

010 aNf DEOO Ni\VAL ltAIL Y CEHYP CA 
to fN MOTECl10N IYSTEM 0 1,150 t,750 t,750 1.790 1,790 1,7!0 1,790 t.750 

20 GEHERM. WMEHOUI! MJDfT10N 0 0 0 1,800 e.eoo 0 1,100 uoo 1.100 

015 8Nf DEOO ~W P\&JC WOftlCI CTRCA 
10 AUT'OMOTM WtlCU MMfTtHANCE IHOP 0 1.300 1,300 t.300 uoo 1,300 1.300 uoo 1,300 

20 EL!CTM:AL DSTR9UTlOH IY8 UflOfWlE 0 7,!500 7,!500 1,500 7,!500 1,500 1,!500 7,500 7,500 a 
~ 

100 SEAL BEACH Ni\VAL WEAPONI ITATIOCA ~ 

0 
to ~--..WtOADe 0 3,180 3,180 3,180 3,180 3,180 S,180 3,180 ueo O"' 

~ 

1t0 VALUJO WM a.NC>~YAL lt.vcA ""'S 

20 OOWUTIR OP!MTIONI CEN10 0 0 0 1,000 1.000 0 1,000 1,000 1,000 N 
... Oo 

130 ~VALA'MTIONDEPfl N 
<:.o 
<:.o 
~ 
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FY1112 CONOREUIONAL ADOfTIONI TO DOD REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION O" 
~ 

lthou•and• of doll .. ) "'1 

Alltount AMourwt Alnoemt 
..... 

.. ao 
Admln. HouM ...... lneclld HouM ....... lneclld Autft.> ~.> Approp.> ..... 

Pr!pr!!! .. .,... .. Auth. Auth. Aull. Approp. Aeprop. Appr!p. R!qU!•t "!9U!!' Auth. \0 
\0 

"" to HJUSTRW. WASTE lREAllENT FACLITY 0 3,300 3.300 3,300 3,300 3,300 uoo uoo 3.300 
1~ PENSACOI A NAVAL 8'All y CENTER fl 

tO COLO STORAGE WAREHOUSE 0 5,700 5,700 5,700 5,700 S,100 9,700 S,700 5,700 

ta Ma<lfTOSH ccunv QA 

tO LN«> ACQUSIT10N PtNE I 0 2,881 2.881 2,881 2,881 2,881 2,881 2,881 2.181 
185 PEML ~BOR NAVAL ltPtARD .. 

10 ,_ PAOTECTlON lvaTEM 0 800 800 800 800 800 IOO IOO IOO 
ttS PENtt. HMBOR NAVY Pl&JC WON<8 H (") 

10 SEWAGE SYSTEM IMPROYEMENTI 0 t,850 1,850 t,850 t,850 t,850 t,eeo t,850 1,850 0 
20 WASTEWATER TREATMENT PlNfT OP.AHllON 0 10,540 10,540 10,540 10,5«> 10.5«> 10,540 10,5«> 10.5«> z 
30 WASTEWAnft TREATMEHT Pl.MT MOOS 0 1.250 t.250 t.2'0 t.2'0 t.2'() t.2'() 1.2'() 1-2'0 

C') 

210 CRN4E NAVAL WENIOHS IUPPORT CU.. ~ 
20 EL.EC OOUNT£RMEASUREI lvS CTlt 0 10,000 0 10,000 10,000 0 10,000 10,000 10,000 

(/J 
(/J 

30PEITCONTROLFACUTY 0 750 750 750 750 750 750 750 750 
~ 

0 
230 IOAN HEAD NAVAL ORDtWa ITATW> z 

to HUSTRW. WAITEWTR·l'AEATMENT FACN: I 0 uoo 1,800 e.eoo l,IOO uoo uoo uoo uoo > re 
242 OlA.f'PORT .. 

to KA8EE WAMHOUIE 0 0 1,000 7,000 0 1J#J 7,000 1,000 7,mJ ~ 
243 NA8 MERDAH .. (") 

0 
tO fltl STATION DPN.91CN 0 411 0 411 411 0 .Ctl .Ctl 411 :::i::i 

20 fN STATION FACIJTY 0 t.200 0 1,200 1,200 0 t,200 1.200 1,200 ~ 245 FM.1.0N NAVAL Nit ITATlOH tN 
20 MCHEL.Oft EN.mTIOQUMTEM 0 0 9,700 5,700 0 5,100 1.100 1.100 1,700 

(/J 

~ 

295 EAN.E NAVAL WEAPONI ITATlOH HJ z 
30 TRISnE MPUCEMEHT 0 0 31,500 t1,G> 0 31,eoo tt,G> 1t,G> tt,400 > 

~ 
210 CHERRY POlfT' tMVAL A\11\TlOH D9NC ~ 

to ~ AOCHIOAIEI OWERHN.A. lta 0 1,100 1.100 1,100 1.100 1,100 1,100 1,100 1.100 

- NAVAL EDUC & 1N«a CTR. NEWPORT N 
10 Mt CCfOT10t..a IYSTEM 0 7t0 0 710 710 0 710 710 710 

20 FUEL TN«I 0 2,000 0 2,000 2,000 0 2,000 2,000 2,000 

30 JOlfT CHU> CMENCMATION CINTI" 0 500 0 500 500 0 eoo 500 500 

300 OW.UITON tMVAL WEAPONI l1N IC 
10 HQHOPl.OIM~ 0 t,100 t;100 t,100 t,too t,100 1,100 1,100 1,100 

20 TOMAHAWKMSIU MitGAZIEI 0 2,150 2,150 2,150 2,150 2,150 2,150 2,150 2,150 

320 DNiLOMN NAVAL lt#ACI WN'IMS VA 

10 EL!CmoNC 8Ylln9 LMORATORY 0 8,100 1,100 1,100 1,100 8,100 l,100 8,100 1,100 

20 F\.EET REQlMEMEHTI llA'OftT &DO 0 10,180 t0,180 10,180 10,180 10,180 10,180 10,190 10,190 

345 NORFUKNAVALMAILYCENTER VA 

to ADWllTAAtM OFFa 0 f.290 t.250 t,250 1,250 1,2S) USO 1,250 t,250 ~ 
CTI 
Q 
CTI 
'1 



~ 
en 
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FY1H2 CONORESltoNAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION <XJ 

lthou•and• of do11 .. 1 
AlncMn Amowlt Amount 

Adnlln. Howe ..... Enected Howe ....... lnecllel Aulh. .. ~> AwoP> ,, ..... 
--~·· 

Auth. Auth. Auth. Appop, ARw22. Apptop. fte«l'M11 ft~t Ault. 

3SO NORFaJ( NAW P\8JC WORt<8 CTft VA 

to ELECTRtCH. OISTRamoN LNI 0 3,150 3,150 3,150 3,150 3,150 3,150 3,150 3,150 

20 IT£AM OllTM9UTION IY'STEM IMPROWMENTI 0 4,150 4,150 4,150 4,150 4,150 4,150 4,150 4,150 

31'5 YORKTOWN NAVAL WEAPONS STATION VA 

10 TOMAHAWK lilSIU MAGAZINES 0 4,850 4,850 4,850 4,ISO 4,850 4,850 4,850 4,850 

310 BREMER.TON PUGET IOlHl NAVAL IHWA 

,0 tw:TNE 14 a".AN: MOOAN3 f fCIJTY 0 3,300 3,300 uoo 3,300 uoo 3,300 3,300 uoo 
20 to.JSTIML IPT oet.IUX (IC I) 0 23,500 23,500 23,500 23.SOO 23,SOO 23,500 23,500 23,500 {"") 

30 MOORHl P\ATFORM 0 t,200 1,200 t.200 1,200 t.200 t.200 t.200 t,200 0 z 
«> PIER lAIORADE 0 1t,700 t1,7'00 1 t,700 1t,700 1t,700 t1,700 11,700 t1,700 ~ 

3115 llREMERTOH flUl2T eouND NAVAL IUPWA ~ 
to HAZAROOUI N«J ~ ITOMHOUSE 0 12,'50 12,550 12,550 12,MO 12,5CSO u.seo 12,5e0 12.~ CJ) 

«JI OREENBANK WY 
CJ) -tO ALTER OP£RAT10NI CENT£R 0 0 5,400 5,400 0 5,400 5,«JO 9,400 5,400 0 

420 NAW PU8UC WORK.I CENT'Eft OU z 
> 

tOOLIPU~ 0 170 170 110 170 170 170 170 170 t""'4 

G> KEFl.AVI< NAYM.. Nit ITATIOH IC ~ tO fUEl. FACIJTE.I (ICft£MENT VI) 0 uoo 1.300 1.300 1.300 uoo uoo 1,300 uoo {"") 

- ROOSEVELT ROM>I NAYM.. ITAT10H PR 0 
20 Ct«..Q DEVELOPMENT CENTtft 0 2,850 0 2.190 2,150 0 ueo 2,850 2,1150 :::i::i 

0 
_, UNIP£CIFED WON.DWllE LOCATIONSZU I 

20 PlNHNO N«J DEllON n.200 71,700 88,800 ee.800 71,700 81,000 78,000 11,400 CJ) 

•UtDSmantD (7.ooot t'!'j 

z 
> 

TOTAL OIF COHQRUllOfW. ADDrnON1• 279,171 271,011 11.300 ~ 
t'!'j 

.......... . ' 
010 !.El.ION NI M 

30 fWGE OONTRQL ,N11fY 0 0 4,500 4,SOO 0 4,!!00 4,900 4.500 4,500 

m409'~Afl ~ 

10 WMTE WATlft TMATMEHT 'lalfY 0 4,100 4,100 4,100 4,100 4,100 4,100 4,100 4,100 

035 IEM.EMB CA 0 
n 

to AL.EnCMW~~ 800 800 800 0 800 800 800 800 ~ 
0 

Oll5 TRA\WM'I CA O" 
('\) 

90 AL TEft DCJRMTOflE8 0 5.500 0 5,500 5,500 0 9,500 uoo uoo ""1 

., atl.D~C!H1"Eft 0 3,3150 0 3.350 3.leO 0 3,350 3,3150 3,3e0 
._ 

,_O:J 
70 OON9CllD~ lll'PORT CENTIR 0 1,000 0 1,000 1,000 0 1,000 1,000 1,000 ._ 

i:.o 
i:.o 
~ 



a 
~ 
~ 

0 
FY1•2 CONOREISIONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: MIUT ARY CONSTRUCTION O" 

~ 

ffftouHnda of doll .. ) "'; 

N 
MtOunC AmcMlt Amount ,.Oo 

AdrMI. HouM hMtl lnectltl Hou .. hnetl lnecW Auth> Approp.> Approp.> N 
Pr!pr!ll! ........ Aulh. Auth. Auth. App!!p. Approp. Aeprop. .. ..,.., .. .,...., Au1h • \C 

\C 
~ 

IO IOUN> IUPPREUOR lt.ffiORT fN;t.JTY 0 880 880 990 890 880 880 880 l80 
085 US Ml. FORCE N:>DE.MV co 

20 ~no EDUC a TRNQ fN:; (PtNE I) 0 0 0 0 21,000 15,000 21.000 21,000 21,000 

Oii US Ml. FORCE N:.NJE.Wf 
10 lDUCATION & TRAHNO fN:l.JTY 15,000 21,000 15,000 21,000 15,000 ts,000 15,000 1,000 

100 oo.IER Na DE 
30 a«.D CARE fN:l.JTY 0 2,800 0 2,800 2,800 0 2,800 2,100 2.100 

t35 ftC8aMB GA Ci 
30 NlUITIML. WAITERWATP OUTFALL~ 0 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700 0 
«> JOWT ITMI AUTOMATIC TtlT fACLITY 0 2.SOO 2,SOO uoo 2,SOO 2,SOO 2.500 :uoo uoo z 
IO MISUlH aa.u..ATOR & aofTWAftE 8PT f N; l.lOO I.JOO 0 0 1.300 1.200 1.200 800 1.200 ~ 

IO T N:;TJ:AL TIWNNJ IOUADftON ~IC&lfY 2,200 2,200 0 2,300 2.200 2-2'0 2-2'0 100 90 ~ 
CJ) 

It flJQHT IMA.ATOA 0 0 2.200 2.200 0 2.200 2,200 2,200 uoo CJ) -t2 EXT£hO llTUTE&COIAt IYSTUI 0 0 2,850 2.8'0 0 ueo 2,850 2,9!50 2.eeo 0 
1M t.m&IOH IMAAT'OftlSOfTWARE ll'T f N:; 0 0 t,200 t.200 0 0 0 1.200 z 
1SS~WI Kl > 

~ 
«> TOAtWX> ntM"OlO f ACIJTEI 0 0 0 0 0 42.llO 21,1SO 21,tse> 21,150 

tlO IW9<IOM.E,,. LA ~ 
«> ENOia TUT PNJ 0 0 2,000 2.000 0 2.000 2.000 2,000 2.000 Ci 

0 
50 WATERIYITEM~TION 0 0 1,700 1.700 0 t,700 t,700 1.700 1,700 ::r::i 
IO ELECTRICM. IYSTOI UPORADI 0 0 t,200 1,200 0 t.200 t.200 1.200 1,200 tj 

115 N«HWI,,. MD I 
CJ) 

20 DEnHll AC:CEll RCW> 0 1,000 1,000 1,000 1.000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 tT1 

30 MJllACE ROOF· COIM.HCAT10H CENT£R 0 2,700 0 2,700 2,700 0 2,700 2,700 2,700 z 
> 

2lO MCOURE MB NJ ,..., 
20 M. TP OOfMTOftlU 0 5.200 0 S.200 5.200 0 5.200 5.200 5.200 tT1 

30 a«.D CEVE1.CPMEHT C8fTO 0 uoo 0 uoo uoo 0 uoo uoo uoo 
245 Pl.ATTl8UQi Na Ht 

30 ET ~l ITOAAOI 0 880 0 llO 8IO 0 llO eeo eeo 
«> ll.EcnacAL mTft8UT10N IYSTEM 0 1.200 0 1,200 1,200 0 1,200 1,200 1.200 

215 TH<EftNe OK 
10 ~ WAta aFP\.Y, ltoft I allft IYI 0 3,700 3,700 3,700 3,700 3,700 3,700 3,700 3,100 

330 KELLY MB TX 
20 M.TP W£NION ~ 8" CTft. fltWSI I 0 t0,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 

3115 Hl.l AFB UT 
10 OUOT PRCOJC1Df ll.ffiOft1' 'N::l.JTY 0 4,050 4,050 4.050 4.050 4,mD 4,050 4.050 4.050 

20 MN'ONI & MLEAI! IYITtMI IHOP 0 2,700 2,700 2,700 2.700 2.700 2,700 2,700 2.700 

30 MISIU WMTVWa SHOP 0 0 2,«50 2,450 0 2,450 2,..SO 2.450 2,450 

37'5f~N8 WA 
~ 
01 
0 
01 = 



~ 
~ 
0 

FYtlt2 CONOAEISIONAL ADOITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: MILfTARY CONSTRUCTION O') 

fthou••nd• ot cto11 .. 1 0 ....... AMounC ..... 
AidmM. HouM aen. .. IMCIM HouM ..... lftlldM Autlt> ~ Approp.~ 

flNll .. ........ Auth. Au1h. Aulh. Al'Pfc-.. Apprap. ARM'oo. ........ ........ Adi. 

30 CHl.D CAM CEHTtft 0 4.secJ 0 4,550 4,MO 0 4,550 4,550 4,5e0 
437 ,_,,, L.ME..NiEA TH UC 

20 f·t5E KXJ/N. TEft f'\.8..1 MAHT!NNa FM: uoo uoo 2.100 uoo uoo 2.800 uoo 100 1'00 
445 lHSPECFED WOAlDWIDE LOCA T10HSZU 

to ~N«JDEllON 87,700 74,300 t17,7'00 74,300 74.300 12.000 •.800 1.100 2.200 

TOTN. OF CONOMllDW. ADCrTIONI• t11,120 150,220 !11,850 

(j 

0 
.-y CenlWc9an. D P I Ids z ..... ~ C') 

045 TlViCY OUENSI 090T CA ~ 
10 WAnftMU.I 0 2,000 2,000 2,000 • .• JOO 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 CJ) 

CJ) 

047 ffT28MONI NW'f HOIPITN. co -0 
10 LF£ IN'E1Y UPOfW)I 0 3,000 0 3,000 3,000 0 3.000 3,000 3,000 z 

cm EOUf NJX f1ELO I Pl > 
IO EHUSTEO DOfUTClft 0 5.500 0 uoo '·'°° 0 uoo uoo uoo t""" 

084 HOMESTEAD MB Pl ~ 
to HOIATAL Pt4All t 0 30,000 0 10,000 30,000 0 10,000 10,000 10,000 (j 

OIS PORT BENNIG QA 0 
~ 

to '~ DfmNO f/IGJfY 0 0 uoo 3.100 0 uoo uoo uoo 3,100 0 
•PORTSTNMT QA I 

10 EMMOND ELEM ICHOOl (RC. It 0 Ult 1.151 U5t I.set 1.151 1,1151 1,1151 1.151 CJ) 

~ 

- DERNR FU!L .......oRT POINT JM:ICR.. z 
10 ,_ ~CTIOH IYSTIM 0 2.200 2.200 2.200 2,200 2.200 2.200 2,200 2.200 > 

010 DEftHll PUEl.-...oft'f llOM' NH fl 
~ 
~ 

10 f\JIEL TN«Aae 0 11,000 11,000 tl,000 tl,000 11.000 11.000 11.000 11.000 

012 TAIPlP MVf HOll'ITAL .. 
to MlDICM. EJUCATION canu 0 0 uoo uoo 0 uoo uoo '·'°° uoo 

t4D POft'T IRAOO NC 
20 IPEQlt. OPEMTIOHI MnAUON HQ 0 0 1,000 1,000 0 1,000 1,000 1,000 l,000 

1!1D CERNI! OONITRUCTION a.PLY CENOH 

10 OP£RATIONI CENTU 0 •.ooo ee.ooo 81.000 •.ooo •.ooo •.ooo 81,000 81,000 

152 DEnNSE EllCTftCNCI llffl.Y ~OH a 
10 fN NQ IEQRTY ITAT10N 0 2.000 2,000 2.000 2,000 2.000 2,000 2,000 2,000 ~ 

~ 

111 NAVAL EDUC & TIN3 CTR. NEWPORT fltt c 
<:::!"' 

10 N8A.AT'Oft'f CME CUC 0 t.4.000 0 t4,000 14,000 0 t4,000 t4.000 14,000 Cl:) 
"'1 

1• MCAl, l!AUQtl IC ...... 
10 El.DI ICHOOl.AODrnON (RC . ., 0 llO .. .. llO .. - .. - -..Oo 

...... 
(,c 
(,c 
~ 
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~ FY1tt2 CONORESSIONAL ADOfTION9 TO DOD REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
0 
O" 

lthou•and• o1 c1o1t .. I 
~ 

1S "'1 

~ 
Alnoullt AnMMn Amount '-

AdrNft. ..... ..... lnecllld HouM ...,... lnectld Ada> ~ AwoP.• 
... ao 

~ ,, .... " ...... ...... ..... . Adi. Approp. Approp. Approp. "!CIU!!' "!9U!!! Adi. '-
i:.o 
i:.o 

~ ~ 

~ 112 ft£D RPIEft NWf DEPOT TX 

3 10 CENTRAL C.Tlt8U110H CENTER (PHASE I) 0 0 0 0 31,000 31,000 31,000 31,000 31,000 

°'° 202 FORT LEE VA 00 

10 HOSPITAL MOO 0 11,IOO 0 11,100 11,IOO 0 11,IOO 11,IOO 1t,IOO 

215 CANEY lllNC> DU FUEL IPT PNT VA 
10 ~L TANKAOE 0 tl,IOO 18,100 tl,IOO 11,IOO 11,IOO 11,IOO 11,IOO 11,IOO 

2315 DIEOO OMciA DQ 

to fUEl. TANKAOE 0 11,tOO 11,100 11,100 18,tOO 11,100 11,tOO 11,100 11,100 
~ 

2IO UNSP£CF'EO WOALDWm LOCAnbfmu 0 
30 ~ IHJ OEllOH (CMSA) 31,too ~.700 31,100 43,100 43,700 30,100 43,700 uoo uoo z 

210 UNIPECFEO WOAlDWEE LOCAT10NIZU 
() 

10 PlNHNO N#:J DE8IQH (8000M) 1,700 1,700 uoo 3.200 1,888 •.100 •.ooo uoo 2,300 800 ~ 
30 CONTN>lNC'I OONITftUCTIOH 15,000 0 15,000 10,000 0 20,000 11,000 •.ooo 1.000 

CJ) 
CJ) 

«> ENERGY CGaE.RVATIOH MPAOWMEHT PftOOf 30,000 31,000 30,000 31,000 31,000 30,000 31,000 I.ODO 1,000 -0 
li5 \MPECIFEI> MN>R CONITRUCT10N (IOCOM) 0 0 0 0 0 1,000 5,000 5,000 5,000 z 

275 VARIOUS LOCATlOHI lV > 
10 ~ ITORAOE F~I 0 7,000 7,000 1,000 7,tQ) .7,000 1Jm 7,000 7,000 

~ 

~ 
TOTAL OI CONOftUllOtW. AOOrTIONI• m.N> 291,N> 53,IOO ~ 

0 
~ 
0 

... CClft., Mrrt ....... ~ I ........ • • CJ) 
tTl 

001 ~YFELD M. z 
10 AvtAnoN ~ fACUTY 0 7,521 0 1.521 7,521 0 1,521 1,521 7,521 > 

~ 
20 NWC1lrt 0 2,113 0 2,113 2.113 0 2,113 2,113 2,113 tTl 

002 MARANA AZ. 
tO AvtATlOH awNTeWa ,N11f't 0 1.170 0 1,170 1.170 0 1,110 1.17'0 1.170 

CA 
to cor•E> -..r IWHT 1HCP mwa 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,113 1.113 Ut3 

012 VMIOUI CA 
to Nff#Offf~ MOOMM 0 IOO 0 0 IOO 0 IOO eoo '°° 20~~CTI 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,112 2,112 2,112 

014 LONQMONT co 
1oa. 0 3.211 0 3.211 3.211 0 3.211 3.211 Uta 

017 CNll' llND«a Pl 
10 LAWMNOE 0 0 &50 MO 0 MO MO MO MO 

20 AvtATlOH ~ FM:IJTY 0 0 275 275 0 275 275 275 275 

30 WC fW«J! • 0 0 154 854 0 154 154 154 154 ~ 
01 
0 = Ii-' 
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~ 

FY11t2 CONOREUIONAL ADDfTIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
~ 
~ 

llhouHnda of doll .. ! 
AllMMlrll AIMurlt ~ 

Aidn*\. ..... ..... EMCW HouM ..... IMCW Auth.> Appfop> ~ ... ,,... .. ..,... Autlt . Auth. Auth. Aeprop. Aperop. Aeprop. Regueet R!qU!!t Ad\. 

011 WAUCH.U 
10 ARMORY 0 0 t,077 t.an 0 t.on t,on t,on un 

025 OOWEN FELD I) 

30 NttlOlff 0 0 5,895 5,"5 0 5.885 5.185 UIS 5,885 

cm t«lRTH twEfltlllE L 
10 OMI ~TlONI 0 0 382 312 0 382 m 312 m 

033 C>M' DODGE ~ 

10 ~llMW>~O 0 0 0 0 5,450 0 5,450 5.eo 5,450 (j 

20 l'tfYSICAl ~CMAT10H 'ACIJTY 0 0 0 0 MO 0 880 MO 880 0 
JO ~as R<W> rtWSE I) 0 0 0 5,450 0 0 0 5,450 z 

~ 
05I CHE!. TENiAM "° ~ 10 NU/IOI{'( 0 uoo 0 l,300 l,300 0 l,300 3,300 3,300 CJ) 

070 CHIP AIP\.Ff ... CJ) -10 m<XlP MEC*:Al TN«3 ,N:. 0 t,100 0 t,100 t,100 0 1,100 t,100 t,100 0 
01S UONTEW>EO MN z 

to .MlitCJftY c1 oo "4 0 t.a•t 0 Ult Ult 0 1.-1 t.•t 1.•1 > 
t""C 

C*> ftOIEMONT ... 
~ 10 MlilORY (400,.. 0 5,120 0 S,120 9,120 0 5,120 9,120 9,t20 

cm CNIPUCC* .. (j 

0 
10 OC»M1U lO ~MOON> rN Mm 0 0 0 Ml 0 0 141 Ml !Ml ~ 

C. llMKS .. ti 
to NWOlf'f 0 0 200 200 0 200 200 200 200 I 

CJ) 

Ol7 RNATCelA .. t"l"l 

10 OftONCZA~~IHOI' 0 0 0 m 0 0 m m m z 
> ., T\ftlO .. ~ 

to OMI 0 0 192 192 0 112 192 182 192 t"l"l 

083WUT~ .. 
10 CftQANlAT1CHttl WMTl.NAHCI IHOI' 0 0 0 1,270 0 0 1,210 1,270 1,270 

-~IHEL.aY .. 
10 AIW. liMHTDWCI ,K:UfY 0 0 800 800 0 800 IOO 800 800 

20 PAW~ 9'CW>I 0 0 1,200 1,200 0 1.200 1,200 1,200 1,200 

Ol7 VMIOUI LOCATIONI .. 
tO MCa.I OOHCUCT fN TIN> lfTEI 0 0 0 308 0 0 - 308 '°' llT 0 

0 0 3,«lO 3,400 0 3,400 3,«lO 3,400 3,400 
n 
~ 

0 
t20 KEARNEY NE O"" 

0 880 ., 0 880 8IO - - ~ 

to OMS 0 ""'S 

20 NllJIOI('( 0 0 2.215 2.215 0 2.215 2.215 . 2,215 2.215 '-.. ao 
125 CNIP AIKNO NE 

'-<:.c 
<:.c 
~ 
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~ 

FY1H2 CONGRESSIONAL Al)DITIONI TO DOD REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
0 
O" 
~ 

lthouHnde of doll .. I "'1 

~ AMoln MMutl N 

AdrMt. HouM hnatl lnectM .... ...... IMCtld Aulh> ~ Approp.> 
"Oo 
N ,,._ .-...... Autt.. Autt.. Auth. Approp. -.,... Approp. """"' .. .,.,... Aull. ~ 

~ 
to IMRACKI 0 0 '·"' Ut3 0 Ut3 ... ,, ... ,, 1.113 

t30 U«XJlH NE 
tO USPFO WMEHOUll 0 0 2.2• 2.2• 0 2.2• 2.2• 2.2• 2.211 

1<40 LM CMJCEI 111.NCPAL AltPOft'T NM 

tO MM1 AVIATION fUOKf FACUTY 0 0 0 0 1,014 0 t,014 t,014 1,014 

145 IANTAF£ NM 
to .a.rT MY iDUCATIOH f la.JTY 0 0 3,714 3.714 0 3.714 3,714 3,714 3,714 

20 MN.NTION llNCEJt 0 0 340 S40 0 MJ S40 S40 340 Ci 
tSO WASHOE COUNTY tN 0 

to c::. 0 0 1,050 um 0 um um 1,050 um z 
tN 

C') 

0 0 . 710 no 0 no TIO TIO TIO ~ 
VJ 

t IO S'tR1tCUle N1 VJ 

to NOlfOl1(t 0 1,440 0 1,440 1,440 0 1,440 1,440 a,440 
lo-4 

0 
110 CCNCOAD NC z 
toa. 0 117 0 ., 111 0 •1 ., •1 > 

t""4 
1IO MLEJQH NC 

to moHHI YI F1ICM. CfACI 0 1.124 0 t,124 t,124 0 t,124 t,124 1.124 ~ 
tlO OfWC>fQNCI N> Ci 

0 
to NWOtrt 0 0 1.200 1,200 0 1.200 1.200 1.200 1.200 ~ 
20a. 0 0 3.800 uoo 0 uoo 3,100 uoo uoo tj 

tl5 r.tCCONm..IVUI OH I 
10 NWOIC't 0 0 0 0 4.- 0 .... 4.- .... VJ 

tTl 

200 TClEDO OH z 
10 N'l!llOlff 0 3,113 0 3,tl3 3,113 0 3,113 3,113 3,113 > 

~ 
20S IE.hi> CR tTl 

to NWBJ FOM:EI M1E1W1 CIHTIR 0 0 0 2.111 0 0 0 2.m 
20fS CNIPM.EA OR 

10 BATTALION Hf.M>QlMTEM IUl.DNJ 0 - 0 ·- - 0 - .., -20 IEtoft NCQICPPICUI QlMTIM 0 "' 0 ., 117 0 ., ., . ., 
210 POREaT GMM OR 

to NfMOlff 0 2.!191 0 Ult U•t 0 2,91 Ult Ult 

212 IE.hi> CR 
tO~CINT!Jt 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,111 Utt 2,111 

215~ ~ 

10 NWtJltt 0 0 0 1,780 1.7SO 0 1.750 1.790 t,7'0 

220 POftT INDWfT'CMN GI#' PA 

10 MMfTUWG IHOP 0 2,7IO 0 . 2,780 2,780 0 2,780 2,780 2,780 

225 FORT WFUN. ,.._ PA ~ 
~ = = ~ 



~ 
C11 

FYtlt2 CONOAElllONAL ADDmONI TO DOD REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION ~ fthouHnda of doll ... 
~ AMourtl -..... 

AdrnM. Moue. ..... lnKtM ...... ....... IMdld Aul\> ~ Approp.> ,,.,,.. .-..,... Ault. Auth. Auth. Aper!p. Approp. Atp!p. .-...... "!!Uff! Aull. 

'O OMS 0 370 0 370 370 0 310 370 370 
230 CNll' FQQMTY N 

,0 NttlOlt'f 0 5,151 0 5,15' 9,15t o . 1,151 5,151 5,151 
235 CNll' VMtUil " to UWER N«l WATER IYITHI 0 571 o. 571 971 0 171 171 171 
2«1~· IC 

to Ntt1t01tt 0 0 1,!500 1,!500 0 1,500 t,500 uoo t,500 
2.S LEHIURG IC 

('.) 
10 WMT!NN«::I IHOP 0 0 - 2,200 2,200 . 0 2,200 2,200 2.200 . 2.200 0 
20 IEWI:" IYSTEM 0 0 uoo 1.200 0 t,200 1,200 t.200 1,200 :2! 

290 OC7.1NOTQN TN ~ 
10 MJ/IOff't 0 1,800 0 t,800 t,IOO 0 1,237 1.100 t.237 ~ 
-~ TN CJ) 

CJ) 

to NUllOlt't Q t,094 t,094 t,094 t,094 , ... , ... t,094 t,094 ~ 

0 
210 ,A'ft Tlll\9.L! TN 2! 

10 MJIOlrf 0 0 892 182 0 182 - ea 112 > 
280 LMGSTIJN TN t-t 

10 MJIOlrf 0 0 t,111 1,11t 0 '·'" 1,111 t,111 t,111 ;; 
215 lHONCITY TN ('.) 

to NOllOR'f 0 ue• 0 1,8151 , .. 0 , .. 1.- ..... 0 
~ 

2IO CNll' MAM\' TX ? 10 cor•«~MNN1DW«21HOP 0 0 0 0 9,m 5,112 1.-Z U12 1,192 
20 IUPPORT r.wNTlNNa 90 0 0 5,112 5.112 0 0 0 s.m CJ) 

tfj 

• CNll'IWFT TX 2! 
10 NfJ«Jlft 0 0 0 0 ,...., 1,143 ua 1,143 1,&43 > ...., 
20 TMl'eG .. ,AC&JTIE. 0 0 0 0 1,131 0 1,131 S,131 S,131 tfj 

30 MtllOlf'( 0 0 t,843 1,843 0 0 0 1,143 

300 KHlSVlil TX 
to Nf#IOlft 0 - 0 - - 0 - - -- L.OHQ\1EW 

TX 
10 NfJliOlrt ~ 0 - 0 - - 0 - - -310 HEW 80ITON TX 
10 NOIJOlf'( 0 , ... 0 , .... 1,114 0 UM , ..... , .... 

'3GIEM40 TX 0 
10 NOIJOlf'( 0 102 0 102 102 0 I02 102 1'02 ("') 

~ 

m VIC1'0fM nc c 
O"' 

10 ADOIAI. TtR NWt:ltf 0 0 0 0 - . o - - - ~ 
"1 

33DW!A~ TX 1-o..l 

10 N'IJIOlf'f 0 - 0 - - 0 .. .. - ,.Oo 

1-o..l 
~ 
~ 
C,l,j 
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FYtll2 CONGRESSIONAL ADOITIONI TO DOD REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION O" 
~ 

lthoueanda of doll .. I ""1 

AlltoUlll AMourll Alftounl 
N 

"Oo 
Adnlln. ..... ...... lnectld ..... ....... IMCW Aultt.> ~> Approp.> N ,,.,.,.. ........ Ault. Aulh. Auth. AeP!I!: AeP!I!: Approp. ........ !!!qu!et Adi. \.o 

\.o 
~ 

335 UTAH COUNTY UT 
to ARMORY 0 0 2.880 2,880 0 2,880 2.180 2,880 2,880 

20 OMS 0 0 - .. 0 .. .. .. -MS KJNTWQTON WV 
to OUARO'RESERVE CENTER 0 0 1,800 2.113 0 uoo 2.113 2.113 2,813 

- RJRT MCCO'( 
WI 

tO M081 IZATioN I~ EQUFMENT llTt . 0 ..... , 0 l,tMt l,IMt 0 ..... , l.tMt ..... , 
20 MOTOR VEt«:l.I IT'ORAOE IULqiNo 0 483 0 483 493 0 ., ., 493 n 

380 IUUEX WI 0 
10 NWOflf't 0 t,574 0 1,574 t,574 0 0 1.574 z 
20 OMS 0 1,038 0 1,038 1,038 0 0 t,008 ~ 

40 MOTOft WHa.! ITORAOE llJl..DING 0 317 0 317 317 0 0 317 ~ 
U'l 

385 l.KV£CFE> WOALDWllE l.OCATIONSZU U'l 

2,300 1,800 2,300 7,800 12,300 1,300 10,000 4,700 
1-ooC 

tO PLNHNCJ N«J DEllOH 1,040 tUOO 0 
20 UNIP£aF'ED ~ OCNITRUCTION 9,100 5,100 S,100 5,100 5,100 1fl«J 1fl«J 2,400 2.400 z 

... Coft.,NI ........ Oun > 
~ ........ a 

I 

~ cm~YFELD M. 
10 JET FUEL ITORAOE caA.EX 0 3,500 0 3.500 uoo 0 uoo uoo 3,500 n 

0 
004 EEL.ION,,. M ~ 

to IQUADAON OPIM110NI 0 0 4,IOO 4,IOO 0 4,IOO 4,800 4,IOO 4,IOO e; 
cm ICU.JI Nf08 M I 

0 0 400 «JO 0 400 400 400 
U'l 

40 fN ITATION 400 t'"r'l 

001 1UC80H M'!RNAnotW. MllflORT AZ z 
> 

tO NEW~ tae> TACTlCAL '1QtfTU QROU 0 5,800 1Jl«J 1Jl«J l,IOO 1,100 1i«J 1i«J 1,IOO ~ 
OOI LmYNI AZ t'"r'l 

to UIOMD! f#UMAY UOHTI 0 0 1,200 1,200 0 1,200 1.200 1,200 1,200 

010 IUaCl.EY Nf08 00 
30 ALT'Eft MlfaV#T liWN1"UWG twmft 0 1.000 0 1,000 1,000 0 1,000 1.000 1,000 

40 CCNITMICT WHCLl liWNl"UWG OOllft.D 0 2.200 0 2,200 2.200 0 2,200 2,200 2,200 

015 lfWUY fllElD CT 
20 \PQftADl ,ACLmU 0 ueo 0 ueo ueo 0 ueo ueo ueo 

cm ~AIRPOft'T Pl 
.to WMCU MAlfTUW«2 0 100 0 100 100 100 100 100 100 

OZ1 GOWEN fE.D ID 
10 flOtt'lft a.ea<,,,, 0 0 IOO IOO 0 IOO IOO IOO IOO 

20 MAINTUWCE eot.IUX 0 0 0 2,100 0 0 0 2,too 

030 ~TU PEaMNM'OICr L 
30 CCMPOllT! OP!RATIONM. TMNt«J PN1ITY 0 0 4,IOO 4,IOO 4,IOO 0 4,100 4,800 4.800 ~ 

~ 
Q = ~ 



~ 
C11 
Q 

FY1112 CONOR!lllONAL ADOIT10NI TO DOD REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
C') 
C') 

llhouHncfs of dol1 .. I 
AIMur'll Amount AMoln 

Mn*I. Houle ..... IMCtld ..... ..... IMCIM Auth> 
...,,..., Approp.> ,. ..... 9'equnt Auth. Aut.. Auth. Approp. Approp. Approp. AeQunt .. ...... Aut.. 

032 1'£RAE HAIJJI .. 
10 ....noHI MAHI' IT'ORAO! COMPlE.X 0 2,200 0 0 2,200 2,200 2.200 2.200 2,200 

031 tU..MAN R£~ AMPORT .. 
tO MlNTlONS MAHTENANCE & ITORAOE FACt.m 0 0 2,200 2,200 0 0 0 2,200 

040 MCCOtNLl,,. l<I 
to N'10 TO CORR08Df COHT1'0l FACIJTY 5eo l5eG 7SO 1'0 MO 750 150 200 200 

042 ITAHOFORO KY 
tO RELOCATION. PtNI I 0 0 5,000 5,000 0 1,000 5,000 S,000 5,000 ("") 

08ZMRNEI~ ~ 0 
10 ENGN CHECK fACIJTY 0 · o 1,.r.50 1,250 0 1.2'0 t.,250 t,Jt!O t.Jt!O z 
20 M'tCNFT llAMIER 0 0 2.oeo 2.050 0 2,050 2.oeo J,oeo 2,050 

C') 

Olll5 WK f(EUOQQ ~OIOWL Affl'ORT .. _g; 
«> I~ MAHTENANCE a.Gt 0 0 2.250 2.250 0 USO 2~ USO USO 

CJ) 
CJ) 

""""' an R£NO AR10RT ~ 0 
tO POWlft a:ECK '"° 0 0 700 700 0 100 700 700 700 z 

Ol2 fl£All WT hit > 
~ 

tO KW. IOUAMON Of'IMTIONI 0 0 1.-eo t,e> 0 t,e> t,eo t,eo ,.., 
g; Ol1 HECTOft FELD HD 

to ft£P\ACE FUEL TANCI 0 0 uoo uoo 0 1,500 1JIOO t,500 uoo ("") 

0 
tOl 1\l.IA~ OK ~ 

to f\JELCB.I. ~ FllCLITY 0 0 2,7SO 2,790 0 2.190 2.790 2.190 2,1'0 0 
20A~CMIHOP 0 0 t.oeo 1.oeo 0 um t.oeo t.em t.oeo I 

t 10 WU M)QEM WOM.D NJlll'OlfT OK 
CJ) 
tT1 

20 ~ NJCfT10N 0 4,3e0 0 4,3e0 4,3e0 0 ... .... 4,3e0 z 
120 GREATER PITTlaMOH Wt 'A 

> 
~ 

30 AL TlR EJGNE a.Gt «IO 4SO 4SO eeo eeo 450 .., 210 210 tT1 

«> AOOtAL TEft IQl.wRlN OP!MT10NI FACUTE 0 0 0 um um 0 ueo USO ueo 
131 MEMPHI Noa 1N 

10 flOW!R CHECK 'NJ 0 0 800 800 0 800 800 800 800 

20 ~ PORT~fK11fY 0 0 t,850 1,850 0 t,8!50 '·"° um 1,1150 · 

30 FN ITATIOH 0 0 1,300 1,300 0 t.300 1.300 1.300 t.300 
137 CNll'~ 1X 

10 Hf>DQUM'TIM aa.m«a 0 SOC> 0 no 500 0 no no no 
t«> MJN.H1TCIH.,,. vr a 

20 CNl.~IHOP 0 0 t,850 t,850 0 um t,850 um U'O r.> 
~ c 

tee I WVftEGOW.N'f ~ 0-0 

20 VEtCU MMCTDWa COMPlEX 0 0 1,700 t.700 0 1,700 t,700 t,700 1,700 
~ 
"'1 

30 lllWJ. Miia Mm 0 0 750 750 0 750 1'0 7SO 1'0 ._, 
«> FN ITATION 0 0 t,100 1,100 0 1,100 t,100 1.100 t,too 

,,,Oo 
._, 
\0 
\0 
~ 



0 
(":> 
~ 
0 
O" 
~ 

FY1112 CONGRESSIONAL ADDmONI TO DOD REQUESTS: MllfTARY CONSTRUCTION 
"'1 
N 

Mou11nc11 of c1o11 .. 1 ... Oo 

MMM..e ~ AMcMd N 

AdlNn. Howe ..... lnected Howe ...... lnKIM Auth> A,prop> AAnP> '-0 
'-0 

Prop!! ....... Auth. Auf\. Ault. App!op. Approp. Approp. .......... .. ..... Auth • ~ 

t58 YMGNt AIRPORT WV 
10 SECURITY POLa OP£AATIONS 0 0 ISO "° 0 ISO ll50 e> eeo 

157 TR\WC FELD WI 
10 POW£flt CHECK PNl WfTH SOUND ll.AIREsaOf 0 1.000 0 1.000 um 0 1.000 1,000 t,000 

20 AVtONICS & El.ECTRONC CXUITERMEAlt.N P 0 t.soo 0 1,500 1,500 0 1,!500 1,SOO 1,500 

30 ~.NR.ITWGIY'ITnf 0 t.200 0 1.200 1,200 0 1.200 1.200 1.200 

t 115 CHEYEht4E MAP wt (j 

20 AVtONICS MAlf'TtNNa IHOP I 0 0 2.200 2.200 0 2,200 2,200 2.200 2,200 0 z 
30 COftRO$ION CCINTROl fN:;&JTY 0 0 2,000 3,500 0 3,500 3,500 3,500 3,500 C') 
«> POl f /ria.ITY 0 0 2,500 700 0 700 700 700 700 ~ 

180 lHSl'£CFIED WOM.DWIDE LOCAhoNazu rJJ 

tO ~N«JOEAJH ._ 15,200 17.400 15.200 17,400 17,400 20.200 20.200 •. 2,209 -..- ·. 1000 2,IOO rJJ ... ~ 

20 ~CIFlEO ~ OONITRUCTlOH 3,800 uoo 3,IOO uoo uoo S,000 8,000 . 1.200 1.200 0 
«> ftE~AUON~ 0 0 0 0 0 308 30I 308 - z 

> ... c.n.,,,,,,, ....... t'-1 ...,_ ... • I ~ 
008 TM/TON IM (j 

tO UIAR CENT£flt 0 0 3,529 3.529 0 3.521 3.529 3.521 3,529 0 
OZ2 P£RRYS8URO OH ~ 

10 RESERVE aETt1' ADCIT10NS 0 2,741 0 2,741 0 0 0 2.7• 
~ 
I 

023 Ta..£00 OH rJJ 

10 CTMiWNTaWa f /ria.ITY rtiMI I) 0 0 0 0 2,741 0 2,7• 2.741 2.1• t!j 

z 
cm DMTOMf PA > 

10 JONT MMY/llC AW.noN FN:AJTY • 0 30J24 0 30J24 30J24 0 30,224 30,224 30.224 ~ 
t!j 

oa JAaC80N TN 
to JONT~PN:JUTY 0 1,537 0 1,537 1,537 0 1,137 1,537 . 1,537 

045 CONROE TX 
10 NXJWM.T TO ~VN ll'T 'IC/OltO MNT It- UM 1,855 1t,3e8 tt,B 1,955 tt,S 11.S t,504 1,504 

OS3 K.Nn«JTON WV 
10 GUMOM~ CTR CJ0NT WINl#'I NQ) 0 0 0 1.117 0 0 Ut7 1.117 1.117 

055 ITUfTEVll'T WI 
20 ~SVNE c:antft ftCW>I, HOUJHl fllOtC> 0 750 0 7'0 no 0 790 790 7'° 

Ol5 UNIP£CFEO WOM.DWIDE LOCATIONIZU 
10 P\N...a NC) OUIQN 9,400 . 1 f1lKJ 1,400 7,900 1,800 1,500 1,500 2,100 3.tOO t,000 

20 uePECFlE.D ~ CONITRUCTlOH 500 500 !500 500 !500 2,500 2,000 1,500 t,900 

«> ~···aMJ.ONNa 0 0 0 0 0 1,382 1.m 1.m 1,382 

015 l.HllS119UT£0 1,000 
~ 
Q1 

= = '1 



QA 

10 NEW CONITMJCTIOH (31) 

025 VANOUS QJHJ HI 
20 NEW CONITRUCTION (220) 

0 0 

0 25.000 

4,se<> 4,5e0 4,SSO 4,5!50 

0 25,000 25,000 0 

a 
(') 
~ 

0 
4,550 -4,550 4,se<> O"" 

('I:) 
""'S 

25,000 25,000 25,000 N 

"'Oo 
N 
\,c 
\,c 
~ 
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FYtlt2 CONORUSIONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION N 
__ Oo 

lthouHnda of dol .. I N 
AMourle AMcMn Amount \.0 

AicllM\. HouM ....... lnect.d Houee ....... IMCW Auth> Approp> Approp.• 
\.0 
CJ..j ,, __ ....... Ault. Auth. Aulh. Approp. Approo. -..... ... .. ...... .. ...... Auth. 

cm FOftTLH VA 
tO GE~ omcE,. QUMTEft (t UNn 0 270 0 270 270 0 270 270 270 

TOTAL. 01 COHOMSIOW. ADDmON1• 21,820 28.no 0 

(j 

,,.,., ...... Col• I 1. Nftr & Miii 0 
C.• ... .,,.. ......... z 

~ 
032 HAI Ol.ENVEW L ~ tO NEW OONITMJCnOH (200) 0 0 11,000 11,000 0 11.000 11,000 11,000 . . 1•.000 r:J'J 
OS7 NAVM. SU.. WEA. CTft. ONf..OftEN VA - """ ... r:J'J 

1 .... ,.tJINM°J«> -tO FMA.YHOU8HJ(t90t 0 tl.2«> 0 1U«> 1U«> 0 13.2«> 0 
oeo NAVM.aTATIONOUANT~MY oe z 

> 
~ 

TOTAL. OI COHOAEllDW. ADDmON1• 21.240 28,240 0 
~ 
(j 

0 
~ 

Con•t ~•rn If,..._..,. ti 
cm MOCONe.L Af9 ICI I 

r:J'J 
to TORtWX> DNiMOI NPUCOtENT 0 0 0 0 0 12,300 10.000 10,000 10,000 t'r1 

045 UNIPECIFED WCN.DWIDI LOCATIONIZU z 
> 

20~ 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,!100 500 900 ~ 
,.,,., ...... ()pa ..... DIM.,, t'r1 

005 Ufmlfc.EDWCN.DWIDI LOCA~ 
30 r.wNTEJWa OF MAL fHQidtl 't 371,112 371,712 371,112 371,112 "3,112 m,112 380,St2 1,800 1.800 

10TM. OI CONOMllDW.MD11CN19 0 12,300 12,300 

lOTM. • fNl/LY HOU9«I 
~ 3,110,IOO ust.m U3t.57'S ueuee 3,18'40 3,41'1,233 3,M,743 .... 31,143 

""' ...... U05,IOO 3,M.3315 U2U7'S 3,154.511 3,183,443 3,471,233 3,144,743 ..... 31,143 

TOTM. OI ~MDnONI 10 PNl&.Y HOtJIHQ• Sl,OIO 1UIO 12.300 

~ 
C1l 
Q 

= = 
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FY1n2 CONGRESSIONAL ACTION ON DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
Q 

(thoua9"ds of dollarsl 
Amount Amount . Amcu'll 

Adrnln. Houee s.n.t• Enect.cl HouM ..... !MCW Auth.> ~-· APPfop> 

'""""' ~· 
Auth. Ault\. Auth. Aeervp. Aeervp Aeeup. "!CIU!!' ft!qLMI Auth. 

FAUil Y HOUSINO 
,..,., Houlir1I Can*udlan. M"1 

TOA 137,400 182,870 141,950 181,220 187,220 141,GeO 181,220 29,820 29.820 

f AJ 

~·~· 
137,400 182,870 141,GeO 187,220 181.220 141,GeO 187,220 29,820 29,820 

f_., Houllng OpalllkM• I o.111. ~ n 
TOA 1,388,900. 1,387,025 1,387,025 1,387,025 1,411,900 1,388,800 1,388,800 125 0 

z 
FAJ ~ 
At>P ...... 1,388,800 1,387,025 1,387,025 1,387,025 1,411,800 1,"'8 ,800 1,388,800 125 ~ 

F_., Hou11r10 Can*udlan. Nl!wr & MM CJ'J 
CJ'J 

TOA 188,200 182,440 185,200 188,440 112,440 188,200 188,440 29.240 ~.240 -0 
FAJ z 
~ ........ 188,200 182,440 185,200 181,440 182,440 188,200 181,440 29,.240 29,240 > 

~ F.., .--. ep. .... a o.111. .._,a 
~ TOA 710,700 8815,700 710,700 710,700 m.100 894,700 103,700 n 

f AJ 0 
~ ......... 710,700 9815,100 710,100 710,700 725,100 894,100 103,700 ~ 

Cj F.., ..... Cea .. daft.» Fcne I 
TOA 1T.Z,100 1•.800 1n.100 181,583 181,583 183,183 1T.Z,08l 10,B CJ'J 

tT1 

FAJ z 
Ai¥ ...... 1T.Z,100 1•.800 1n.100 181,583 111,583 183,183 1n.oa 10,SX> > 

~ 

F.., Hou1ir11 Opa*"• I o.111. M 
tT1 

TOA -.400 -.400 -.400 -.400 124,400 127,400 803,200 

FAJ 

-.«JO -.400 -.400 908,400 124,400 127,G> 803,200 

200 200 200 200 200 200 200 

~ ......... 200 200 200 200 200 200 200 a 
("';) 

F_., ._,.. Opa*"• I Dllll. D*1I 
~ 

0 

28,000 28,000 28,000 28,000 28,000 29,000 28,000 c::t" 
TOA ~ 

'"'I 

FAJ "-
~ ....... 28,000 29,000 29,000 29,000 29,000 29,000 29,000 ... Cti 

"-
~ 
~ 
CiJ 
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FY1H2 CONGRESSIONAL ACTION ON DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY N 

flhouswl• of dolllnl ~~ 

Amount Amount AmounC 
N 
~ 

Adrtm. Ho&l9e ...... l!nected Houle ..... !Meted Auth.> Awf'op.JJ> ~ 
~ 
C,A,j ,,,...,. l!!que!• Auth. Auth. Auth. ~ Aeptap Aeen!p. ..,,... l!!que!• Auth. 

I lomeoMw9 AtlltA F\ftt. Oii. 

TOA 19,000 19,000 19,000 19,000 19,000 19,000 19,000 

FAJ (5,000) (5,000) (5,000) (5,000) (~.JOO) (5,000) (5,000) 

AtJPupll6a• 14,000 14,000 M,000 M,000 14,000 M,000 14,000 

TOTAL· FAMILY HOUSINO Ci 
TOA 3,810,800 3,851,335 3,8:J1,575 3.eee.see 3,eel,443 3,479,233 3,849,743 ··- 38,143 0 
FAJ (5,000) (5,000) (5,000) (5,000) (5,000) (5,000) (5,000) z 

~ 
AtJPupll6a• 3,805,800 3!848,335 3,829,575 3,854,5ee 3,883,443 3,471.233 3,844,743 ··- 38,143 f;; 

(/} 
(/} 

OEFtNSEWIOE CONTIHGf NCl!I -0 
z 

('335,800) NA NA NA . (335,800) (lJS,800) (335,800) NA NA > r-

f;; 
DEDUCTlONI Fa. OFfUTI1NCJ 9'CPTI 

Ci 
0 

~R---.krrrt ~ 
tj 

TOA I 
FAJ (224,000, (224,000) (224,000) (224,000) (/} 

trl 
At¥ ...... (224,000) NA (224,000) (224,000) (224,000) NA NA z 

on.e,......_..., > 
~ 

TOA trl 

FAJ (204,800) (204.eoot (204,eoCJt (204,800) ....... (204,800) NA NA (204,800) (204,800) (204,800) NA 

on.e,. ........ ,.,.. 
TOA 
FAJ (2SM,400) (294,«JOt (294,«JCJ) (2SM,«JCJ) ........ (214,400) NA NA (294,«JCJ) (294,«JCJ) (294,GJ) NA NA 

on.e,. ........ Ollllr9I 

TOA 
FAJ (4,!IOO) (4,DJI (4.eoot (4,eoo) ,..,. ...... (4,900) . NA NA (4,!500) (4,!DJ) (4,'500) NA 

t...:l 
01 
0 
--l 
~ 
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FY1H2 CONGRESSIONAL ACTION ON DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
lthousmd• ol dollanl 

AmounC AmounC Amount 
Admln. Houee ....... ~ Houee ..... IMcW Aull.> ~ ~ 

l'!!pr!n! ...... Auth. Auth. Auth. Approp. Aeerap Approp. ....... ....... Aul\. 

lOrAL • DEDUC'T10HS FOR OFFHniNCJ RCPTI 

"°" FAJ (727,!500) {n1,500) (727,500) (727,500) 

Aflp ...... (727,!500) HA HA HA (727,500) (727,5oo) (727,900) NA HA 

TRUSTFUNOS 
{j 
0 

TNlt Fundl, Mrrt 2 

"°" ~ 

FAJ 100 100 100 700 g; 
rJ'l 

~ ........ 700 HA NA HA 700 700 700 NA NA rJ'l 
1-4 

TNltfundl,Nllwr 0 

"°" 
2 
> 

FAJ 29,«JO 29,«JO 29,«JO 21,400 t""4 

Aflp ....... 21,400 HA NA HA 29,«JO 29,400 21,«JO HA g; 
TNlt Fundl. ~ Foroe {j 

0 
"°" ~ 
FAJ 200 200 200 200 ~ 

Aflp ...... 200 NA NA NA 200 200 200 NA NA I 
rJ'l 

lurdtge Col ......... Cana ..... Olf tTj 

2 
"°" > 
FAJ •.«JO . •.«JO •.«JO 4,«JO 

,..., 
tTj 

Aflp ...... •.400 NA NA NA •.«JO 4,400 4,.tOO NA NA 

10TAL • TRUST FUNOI 
TOA 
FAJ 34,100 34,700 34,100 34,100 

~ ....... 34,100 NA NA 34,700 34,700 34,700 NA NA 

INTUFUND 1RAHIAC110NI a 
~Tia ... ..., ~ 

~ 

~ 
0 
O"' 

FAJ (21,000) (28,000) (28,000) (21,000) ~ 
""I 

~ ....... (21,000) NA NA NA (28,000) (21,000) (28,000) NA NA N 
,.Co 
N 
\0 
\0 
~ 
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FY1H2 CONORESllONAL ACTION ON DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY g; 
fthousmld•ol.,...I VJ 

VJ 
Amount Amount Amount -0 

Admln. Hou .. s..t• !Meted HouM ..... lnecW Aul\.> Apprap.> ~ z 

"°""" 
!t!queet Auth. · Auth. Auth. ~ Appn!p Appn!p. ........ ....... Ault.. > 

~ 

HOMEOWNERS ASST FUND. DEF£NS! 
g; 
~ 

l~MIAFund.Oll. 0 
TOA 5.000 NA NA . NA 5.000 5.000 s.ooo NA NA ~ 

f FAJ 

Ai¥•~· 5.000 NA NA NA 5.000 5,000 5,000 NA NA VJ 
~ 
z 
> 
~ 
~ 



~ 
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FYtn2 CONOREUIONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: OPERATION & MAINTENANCE 
Q 
~ 

flhoUunds or dolllrsl ~ 

AMcMd AMcMd MlcMlnl 
AdMln. ...... ....... ..... Houel. ....... llMctM ~ .,., ""'°'' Pr oar .. ftequelC A&lttt. Auth. Auth. ADofoP. Al>IM°oP. !el!!!!: "!!•• ....... Aulh. 

OPt!RATION _,.,~ 

ep.. & ...... Armr 
UnclltrtbuW 
Ot9 MEALS-READY· TO-!AT 0 0 0 0 17,100 0 37,000 37,000 37,000 

Ott fORfJQH NATIOfW. CIVl..w.s 0 ('10,000) 0 (Ill.ODO) (110,000) 0 (33,000) 3Z,OOO 
011 ~~PWUIAOCLOO 0 0 40,000 40,000 31,IOO 0 25,000 40,000 25,000 

020 ClASSlfE> PROOMMS 0 (211,374) (41,300) (14,748) (2$4,324) (142,700) . (43,781) 10.155 

021 MEMORIAl Dl'Y & JULY 4TH caoRATIONS 0 0 0 0 700 0 100· 700 1'00 
022 WEI E~ ttf.ADQUMTEM l'El.OCATIC 0 1.000 D l,000 1,000 D 1,000 1,000 1,000 n 
cm AIR80ANE & IP£CW. c.EAAT10NI WS!lt.t D 0 D 4,000 0 4,000 4,000 4,000 0 z 
029 CHEMCAL EQUPMENT ~ lRAHNQ 50,000 D IJ0,000 I0,000 D 80,000 80,000 ll0,000 ~ 
027 ~Tl..lA NOif D!POT 0 0 0 350 D 350 l50 350 ~ on MONTER!Y HSTITU11! C1' ~notW. STU 0 0 0 l,IOO 0 l,IOO l.IOO l,IOO (Jl 

· 030 OOMllAT TAANNG CENR .. 20,000 0 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 20.000 (Jl 
~ 

cm NAnotW. ~y t.aJS!lt.t a a 4,000 0 4,000 4,000 4,000 0 
cm 'OllfT IRww. !CUCATION OO«JHITM110N PRC 0 0 22,000 D 22,000 22,000 22,000 z 
cm n BRAOO EDUCATION OO«JHITMTION PR0J 0 0 0 10,000 10,000 10,000 > 

~ 

040 MVOLVINO FUND Ml.Nal (100,000) (230.000) (100,GOO) (180,000) I0,000 

~ 044 JOWT ... -cN MRPCJlitT ll\m 0 0 0 250 250 250 

CMI llOWMA arrlCI 0 0 0 1,000 1,000 1,000 n ·o 
CMI PT MEf ML YMO lllJD"( 0 0 0 l,IOO l,IOO l,IOO ~ 
091 COlD-W!T W!AnB 800TI 0 0 0 2,000 2,000 2,000 t:l 
OSO !N\JIAOI ~AL CXNll.WIC:e 11,000 11,000 0 0 11.000 I 
Ol2 NMfTMHNQ~ 0 0 150,000 190,000 190,000 tll0,000 

(Jl 
t'Tj 

OM CHll!J' P'l'WCW.. OflPICP N:r 01' t• 3,500 uoo 0 0 uoo z 
om NNt !NVIROfMHfAL POUCY ltlTITUT1! 1,500 uoo 0 1,IOO uoo uoo > ...., 
oa P!R80NN!l. ADMnil!NT 0 0 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 t'Tj 

- NIMS CONTROl 
0 tt,IOO tt,IOO 1t,IOO 11,IOD 11,100 

012 QiiU'US 23,400 tt,000 0 0 tt,000 

074 P!HTAOOHN!S!IWA110N~ O' 25,900 21.eoo 0 0 29,IOO 

lOTM. OI' CCNMUllOfW. MDTIOHr 1M,400 •.200 312,158 

Oper.& ........ Mllwr 0 
C":) 
~ 

ODIS NIP MN6tloeM!NT 0 0 0 0 900 0 IOO IOO IOO 0 
C'" 

014 l'ONOON NAnotW. CNl.IAHI 0 (90.000) 0 (11.000) (I0,000) 0 (7,eocJ) 7,IOO ~ 
""; 

011 ClASSl'eO PROOMMS 0 (111.253) (22,400) (14,070) (81,113) .(11,IOO) (2,100) 11,110 N 

022 MODel. ~ C!HT!R 0 0 0 0 210 0 210 210 210 "'Oo 

023 NAVM. UNDeRRA ~ 0 0 0 0 2,100 0 2,100 2,100 2,100 N 
\0 
\0 
~ 



a 
~ 
'-t-

FY1H2 CONORESllONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: OPERATION & MAINTENANCE 
0 
O"' 
~ 

lthoulancll Of dolartl "'1 

Amounl Alnounl Alftounl N 

Adlnlft. Houee ..... lnecttd HouM .... lnectM Auth> Appfop> Approp> 
... Co 

"OGIMW "~ Aultt. Auttt. A&lth. Ai»Prop. .-.,.,.op. !!!!!!!· "!9""' "!!!!!Ill Auth. 
N 

"° "° ~ 024 DEPOT ~NN«:e Ma<L.00 0 0 15,000 11.000 eoo.ooo 290,000 · 400,000 11.000 400,000 m.ooo 
ms REAL PROPfRTY e.wNTENNa Maa.oo 0 1DO,OOO I0,000 330,000 0 0 I0,000 

027 MEAlS RUD'f TO EAT 0 0 0 eoo 0 400 400 400 

021 IEALPT Pf'EPOSIT10NNCI ~ 0 0 0 30,000 0 30,000 30,000 30,000 

030 QUAUTY OF LR MPRCW.!M!HTI, MNll!S, rTM I.ODO 0 1.000 1.000 0 1.000 1.000 I.ODO 

032 nHMCK Pl!R DB«> PROJ 0 0 0 0 0 1.000 1.000 . 1,000 

cm Miit 2.1 TPN TRUaC EHOH! & IPMEI 0 0 0 0 a 20,000 20,000 20,000 

GMMOIWl\J~ 0 0 0 0 0 300 300 300 

038 USI M.UHACI< MJS!Ult 0 0 0 UDO 1.IDO 1.IDO (j 

CMO ~VINO l'UND IWANC!I (1DO,OOO) (230.000) (tl0,000) (200.000) 30,000 0 z 
04I DflA ftD DEOOP I I! S90HI 0 0 t7,000 17,000 11.000 17,000 ~ 
04I NfTNmC LOOISTlCS 0 0 105,000 tOl,000 tOIS,000 10IS,OOO ~ 
Ol50 f~M.co.Fl..Wa 19,000 11,000 0 0 11,000 CFl 

Ol5I 0.1' nwtCW. OffUft K:T C'l 1llO 1.150 ueo 0 0 1.1150 CFl 
~ 

Cl8I NAVY !ARTH ORllT ACTMTI!I IOQ IOO D 0 IOO 0 
Ga NAVAL C::.Sl!RVATORY 0 D IOO IOO IOO IOO z 
072 ow.ue 0 2t.l00 13,000 0 0 tl,000 > 

~ 
074 PefTAOON RUPVATIOH M'"OWM!NTI 0 UDO UDO D 0 t,100 

~ 071 ...VMD~T10H 0 0 0 71.000 71,000 71.000 71.000 

.. f'ENWICK l'l!1' ~110H MOJeCT 0 0 t,000 0 0 t,000 (j 

0 
~ 

TOTAL°' CX>NCMellOW. MU~ 211,380 182,010 131,..., ti 
I 

CFl 
t"!'l 

0,.. & ...... Mlttne °"" z 
u. ........ > 
om DEPOT Mtllf1'DW«2 MaCLOCI 0 0 10,000 10,000 27,200 0 11,000 10,000 11,000 1,000 ~ 

t"!'l 
005 MAL PAOPtM rt MAlfTINANCI MCICL.00 0 ci 11.000 ti.ODO 10,000 0 0 11.000 

DOI IPMU AHO~ 0 0 0 0 71,000 0 Q,000 Q,000 Q,000 

D07 M!ALI RUD'f TO EAT 0 0 0 0 37,200 0 22.000 22.000 22,000 

030 Ql!llCM.!aUPWHTNG~ o. 11,000 0 11,000 15,000 0 15,000 11,000 tl,000 

cm ramoNC\.wmcY ~ 0 0 (1,000) 3,000 0 (9.000) (1.000) l,000 

TOTAL°' ~MXlfTlONr 43.000 17,000 72.000 

Oper.&...._,,.,__ 
u. .... , ... 
OOI aw. NA MTROl 0 0 llO 1,380 1,310 0 1,:JIO t.llO 1,llO 

Ott DEPOT~IAOG.00 0 0 11,000 11,000 138.000 0 29,000 11.000 21.000 
~ 

013 MM."'°"""' t ~NN«:e Ma<LOO 0 0 I0,000 86,000 150,000 0 0 55,000 Q1 
0 
'1 
Q1 



~ 
C11 = '1 

FY1•1 CONOREUIONAL ADOIT10N8 TO DOD REQUESTS: OPERATION & MAINTENANCE ~ 

llhcMssandaof.,..ral 
Amount Amount MMull 

Mnln. HouM leMle lnKted ........ ..... llMdld Aulh> Aflprop> ~ ,. ..... ,_..,. .. Auttl. Auttt. Aulh. ~oP. App; ... !!!!!!· """9tll "equetil Aullt. 

011 PtR1QH NAnotW. aw..w.I 0 (J0,000) 0 (111,000) {J0,000) 0 (1,500) 7,llOO 

011 a.ASSFIED~ 0 (lll.lln (47,IOO) (45,470) ltll,412) (233,100) (1, 100) 44,370 

020 MEAL.I READY TO !AT 0 0 0 0 2,llOO 0 2,000 2.000 2.000 
021 tA/TMY fNlll..Y ~I .o 0 a a 3,000 D l,000 l,000 l,000 

on neAnR M COi i "'«>I COHTROl. D D D 0 0 0 7,000 7,000 7,000 

02I CXMiWCJERI TACTICAL WO IYST!M 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,llOO uoo 1,llOO 

OJO .A...:lR AOTC 0 2,1500 0 2.500 2,100 2,llOO uoo 2,900 2,llOO 

cm oa.PUT"P M)eD ACQU9fT10H • UX.TlCI r 0 21.000 D 27,000 27,000 D 27.000 27,000 27,000 (j 

CMG M\40lVINO f\..tC> IW.NaS 0 D (100,000) (230,000) 0 (100,000) (150,000) I0.000 0 
080 ~M. OOliF\..Wa 0 D 111,000 11.000 0 0 0 111.000 z 

C') 
GM CHI!, nw«:W. Of'l'laft N:T C:l 1llO 0 0 7,000 7,000 0 0 0 7,000 

~ on CHMiAJI 0 0 2t.JOQ t0,000 0 0 a 10,000 

074 PeNTAOOH•RRVATION~ 0 0 11,400 11,400 0 0 0 11,400 
CJ) 
CJ) -0 

TOTM. C:I ~ MJDl1lONr 211.2IO ·- 141,370 z 
> 
t""4 

0,..1 ......... D f aa .•• ~ 
~ (j 

DCM O!nNlf COHTMCT N.JaT /tlJDCt ~ 0 0 14,000 2.900 D 2.llOO 14,000 uoo 0 
~ 

OOI Da'EHse IN!ITIOATM IE1'\4C! Pl) 0 D a 10.000 0 7,000 1/m 1/m t; 
OOI l"ED!Ml H!A TH CAM IT\.O'f 0 0 0 3,000 0 1,llOO uoo 1,llOO I 
011 a.MW1!D ~ 131.200 (102,300) (11,214) 291,208 202,IOO (90,121) 2t,45& CJ) 

l:'T1 
011 POREICJH NA T10NAL aAIAHI (12,000) 0 (I.ODO) (12.000) 0 (2,900) 2.100 z 
020 MDIATIOH ll!XPOltM! COi FBilATlON ICT a.. 0 0 0 1,000 111,0DO 30,000 30,000 30,000 > 
on NMJ COHTAOl ~ 0 a 1,100 0 0 0 1.100 ~ 

l:'T1 
02I ~TEOHCM.~Na~ I.ODO 0 1,000 I.ODO 1,100 11,IOO t,000 ti.too l,IOO 

OJO OPERATIOHI NfO ~ (.:>Ca4 43,0DO a D 43,0DO 42,JOO a.ooo 43,000 a.ODO 

04I ~ CP!MTlONI rcRC%S 0 42.JOO a.ODO 0 0 0 43,000 

ma HAWM LNC> IMNTClff a a a a 0 190 790 790 

091 DE'!NSe ~ OOff HIDt 0 0 0 0 0 I.ODO 1,000 l,000 

aa '°9T-11W.WT1C ITRnl ~ CTM 0 0 a 0 0 IOO IOO -Oil CCI I I llON OH~ I NATIOtW. ~ 0 0 0 0 a 1,llOO uoo uoo 
.. orra °' fCONCMIC ADAJl1M!HT D 1,000 0 0 4,000 4,l50 oeo 4,l50 

Oii GMa.,...., 0 0 0 0 1.000 1,000 1,000 1,000 . 0 
11,000 0 11,000 ti.ODO 11,000 

r,, 
010 L!CMCY ~ ..,,.,OBR'NT ~ 0 11,000 111,000 ~ 

0 
074 P'!HTM>ON ~ATION~ D 2t,500 2t,IOO 0 0 0 2t.900 O"' 

~ 

- Nl\TDW. D!l'Bm ITOQOIU OPeMTlOHS 0 a 32,000 0 0 0 12,000 ...., 
1--..l 

T'OTM.or~ADDmONr 141,300 121.900 130,1155 
__ QJ 

1--..l 
\.0 
\.0 
~ 



a 
~ 
""+-
0 

fYt"Z CONORESSIONAL ADOmON9 TO DOD REQUESTS: OPERATK>N & MAINTENANCE c:t' 
('ti 

l1houund• ot ... ,.I "'1 

Amount Amount Alnour1t N 

MMln. .Houee leMte IMcted Hou• .... lnectM Aulh.> Appf-op> Approp> 
__ ao 

,.. ..... ~ .. Autt\. Auth. Aueti; Appn)p. ~op. !ee!!!: ~ 
,_..,... AuCtl. 

N 

"' "' v.., 
c-.. al ... .,......, o.n..I 

u. .... n fed 
Oii ~TM WCRIQ..CW) 0 0 4,700 4,700 0 0 0 4,700 

TOTAL°' CX>NCJAelllOtW. ~ 4,700 0 0 

0,..1 ...... ~,..... 
~ ~ 

031.otl ~ ITMJCT\JN! ... TAT&t!NT 0 37,000 31,000 37,000 •.ooo J1.000 37,000 37,000 31,000 0 z 
()per.' ....,.,, Nll'wy ,....,_ G') 
~ ~ 
008 HM80ft ~ K.tfTWO COOP flROOMM 0 J,000 0 .. 2.000 0 2,000 0 J,000 \J) 

OOMMI roAa ITMJCT\JN! MWITAT!MENT 0 12,000 l0,000 12.000 20,000 21,000 14,900 12,000 14,IOO 2.100 \J) -()per. & ............. Corpe,....,_ 0 
u. .... 1 fed z 
012AMI fORCe ITRUCTUN! ...-TAT&t!NT 0 I.ODO I.DOD I.ODO 10.000 l,ODO UDO I.ODO UDO t.000 > 

~ 
()per. & lliWnl, NI ferae ,_.,_ 

~ u. ........ 
om wc-130MAnDR!CXJrl~....,.. 0 0 0 0 UDO. 1.300 UDO UDO UDO ~ 

01CJl104I ~ ITMJCT\JN! R!HITATaEf'T 0 I.ODO 1.000 I.ODO tl,000 (1,«XJ) JOO I.ODO 300 
0 
~ 

Ops. & ...... """'...,, ~ tj 

U.lllllllllM I 
Ot 1oel POM:e ITRUCTUN! llll!MTATIM!NT 0 M.000 •.ooo 14.000 1DO.OOO •.ooo •.ooo 14.000 •.ooo 1.000 \J) 

l:"%"l 

O,..& ....... NIMlll~ z 
U.llllllllllM > 

0 0 D 0 0 0 I.ODO 1.000 1.000 ~ 
l:"%"l 

TOT#ll Oii ~~MJDmOHr 121,0DO t3UDO 11.200 

... ~.Mnl 
001 M'\.I flfUICT1CI MOCMll,.. l,000 4.000 I.ODO 4,000 1.000 1,000 1,000 1.000 ........ ~ 
oa t9I MMB Ol'tWCI 0 0 2.000 2,000 0 2,000 2.000 2,000 2,000 ............. ,, -
DOI 11'N• OftT TO - Mtr..•.M l#flllt;A 0 0 0 D 2,000 0 2,0DO 2,000 2,000 

e>r,.••• a &~Acll.D 
M MROITATI (SASS)· CCMT awm 0 0 0 0 0 ·21,200 tt.400 11,400 11,«JO . 

• NCCCMTOUMD 0 0 0 0 0 U,200 12,180 12,180 1J,1IO 

om MROITATI· CCMT OUMD 0 0 0 0 23.290 23,IOO 23.120 23,120 23,120 ~ 
C11 
0 
-.l 
-.l 



FY1"1 CONOREUIONAL ADOmONa TO DOD REQUESTS: OPERATION a MAINTENANCE 
nhouUM• of dolaral 

~ AmcMn AMcMd 
Adlnln. Hou9I ....... lnactM HauM ....... lnected Ault\> Appfof»> Aflpop> "-- Reque9C Auttl. Ault\. Auttl. ~!!:!· ~- ""9104t. bqueet ..!!!!! .. Ault\. 

n 
• HOIC D D 0 0 40,000 0 40,000 «>.000 «>.000 0 
014 .... ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 30,000 30,000 J0,000 z 
a.> RIO 30,000 20,000 30,000 30,000 35,000 30,000 35,000 1,000 1,000 ~ 

OM OTH T!ST IEO 0 0 0 0 1,000 0 1,000 1,000 1,000 ~ 
Wcwtd~O... 

CJ) 
CJ) 

OOIM>tO 1183 WOALD \HY!RSITY OMtES 0 3,000 1,000 3,000 3,000 1,000 3,000 3,000 :S.000 -0 z 
TOTAL°' OONOMllOW.~ 9,000 142,7'00 tll,7'00 > 

~ 

TOTAL· ~TION N«J t.WNT!tWa 
~ n 

T°" ...... .- 14.211,1• 18.048,130 M,340,C*> ...... 12, M,120,111 14.lm.Olt m.021 0 ......... ... -.300 14.211,141 18,041,1l0 14,l«>,Gm ..... 12, M,120,111 14,883,0lt 323,02t ~ 
~ 

TOTAL°' c:::cNOMSllOfW. MO I 0. lO our Ql,030 1,111,2'0 t,908,llO I 
CJ) 

t'l'l z 
> 
~ 

~VINO N«J MNWJemfT l'UNDI t'l'l 

0.... .,..._o,..lone , .... 

oat D!nH1! M.-.rll Ofl!MTICNI f'\H> 3,«J0,200 0 3,«J0,200 3,400,200 0 3,400,200 3,424,200 24,000 24.000 

~ 3,400,200 2,420,tOO 3,400,200 3.400.200 2,4'4,100 3,400,200 3,424,200 24;000 24.000 

AN: ....... 3,400,200 2,420,tOO 3,400,200 3,400,200 2,4'4,tOO 3,400,200 3,424,200 24,000 24,000 

TOTAL C1f OOHOADIDW. ADOfncNI lO ~VINO f\JtOr D 24,000 24.000 

a n 
"""" c 
Ct' 
~ 
""I 

~ 

... O::J 

~ 
i:.o 
i:.o 
C,A,j 



0 
n 
""" 0 

FYtnJ CONOREUIONAL ADOfTIONI TO DOD REQUESTS: PROCUREMENT 
O"" 
~ 

fthoUMnd• of dolarlJ 
"'1 

"-
Amount Alnounl ~ ... OJ 

Admln. Hou• leNlte l'*'M HouM lenMe IMctM AuCh> Apprott.> Appf'op> "-
'"9- Requt .. Auth. Auth. Aulta. App!op. Aeprop. Approp. ....,... .. .,.,... Aua\. ~ 

~ w 
PROCUA8EHT 
Alrcnft~~ 
~ 

010 T1'AINN) H!l.JOOPnR 0 0 0 2l,llOO 0 2UOO 21,IOO n.llOO 21.aoo 

~ol.nr.I 

01J C-21 MODI 0 0 0 0 0 11.DOG l.000 I.DOG I.DOG 

011 AH-M MOOS 12.n1 12.n1 13,nt 13,nt 0 IJ,711 a.nt · 1,DOG 

on UH-tMODI ':'• 1s.1• 1,181 14,111 14,111 1,111 1,111 I.DOG 

OlW:JO~~_.. 113.244 313.244 113,244 213.144 313,244 131,144 21U44 I0,400 •.«JO (i 
0 

luppor1...,_.. ......... z 
m4 MtC14N'T SUNNAllJTY !QUPM!HT 41.035 41,0llS •.SJS 41,0JI 41,038 41.0ll •.SJS 1.IOO 1,llOO C') 

ml l!XTfNo&AL f'U!l. TAHCI 0 0 0 0 0 I.DOG l,000 1,000 1,000 ~ 
......_........,_,._~ CFJ 

CFJ 

°"* ....... -
01lMM~ 2,111 17,111 3l," 1 11,700 91,DOG 11,1'00 lt,700 ··- II.NI 0 
~sf W&TCY,,,,,,,, 

z 
> , .................... ~ 

OQ2 MADL!Y f"IQHTNJ WNCl.! ,May~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 I0,000 I0,000 IO,DOG 
~ oos NMlMDOlM sYITat ~ 0 0 15,000 3.DOG 0 l.DOG 0 l.DOG 

OOI M1 NllWl8 TAhl< l!Rl!I f.tYP) 43,744 I0,044 I0,044 I0,044 I0,044 I0,044 I0,044 41,lOO 41,300 
(i 
0 

007 rMSV 0 0 0 0 I0,000 0 IO.DOG I0,000 I0,000 :xi 
01li014 M1 N#4N/a TAhl< MOQUIOMDe 71 ... 311M ... 304,184 JIM ... 304 ... 311M ... ..... 221,000 m.DOG ~ 

011 PAOClJC110N IMe IUPPCRT (TCV-WTCY) n,211 13,217 12,187 12,117 13/XXJ 13.DOG 11.009 J,013 I 
CFJ w....,. .................... t'1"l 

024 QAEWJI! LMJNC'H!R. MJTO, ..... YC1t.l a tJ,100 11,IOO 11,IOO 13,100 11.IOO tf ,IOO 11,IOO 11.IOO 1,000 z 
Ptoouuaua• fll Ammw•u. """1 > 

---1 
Amwww .. t'1"l 

DCM CTO, ....... M..L nftl M.I01 10,101 ..... ,, 10,101 10,101 11,I01 10,101 1,900 um 
OOS CTO, 7.laN..M..L. ~I 10.311 10,112 10,112 10.m 10.812 10.112 10.112 300 300 

OOI CTO • .ID CM.. ALL ~I 4.IOO 21/XXJ 4,1100 21,DOG 21,000 4,llOO ti.DOG 11,llOO uoo 
011 CTQ, ..... PNMJ!a, MMD 0 0 1,000 l.000 l.000 1,000 I.DOG l,000 . 1.000 
01J CTO, ..._AU.TYPO 0 0 0 1,000 10,000 0 0 l.000 

011 CTO,MORTM, ,..._ HUl1C>, >eaimil 0 0 31,000 37,000 37,000 31.000 :17,000 37,000 31,000 

cm "'°"· NCTY, 1 .... IMOlMN!R a.m4 120,114 120.114 120,114 190,114 190,114 150.114 1IO.t14 30,000 30,000 

CDS "'°6, NCTY, 1 .... te, M107 0 0 0 a 4,IOO 0 31,900 ll.llOO 38,llOO 

OM Nm. MTU.!RY, B.!C TM!, Ml'll2 0 0 20.900 20,900 0 2'2.000 2'2/XXJ 20,900 22.000 1.IOO 

cm ~. tMJM 10. M..L. TVPel 0 •.ooo 31,000 31/XXJ 31,000 31,000 •.ooo 31,000 31,000 

Amtrw ................... 

cm ~ °' IDM11Ml 'ACIUTI!' 74.m 74.m n.m 11,423 74,123 n.m 11.m uoo t,000 

074 ~NMODl!!li9JTMIZATION 24,000 24/XXJ 2',000 21,000 21.000 21,000 21.000 1,000 1,000 
~ 
01 
0 
'1 
~ 



~ 
01 
Q 

FY1"2 CONORESSIONALADDrt'IONS TO DOD REQUESTS: PROCUREMENT CXl 

«hoUUnd• ot ctob,.I 
Q 

~ AMoune ......... 
Admlfl. HouM leMfe IMded HDu9I ~ lnected Aultt> ~> ~ ,,.,.. .. "*' .... ,.. ~ Auttl. Auttt. Ault\. AAwop. Appop. Aweop. "*" .... .. ........ Ault\. 

at.~.Anr,, 
T_..,_.._....._.._ 

001 T ACTlCAL. T1'Al..!Rs.OOUY l!TI 1,311 1.311 Utt uu uoa !Utt '1,311 21.000 21.000 
om IBITRAI..! ... TAN<. 90000 0 U.IOO o 23.IOO 23.IOO 0 23.IOO 23,IOO 23.IOO 
012 P~ CARRYHJ V&ICUI 7,114 7,184 3,514 l,514 3,582 3.512 U82 I 

CcwiWIU' .. • .............. '1$,.,,. 
OJI Miit MTA OISTReUT10N IY'IT!M (MXJ8) 17,111 44,111 44,111 '4,111 44,111 17.111 '4,111 27.000 27,000 

OC2 !AC OOt&IJNCATlONS 27.514 27.174 27,514 27.514 27,174 «>.714 «>.n4 13,200 tUOO 

OCl MOO 01 H-SYC !<1J11 ~ cx:M4 11,208 11.208 1UOI 12.209 12.209 . 11.209 11.208 4,000 (j 

0 Ol1 Al.ITCIMRD MTA PROC!SSN> !a.. 75.271 75,271 11U71 111,271 79.271 IU7t II.Ill «>.000 11,351 z 
103 INT!ORATEO 'Mil Y CJ1 TEST EOUP (lf'n) '8,048 41.048 '8.048 41,041 12,CMI 48,041 12,041 14,000 14,000 ~ 
111 MOCJUCT10N MS! llllPORT ~ 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 12,500 1.000 12,500 11.1100 11.900 G; 
Ot.. -..art.........,. (JJ 

111 ~ AO!NT t.«H'TOR 1.371 1.119 UN 10,11'1 1.31'1 10,11' 10,UI uoa uoo (JJ -1>4 LNJNlRY lHT/'T'RL llTD e.ooo e.ooo 1.000 1,000 1,000 l.000 1.000 3,000 3,000 0 
1• M!DICM. IUPPORT !QUllM!HT 14.llJ 14,113 14.m 14,113 ... 14.m ... 1.000 1.000 z 

> 
~ 

TOTAL Oii' ~ADOnOHr m.• IU."4 231.221 G; 
(j 

0 »cnl ............,._...., ~ 
Camt.11 mlrcnll 0 
OQ2 AV.- (VJSTOl.) HMRlfR ~ o 0 o (40.ooot 40,000 40,000 40,000 40,000 I0,000 I 
OCQ ~~W~AM)....awt •.04 13,04 •.04 13,04 •.04 •.04 •.04 1,000 (JJ 

tTl 
Q21 !-2C~YWMNNJ)~ 900.IOI 470 ... 900 ... 470 ... IOO ... 900 ... IOO,IOI 30,000 z 
T,._~ > 
Q24 T~ (1'Ml8) oo• WM< m.•1 312,417 m.417 312,417 312, .. , m.411 312,411 «>.000 «>.000 ~ 

tTl 
Ila• I f/11 elrar'll 

030 A.I ll!Rln ..... s.• ··- 1,411 315 ... ··- 21,411 11,000 11.000 

Cl3ll '·14 RRIEI 13.1182 ll.Ml ll,1182 ll.1182 ll,1182 ll.1182 221,112 179.DOO 179,000 

044 K-1~ 1tl,201 111,201 1tl.201 111,201 111,201 1ll,201 133,201 11,000 11,000 

NS H.zRRl!I 10l,202 112.202 113,202 10l,202 111,2GZ 10l,202 111,202 I.ODO 1,000 

047!N~ 11,411 11.411 33,411 33,411 11,411 33 .... 33,411 11,000 11,000 

- ! .. IE'tl!.I 
11,121 11.m 11.m 11.m "Sll 17,123 11.m JUDO 31.300 

- CQMJH!Clll~ 101,414 101,414 111,414 101,414 111f ... 14 101 ... 14 111 ... 14 11,000 11.000 

w...-. Ptucw••=il...., a 
~ ...., ....... ...... 

m.353 in.m 1.201.cm 1,111,803 1n.m 1,111.m m.353 1«>,490 
0 

om 1"D!NT • O"' 

~ ....... ('1:) 
""I 

OOI tw.POON 31,I03 212,IOJ J1,I03 37.803 212,803 J1,I03 111,803 130,000 130,000 N 

011 DAOH!I NC?. DeCOYI 0 10,000 D 10.000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10.000 t0.000 .,Co 

mt~Pfl' 0 0 D 0 0 0 ... 000 4,000 4.000 N 
\.Q 
\.Q 
~ 
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FYtll2 CONORElllONAL ADDmON8 TO DOD REQUEITI: PROCUREMENT 
~ 
"'1 

llhouMnd• or dollral ..... ....... ~ AnMMlnl 
... ():;) 

AltllM. Hou• ....... ....... ...... ...... ....... Aulll> ~ Aptnp> 
..... 
~ ,.,... ...,... .. Auth. Auth • Audi. App!!. App!op. Approp. ,,...,... .......... Auth. ~ 
CJ..:) 

GZ7 WEAPONS NJUSTRW. ,~ 31,175 Jf,571 44,771 44,171 31,571 44,m 44,m tUOO fUOO 
Ol-.OntMnce 
om ~ OUNM9Ut11:JH l,t• l.t• 3f.- Jt.• 31.• It.• It,• 2UOO 23,IDO 
.. aws MMNTIDN t2,023 t2,GZ3 22,023 . 22,023 • 33,000 22,023 22/m t0,000 10,000 ......, ... ,~...., 
°'*,.,........ 
GOS llH-21 t.527,725 1,527,725 t,427,729 t,427,721 t,127,721 t,127,721 t,127,729 t00.000 
... .....,. ... plllral .... ~ 
015 wte MN! HUNTP c::ourM. 231 .... 231,ml 311,0ll •t.~ 231,0M •t.• 341,011 130,000 U0,000 0 
017 TAOOlllMTASI .... 0 0 0 0 t•.ooo 0 t•.ooo t•.ooo t•.ooo 2 

~ 
~ cnl. ... ...,..,... ,,.., g; 
mo TAOS31140 0 0 D 0 a 0 •.ooo 118,000 ICl,000 en 
02f NN..FT 0 a t,314,100 0 t,XJn.000 0 I00,000 I00.000 I00,000 en 

~ 

on RfMCI! CftNT 11,411 15,411 15,411 11 . .- r ... • 11 .... . .... 20,000 20,000 0 
024 LCllC LNONQ CMPT 2tU02 295,802 2t5,I02 -- I07,102 213,802 904,000 231,0ll 231,0M 2 
°'* "=-··-.. ...., > 
IHpe ........ as••• t-1 

040 ITAHDMD IQ\TI , .... "" 11.M 11.M ti.NI "" 21 ... 2,000 2,000 g; 
047 r.QlENlA11QH iwPoRT 711,t• JM,t• 7M,t51 7M,t51 1•.1• 111,t• 111,t• 13,000 13,000 ~ 

0 
20.-. 20.-. 20,»C 20,314 .... 20.~ ..... 24.290 24JIO 

~ 

0 I.GOO 0 1,000 1,000 0 I.ODO 1,000 I.ODO ~ 
cm rNtWaD ..::0' M motW. MOCIDOR 0 0 0 0 a 0 lt.200 lt.200 lt.200 en 
074 Nt'UCMI 0 0 0 0 12,000 0 t2,000 t2.000 t2,000 t'rl 

2 
011c.I~ 21.- ··- 21.- .... 11.• 21.- 20.- 11.000 > 
•IQQ.Tt~~ 0 t0.000 a 10.000 0 0 0 to.000 g 
~ ........ r: • 
111 ---DP!HDMLI CCUllL ll!AllNI •.m •.m 10.cm JO.cm M.211 10.m M.211 I.GOO 
tlO~~ 33.DOI 33.DOI 21.a 21.a 21,IOI 33,00I .... t.200 

0 20.000 0 . 20,000 20.000 0 20.000 20,000 20Ja 

.,.,. •.M M.M •.CMI 11,M 11,M 12,M l,000 1,000 
,.,_.. .................... , ..... 
m llTIUJ08tCI ""°"" ~ 42.t• 42.131 40,131 42..., 31,11J 31,131 •m 791 

2n IHIMOllelTM....-oRT~ tJ,417 U,417 n,417 23,417 13,417 23,417 23,4t7 10,000 10,000 

111 oawtoOMPMC MMIORT ~ a 4,000 0 4.000 0 0 0 4,000 

TOrM. 0# CCNJM..,..._AIDIDW -- 1.•t.141 t,712,7• 

~ 
en 
Q 
(X) 
ii-
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FYtHJ CONORESllONAL ADDfTIONI TO DOD REQUESTS: PROCUREMENT ~ 

flha11•Ml1 of dollar!) 
~ 

AnlcMllll ~ 
. .....,.. 

MIMI. ttou .. . ....... lnectM HouM ..... llltedM Aulll> ........, Appnap.> ,,.,.._ "!!!!! .. . Auttl.. Ault\. Aullt. Alalwott. Alalw-. ""'°'9. ,_.. ... " ..... Al*. 

~MlrtneOalpe 

Amrn&dloft 
DOS «J .... MJ. TYPEI 107.•t 107,•t 12,151 a.tsa t07,•t 12,111 a.111 D 
Otl 1-...HEADitM «J,200 «J,200 «J~ «J,200 4'.,200 to,«JO IO,«JO «J.200 «J,200 

ms 13'.M~TH!M(IMAW) 0 10,000 35.IOO 10,000 10.000 10.000 10,000 10,000 10,000 

mt UOKT ~MAPON un un 30,00Z 30,00Z •.Jn 30,002 30,002 24,nl 24,721 

Outd9d .................... 
0. TOW 0 0 0 0 30.000 0 30,000 30,000 30,000 

052 KM LAUNCteM 0 0 23,000 23,000 0 0 0 23,000 (j 

Oil r.a.RS~ 0 0 72,300 72,300 .0 72,300 0 0 0 z 
Ccwacu' C •..SI lab ....... C') 
Cl5I TACTICAl INT!WCaeNCI !NW«2M!N1' 0 0 0 0 0 0 21,000 21.000 21,000 ~ 
088 TAC11CAL NlC OPP MOOUl.! (TAOM» 0 0 0 0 27,000 0 27,000 27,000 21,000 (Jl 

- TAC11CAL OROlH> lfT!AC1PI rACl.J'TY 0 ti.GOO 0 12,000 (Jl 
0 12.000 0 0 ~ 

074 ~ TAC11CAL nM9W.~ 0 0 4,200 4,200 0 0 0 4.200 0 
079 CXMMNDEJltl TACTICM. ~ C 0 0 4,IOO 4,IOO 0 0 0 ... IOO z 

> 
OT7 TAICTlCM. R!CONWSSNa ~TMI 0 0 J.000 3.000 • 0 0 3,000 t'-1 
on NOHT~mAPMEHT •.•t •.•t .... 1 •.•1 .... •.•t .... 30,000 30,000 

~ !,.....,..,.., '""""" 
a.. TOW!DASSMJLT MIDOI! 0 UGO 0 uoo 0 uoo uoo UGO 1.100 

(j 
0 
~ 

TOTAL Cl CXIHCM!...W. N.JlJI I iOfW t•.121 tat.GI .tnm tJ 
I 
(Jl 
tTj 

AlrONI .._....._,. "-- z 
Cofllbll ..... > 
oavDDM10 9-M 2.•.021 (114,121) 2.•.on 2,I00.000 • 2.•.D21 2.100.000 MU72 MU12 ~ 

tTj 
aae r-111 , ... 7 , ... , , ... , , ..• , 1•.-1 111.-1 ..... 7 . -- --ca'·"' 0 0 t,on.ooo •.ooo 0 1,027.000 0 •.GOO 
»9 ...... 
012 C.t 1 IDI MOC «CV) 222,424 122,424 t22,G4 122.424 m.a4 122,G4 172,424 •.ooo 
014 C.UllH 2•.411 241 ... 11 2•.411 2•.•11 2•.•11 272.111 2IO,OOO .. .at 44.Ut 

OM Le.tat 0 0 0 0 0 12.000 12,000 12JlllO 12.000 

T,._.._.. 

011 INW ICl!D PUQHT WztYBt 1,411 14,012 l,478 14,012 14,0tl 14,012 14,012 ... ,. 1.134 
°"9 ...... 0 

IU'OO 12,1'00 121,«JO 121,«JO 12.100 121,«JO t21,«JO a,JaO a,JaO ~ 
~ 

ti • Cnfl__.. .... 
0 
O"" 

027 1-tl!QI 0 -- 0 20,000 0 0 0 20,000 ~ 
..... 

mo'·" 294,137 294,137 294,137 294.131 ... sn 297,011 217,037 2.100 2.100 N 

031 '·" 
290.• -- ··- -- 290.• m.• m.• uoo uoo ,.ao 

Gl2 e-1• 415,10I auoe 421.IOI Ill.IOI 415,tOI m.eoe ..... 12UOD t2t,7'00 N 
\0 
\0 
~ 
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fY1M2 CONGREUIONAL ADOmONS TO DOD REQUESTI: PROCUREMENT 
0 
O"' 

flhousand• of dolaral 
~ ..... 

Amounl ~ Amounl ....... 
AdnM. Hou• ....... "*'" HouM ........ lnect9d Aulll.> Apptap.> Appfop> ... ao ,,... Requell Auth. . Ault\. Audl. ~· Appop. App!!p. "!QU!!! R!cpl!!! Auth. ....... 

\0 
\0 

Ol3 Cl.ASSFl!D PROJECTS 91,254 22.273 •.254 45,182 22.273 •.254 •.254 12,000 22,312 ~ 

Arcnl.,.,.. end .......... 
ml SPAR!I NIO R!PMR PMTI .... .• -·- m.• .... ...715 no.• ··- 1.000 
Arar'llft ..................... t.am. 
01'0 OTH!R PROOUCt10H CHMOEI 445.331 443,1131 145.931 147,0IU 411,190 5e2,73t 547,1'0 tot.no t02,411 -...... ~Nlfaroe ........... 
001 P!Aat<RPP ty.X) 115,171 tlS,171 •.m 252,000 124,200 •uoo 115,171 11.m .... .. ., ........... ~ 
021 ... n MXJl"ICATIOHS 144,711 144,711 144,Jtl 152,ttl 144,711 152,111 152,111 1.400 1,400 0 

°'*~ 
z 

04I IPECW. MOOMM!I 2,411,740 J,411,140 2,10l,l40 2,1IO.l«> 2,14U«> J,110,l40 UJD,340 ll0.000 
C') 

OU a.ASSFEO ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 I.IOI I.IOI I.IOI ~ 
oe.~Nll'orae 

CJ) 
CJ) 

......,. ... _ 11 ... , ..... ...... 
0 

005 2CM.t COMBAT 0 0 l,tOO 1,100 25,000 0 1,120 I.too 1.no 20 z 
OOI 2ot.iN TRAHNI 0 0 11.100 11.100 0 0 11,llO tl,IOO ... .., > 
OtJ M<-12 NRTAIDU-IO 0 0 0 0 0 1UOO U,IOO t3,IOO 13,IOO t""4 

v...... ............ ~ 
OIS CN'VEHCUI 0 IOO IOO IOO IOO IOO IOO IOO IOO ~ 

Ol2 TMJa(, '"' 10,GDO Lii to.mo 10,020 10,020 10,820 10,020 10,020 10,020 IOO 0 
~ ... ,. SIU I 1 ..... ~ 

0 
~00 NIC TMPn: CTNANC> IYI ~TCALI) 14,135 14,135 14,131 0 14,131 0 t4,t31 14,131 I 
114 TN!IGNT~ 20,47' 20.4.11 '·"' 4,171 tU11 4,17t 4,111 100 CJ) 

t211Wm~ 11.ees 11.ees It.• 11.• ··- .... ..... 31,000 31,000 t'Tj 

z 
190 MDIO EQUFM!NT 2.2• 2,281 Ute 2.281 2,281 2.111 u• IOO IOD > 
1• CN' OOM & !L!CT 0 900 IOD IOD 500 IOO IOO IOO IOO ,.., 
°'* ... " ..................... t'Tj 

111 MR ~EQUPWNT 33.- 33.• 33.- 33,411 ·- al,• ··- 2,100 2.100 

117 NTtUJO!NCe MOOUCTlQH ACTMTY a.• 2'.111 1n.• 33.IOZ 31,022 0 ,. .. ,. 111 

t• 18..!CTm ACTMTU u11.1• Ull.231 l,480.- l,lll,111 1.271,211 ··-·- 1,451.111 HUIO 71,J90 

201 aAISl"l!D MOQIWi9 0 0 0 0 0 0 130,100 t30,100 130,1'00 

210 ~ 't!M GROUND ITA110NI 0 0 0 130.- 0 0 0 tJD •• 

10TM.Olf'~ MDTIONr u•.ll1 t,m.cm 114,.0 

........... o. II HI ....... ., ... 
-~ 

0 0 0 0 15,000 0 42,000 42,000 G,000 

001C-al'~ 0 13,000 0 13.000 •.400 13,000 13.000 '3,000 13,000 ~ 

cm onu ""°" IQlMSM!NT 0 32,900 0 0 32,900 0 10,000 10,000 10,000 ~ 
Q 
(XI 
~ 
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FY1•2 CONOREISIONAL ADOmONI TO DOD REQUESTS: PROCUREMENT aJ 
fbMIMIMll of dc>lllrtl ~ 

Amount Mount ~ 
AdlM\. Hou• ...... lftldM Houle ........ IMdld Aulll> ~ Approp.> 

,.OCll ... ........ Aultt. Aultl. Aulft. ..... ... ........... ...... ._.. ... .. ..... Aulh. 

ml V&ICLES 20 20 50 50 20 IO IO 30 30 

040 OTHER CAPITAL !OUIPM!NT 7.IOt 7.!SOt 2U1t n.uo 7,501 1,47' 1,411 11.371 170 
CM2 MENTOR~O! ~ 0 0 11,000 30,000 0 30,000 30,000 30,000 30,000 s..., 0,.-.. eomm..d 

04S ~130 MOOl'lCATIONS tOt,183 tOt,183 11083 114,513 117,183 101,113 117,tll 12,IOO 11.900 a ·.800 

CllS1 PATROl. IOl\T, COASTAL 2 ,805 2.105 2.105 2.105 41,205 2.105 008 1,800 1,800 

- ~!OUIPM!NT 40 ... 11 ... lt,191 11.• 11.• ··- IO,Oll 10,100 t,tOO 

081 ClASSFE> PROORMe 124.2"4 m1.214 124,214 124,2M M,410 124.214 12Ul3 4.- 4 ... 

(j 

TOTAL a' OOHQR!ISIOHAL ADDmONl9 112.00I 247,1• 101,1• 0 
z 
~ 

....... Ck.-d & ...... !q \: ,. .. ~ 
CfJ 

9'..w!~ CfJ -.GQ' Nfllf RfSfllN! 0 
02 TACllCM. TRUaCS 0 20,000 0 20.000 20,000 0 20.000 20,000 20,000 z 
04 ca.M..NCATIOH rucr 0 5,000 0 0 11.000 0 11,000 11,000 11,000 > 
OI~~ 0 0 0 29,000 21,000 10,000 21.000 29,000 21,000 

rt 

OI SINCOARS ~ 0 0 11,000 11,000 15,000 0 tl,000 11,000 11,000 ~ 
10NOHT~ 0 0 0 15.000 11,000 0 ti.ODO 11,000 tl,000 (j 

12 C-tZf' 0 0 7,IOO 1,300 0 0 1,300 uoo 1,300 0 
.mJ NAVY MSe""' 

~ 
tj 

m LN.FS Y<-t aoac ~ ('9f-lO) 0 35.000 0 31,000 ll,000 D •.ooo JS,000 ll.000 I 04 ....., UPOMCI! MJT'I 0 ~S.000 0 0 48,000 0 48,000 48,000 •.ooo CfJ 

OI~~ 0 0 0 10,000 23,!IOO 10,000 11,000 10,000 11.000 1 .000 ~ 

OI AH-80T1 TRAH!R9 0 0 0 0 10,000 0 10.000 10,000 10,000 z 
> 

10 C-1301'~ 0 a 0 0 17,000 0 114,000 114.000 114.000 
~ 12P-3~S 0 0 0 0 20,000 0 20.000 20.cno 20,000 

t4Mt-43~ 0 0 121,000 0 0 121.000 121,000 121,000 121,000 

ti timW V/IHS 0 0 0 0 0 0 tl,000 11,000 tl,000 

.GQ3 ~~ N!laW 
. m CXllM> !CllJlllmfT o· e.aoo 0 11,000 11,000 0 10,000 11,000 10,000 

0 0 0 10,000 11,000 1,900 10,000 10,000 10,000 

0 0 0 0 17,000 0 17,000 11.000 17,000 

OI Nt-1W CXJllRA N/llJ04NfT 0 0 0 0 71,000 0 71,000 7t.000 11,000 

-004 Nit flCRce ~IEIN! a 
m c-1• NfllCRNlT 0 200,000 0 200,000 200.000 0 Ml.000 200,000 M,000 1•.000 ~ 

Ol~ecJI~ 0 0 0 29.000 25,000 7,900 10,000 29,000 10,000 
~ 
0 

-008 Nlllt IMnotW. OUMD 
Ct" 
~ 

m c..nN/04MT 0 I0,000 0 I0,000 12,000 0 I0,000 I0,000 I0,000 ""j 

04 TM:11CM. 1"UCICI 0 20.000 a 10,000 20,000 0 10,000 10,000 10,000 ...... 

OI c:c:MUCA~ 0 1.000 a 0 11,000 0 11,000 tl,000 11.000 
.. ao 
...... 
~ 
~ c..., 
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FY1112 CONOREUIONAL ADOmON8 TO DOD REQUESTS: PROCUREMENT 
'""I 

"""' flhouMnd• of dollrtl .. O::> 
AMoulll AnMMlnl Amount 

"""' ~ HouN lenllle lnected Houee ltnM• IMcted AAl!llt> Appfop.> Approp.> c:c c:c ,..,._ ""' .... Aulh. Auttt. Aulh. At>Ptao. ARwao. ARwao. ReQuetl f'equttl . Auett. ~ 

OI ~OUI rauPMENT 0 0 0 20,000 29,000 19,000 18,000 20,000 1S,OOO 

to e-21 Nl'£'ANfT 0 0 1,000 0 2t,OOO 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 

t2 tmtfT VISION~ 0 0 tl,000 18,000 tl,000 D tll,000 11,000 tll,000 

14 llNCGMS Ml:*ll 0 0 0 0 35,000 0 31,000 35,000 31,000 

ti AH-I MOOS 0 0 tl,000 0 0 0 11,000 11,000 111,000 

20 fM&YO#M111V!MCUI 0 0 10,000 10,000 0 . D 0 10,000 

22aiaJtS~ 0 0 110,000 110,000 0 110,000 110,000 110,000 tt0,000 n 
2lM.Jltl~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 41,000 41,000 41,000 0 
24 ICllW> EHCJAO&t!NT TMl'&'G DeVIC:e8 0 0 10,000 0 0 0 10,000 t0,000 10,000 z 
21TCT~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.200 1,200 1.200 C1 
21 MIEJN! ITN'P -.&AAT10H c:eN1'a 0 0 2,000 2.000 0 0 0 2.000 ~ 

-OOI Nit. NATIONM. QUMD CJ) 

OJ C.130 NltCl4NT 0 I0,000 30l,IOO D,IOO IJ0,000 331,300 137,300 30l,IOO 337,300 27,IOO 
CJ) 
lo-I 

03 ....., HElJCX>P'Ta8 0 0 0 0 0 •.oao 35,000 35,000 35,000 0 z 
04 f-1~ ......,.M.LATIOH 0 40,000 0 ·20.000 40,000 0 20,000 20,000 20,000 > 
OI '·1M'·11 !Nale~ 0 40,000 0 20.000 40,000 0 20,000 20,000 20,000 t""4 
OI f·tl a.Xll 0 15,000 0 t0,000 111,000 0 10.000 10,000 10,000 

~ ,, LAHT1RH 0 I0,000 0 48,000 IO.~ 0 0 45,000 
,.. ea NltCfUITT D 0 0 0 21,000 0 11,000 11.000 11,000 

n 
0 

11 T t <:Ml. CON1"RCl M'NO\ll!lefTI 0 0 0 I0,000 129,000 0 111,000 I0,000 •.ooo 4',000 ~ 
~ 

1,0lt,100 ftt,800 111,100 I 
CJ) 

tT'l z ......,o...s > ,..., 
010 IZP!NH t•l!C""' oeEW. - - IOO 800 300 300 300 IOD tT'l 

a.....-& ...... D lud"'1Tll! 
DD1 CHa1 Dl!lial'TMRAT10H • M1T! D 1UOO D IUOO 13.100 11,IOO 11,100 11,IOO 1J,IOO 

a... ........... Dlllnd-OIM 
OOl~·flROC 0 0 20,000 20/XJO a 0 0 20,000 

M,«JO tJ,IOO 0 

TOTM.·~ 
~ ll.Ml//l10 IU14.11t a.-.714 a .... • ··-- ........ ....... 401 ··- m-1 114.1• ............. 13,M,IOO IU14.S11 a.-,714 13 ...... - •.081,831 13,171.211 14,131,407 ··- 193,IOJ 714.7• 

TOTAL C1' COHOR!m:lfML MJCJTICNI TO~ 4,281,011 1,452,0tl ueo.111 
~ 
Cit 
0 
ex> 
Cit 
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~ 

FY1"2 CONQlltElllONM. ADDIT10NI TO DOD lltEatJEITI: ROT&E ~ flltcN..,..• ot ...,.I ....... AM...a -....... 
MR*. ..... ...... ..... ...... ...... ..... .,.., -....., -..... .. 

,. .. !" ..... ....... AMllt. AMiil. A1191. -.. ... -.. ... ~ ... .. ...... •• it AAA. 

AOTIE,,.,,., 
Tec:hnGIDIW ..... 
002 tEFE'N9E ~ ICSl::EI 0!!0110 tn.m tn.m nt.m tn.m 200,183 tn.ee1 tl0.183 tt.SOO tt,SOO 

m5 MATERW.I TEONJlOOY 080210 11.531 tU37 15,531 20.~7 tt.~1 te.~, tt.~7 a.mo 
aJ7 a.IMVA81UTY ENWaMENT 080212 5,788 5.788 24,291 10,788 5.788 20.788 10,788 5,000 s.cm 
CXJI AV\A TlOH TEOID.OOY Olmlt 45,S44 45,S44 45.S44 5',&44 51.144 5'.&44 51.144 1.300 1.300 
014 IALUITlCI TEC>HX.OOY oemet ~.an 82.177 ~.'11 82.Dn 13.'11 ~.871 82.817 a.cm a.cm 

011 EL..ECmONCI N<J B..EC1RONC telal 090270 19,llM 2'.894 18,894 2'.894 25.894 t8.9'M tt.984 t .mo 3.100 

02 t 9f,,1ACJNilEH?Al OLW.ITY TEONJt.OOY Oll0'111 tl.llM 21.llM 11.884 2UM 21.llM 24.734 28.734 to.mo 10,7S> 7'° n 
021 lc:osTICI TEON100Y oeal71 11.m 31,5152 31,5152 31.5152 M.3152 lt ,5152 34,3152 2.100 um 0 
mt WEDCAl. TEON100Y Olll271 18.578 1318.519 81,578 129.519 Ul.571 te.571 t07,778 31,mo tl.200 z 
oe ..,. .. T£OHJLOOY 0 0 0 0 7,CD> 0 1.cm 7.cm 7,CD> ~ 
111 •Ml.I.A TlOH FACIJTY 0 0 0 0 0 0 I .CD> •.cm a.mo ~ 
~~- ; • rJl 

Q:J2 MEDICAl. li0/NC8> TEOM1.00Y OSlJOO 22.245 22.245 22.245 23.745 21.745 23.745 21,745 f,DJ 4,SOO l,CD> rJl 
~ 

me ~ N«J MlHT10NI liDINCED ttoK>OSJJOO «J,185 S>.M5 43.185 • .3815 •. ,.,, '3,185 55.185 ••• 15.cm I.DI 0 
04t TRACTOR N:D 080301 1,721 1.721 11,721 tt,721 Ult . tt,121 n.12t 5.cm 5,mo z 
OC:S ~ ...... DEFICIENCY IYN:ROME CA1oe0l10 us l .2'8 us 21.CXJI ti.~ 2t.OOI 2t,OOI 24,7S> • 24,7S> > 

~ 
M TMCTOA CAOE oeo:m 20.• 20.• 20.• 20.• 20.tee 24.- 24.tee 4,Cn> 4.cm 

~ mt l.NDllfE WM:FNE N«J MMa MNN«BJ mmeo 1,111 23,111 11.721 21.111 23.121 11,121 21.721 20.mo · 11.cm 

om llA.l. n.fl\AI08E WEAPON 0 0 0 0 I.CD> 0 I.mo I.cm 1,000 n 
t• lAIER ..... 1'1'EATMEHT 0 0 0 0 0 1.mo 1.cm t.cm t,CDJ 0 

~ 
183 MOSTA~ DllEA3E R£SEA1'CH 0 0 a 0 0 2,000 2,000 2.000 2,000 

~ 
,. ~ ~ RE9EAACH 0 0 0 a 0 0 lS,000 25,000 25.000 I 
T_...~ rJl 
ml MNNCBJ Nm-TANC WEAPON IY8TEMI 0 ••• 0 t37.000. 0 0 137.cm 131,000 137.cm trj 

071 NtVY MTA ~ l'tl1al ommt tl,534 11.!34 11.!34 11,!34 22.534 11,534 22,!34 J.cm 1.cm z 
an ~NtO MEA Alt OEf'EHIE tFMOI l'tl1al cmJ7S 17.311 17,311 17,317 17,317 17,3117 107.317 107,317 10,000 to.DOD > 

~ 
Olt A'M TION ·ADV 0E¥ oeo:m 13.121 13,lll 13,128 13,128 '4,121 13.128 '4,121 1,100 1,100 trj 

015 OC...T 19N1CE .....an OOWUTER IY8TE 0803m 24.IJS 24,8315 24,8315 24,IJS 21.8315 24.831!1 21.8315 4,000 4,000 

Oii .aff TACTlCAl. F\mlH ~ OllGCl2 t~.n5 1m.n5 108.175 tOl,275 tOl,291 115,275 115,275 e.ooo 
ml llElLllil TACT'ICM. ~ 080480 n.m 20,171 23,411 23,478 20.m 23,411 23.411 U,SJO tt,a> 

10I a...T F9l»Q, a.ontNQ. N#J IQl.9IWJfT Dm47t uee uee t.nl l.lel 11.1151 11.ml 11,ml ti.cm 11.mo 

10I NCJK.aYSTal TMNG ~ • B«J CEV Gm(11 91.2111 5t,2111 11.2111 11,2111 37.IOO 11,291 11.291 10.cm 10.cm 

114 AUTOMATIC TlilT ~ DE'WLOPIBfT Dm474 t1.132 11,132 1t.132 11,132 11,132 1t,132 t1.m 7,cm 1.cm 
111 TllACTOllt flUI Ol!I041I •.m •.173 101,113 101,173 tOt,113 1'2.573 1aun 315.000 31,G> 1,«D 

120 .DIHT ~MOET AnACK MOM 1080411 •.n1 •.721 n.121 n.121 •.721 n.nt •.121 25.cm 20.cm 

t 22 A'M T10N • ENl CEV oeom 12.517 12.517 12.5'7 1U17 '4,017 11,517 14,017 1,SOO t,SJO a 
115 LCHleOW • B«J C.:V a.>411 233.201 m .201 217,701 217,701 244,20t m.201 254.20t M.DJ 2t,OOO ("';) 

~ 

143 OCWT \9tlCl..E IW..OweefT MOORAMI mmn 28.713 89.113 21.713 94,113 71,013 21.713 71,013 95,cm 41,300 0 

144 ~ CXWTAa. IYSTDI o:xn74 31,431 )1,431 31,431 311,431 ll.431 31,431 •.431 5,QOD a.cm ~ 
1S> .,_ ~ DEFBm ~ IWftOW9En020* 53,042 53,042 51.042 51,042 53.042 51.042 51.042 s.cm S.000 "'1 

N 
1Wlm t.NOWl'OE flRalB.1.NfT*10 0 0 0 I.CD> 0 0 l,(DJ I .mo I .CD> "Oo 
1911r2m COllllllWONC> OONTROl \9Cl.E 0 0 0 15.mo 0 0 15.cm 15,000 ta.cm 

N 
~ 
~ 
~ 
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'"""' "1111 CONGMl8IONALADDmONI TO DOD REQUUTI: ROTIE 
0 
O"' 

11tun••Ml1of.._.I ~ 
"'I ........ M...e ~ N ......... .._ ...... ...... ...... ...... ..... ~> ~ ~> .. O::i 

,. .. w ..... 'h IUI .. AMa. AMea. AMI\. ..,. . ..... ...... ........ ........ Au8t. N 
~ 
~ 

11711• ATACI RE8TRUCT\N 0 0 0 «>.000 0 0 40,000 «>.000 «>.000 ~ 

200 M'EGRATB> CE\9.C., TEST I lRAM«a IYI 0 0 0 15.000 0 0 0 15,000 
201 .:x.olER ENWCEWENT ~ 0 0 0 11,000 0 0 0 11.000 

°"""*Ide .............. 
114 RNC> MROYO CENTER CBJ510 tl.'74 2'2.'74 13.IOO 22.B> 21.leO tl.'74 11.'74 2.178 
115 ARVY kWAJAL.Elt ATa.L oea5lO t11,484 111.484 171,484 t•.114 111,484 180,114 1I0.114 11.!!00 
170 TEOIO..OOYAHD~W: tB o.J5eO 43.117 •.127 43,117 41,127 •.121 43,127 41.127 5.000 5,000 

tit ~AlOOWUAHCE·flROOI Olll5l5 52,474 12.474 ~.474 12.474 12.474 ~.414 ~.474 10.000 

1• NlU9TRW. PREPIMEDES8 CJ7om1 21.058 21.058 0 21.ml 21.ml 0 21,1l51 1.mo 7,000 
~ 

TOTAl OF ~ACOTIOHr 51,521 suoo 1)4,!llJ 0 z 
C°) 

~ RDTIE..., CFJ 
CFJ ,.,...., .... ..... 
0 

CXM ILWACE .. TIDHllOOY cm:Jt2 17,00I ll.OOI 11,00I ll,OOI ll.OOI ll.CIOI ll,OOI 15.000 tS,000 z 
(XJI IYlltMI llJIPCRT TEOHlLOOY Ollm3 I0.~1 '7.521 I0,521 17.521 57.000 I0,52t n.ooo 7.000 > 
015 OCEAN AHJ ATMO 9PI EltiC ll.llPORT TEDIQ. cm:JG •.n4 ... 124 38,724 ... n• ... 724 38,724 4il,724 5.000 e.cm ~ ......... ..,.,..,, ... , .. 

~ cm lllECICAI. CE\9.0PMENT DllD70 11,222 n.m 11.m 31,222 31.m 31,222 37,222 21,000 21,000 

011 GENERIC lOOll'TlCI RID TB>HllOOY DBIC» oms7t 13,121 2029 13.121 1U21 21.329 13.121 14.421 .., .., ~ 
0 

D:l1 C3 ~AH:BJ TIDNJLOOY oaD1I 1,l1l 1,313 un 1.m 0 1,313 11,313 15.000 15.000 ~ .............. 0 
CDI TRllENT I m>m eum 7Um eum 11,m> 7Um 11,lOl sum 15.000 I , .... ,...... CFJ 

ttl 
cm MIC CHEW~ Ta::H«l.OOY ommt 10.• ts.• 10.• 

,,,_ 
15.- 10.• 15.- 5.000 5.000 z 

OM NAVf NNNCSJ t£OHCAl F10HTBt 0 0 0 0 eo.ooo 0 :J.000 2,000 2,000 > 
Gel TACTICAL~ 1111130CJP'N-..NCE mme 15.574 nn4 :J4.n4 :J4.n4 21.n4 15.514 15,574 I.JOO ~ 

ttl 
cm MtNE~NTIATMFlH> 0 0 30.000 20,!!00 0 0 0 20.!!IOO 

Oil LOW 008'T Nfn.NiDIATION IEBca 0 4.000 0 4,000 •.cm 0 4.000 4.000 4,000 

061 NNN«BJ•M•RINENIN~ .., 11.m 31.m 31,232 nm 31,000 :st.m «>.m 1.000 1.000 

09 ...wmA'MTION IYl1Dll mm1 tt.440 11,440 tt,440 tt,440 0 11,440 1U40 4,400 4,400 

• IOINll:S)••WtC IYITD1 ~cmm 315,121 35,121 15,121 !!115.121 25,(D) 315.121 315.121 20.000 

Ol'2 MfiE~Nn\TNEFUC> 0 0 0 0 0 20.D tl.IOO 11.IOO 11.IOO 

OM MARIE OOAPI CllOH>~T......aRT rt cams 8.311 11.111 11,ltl 11,111 13,311 1,311 8,311 2,!!IOO 

Oii NNNCE!D ~ CM.9ER CUt 0 2.!!00 0 :J,!!00 2.SJO 2.!!00 2,!!00 2.SJO 2.!!00 

101 IO#l«m MARN llOlDOCAl l"tSTDI cmJ70 1.• 1.• ··- 4.• 1.• 1.• 4,881 3.000 3,000 

tm oaAH ENCMHEERINO l£ON100Y OEVB..OPlf mD71 '"~ 11,548 13,548 15,548 17,548 tJ,548 15,548 2.000 2,000 

123 ff IY8t&I DE\6..0PllEHT cm421 2UO 32.30 22.343 ll,343 lUO 21.343 lUO 10,000 10,000 

t:J4 LAMP9 cm42t 30,215 30,215 30.215 30,215 M,215 20.290 M.215 4,000 4,000 

121 AIR8CR.E AMI DE\IB...OPUEM8 cm421 25.143 25.Ml 25,143 1.310 0 1.310 18.143 11.m 
OSM22 41.144 12,144 12.144 ~.141 ~.141 51,044 12.144 17,803 41.SX> n:•1 

0 0 31.000 18,000 0 0 0 18.000 ~ 
~ = ();) 
""'1 
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FY1M2 CONGRElllON.M. ADDl110NI TO DOD REQUEIT8: RDTIE ~ 

rttN:iue IMt of dolanl ~ 

~ .......... ~ ..... ....... ...... ....... ..... ....... ........ ..,.., ..,...., ..,...., 
,, ..... ...... .. ....... Aullt. ...... Aalltl. ........ -... ... ......... ..... .. ..... Aueta. 

,JS AIR atEN IY'IT9IS ~CftlEHT DeOC2t 17,3tl 2,.5'8 17.311 21.518 2t.518 '1.318 21.511 4,200 4.200 
t .. ,,. AOUINQ AIR FRAME MISSILE 0 0 5.0DO 5,0DO 5.0DO 0 , .ODO 5,0DO 5.0DO 
1• TOMAHAWK ~ 29.815 28.115 29.815 29.815 32.115 2Ut5 32.815 4.0DO 4.0DO 

tum V-'12AN·'1l ""°" YEM 0 m .ODO 0 m .ODO m .ODO 0 925.0DO 825.<D> 1125.0DO 
15.J ~MIE~-ENO 0 14,0DO I .ODO t4.0DO H .ODO 14,0DO t4.0DO t4.0DO tot.ODO 
151 HAW ST ANlAAO llClfW. PROC:ESSORS oeoeo O.MIS 1.2815 I .MIS I.MIS I .MIS 0 20.• t1 , 100 t1 , 100 
ta auBMARIHE COMBAT IYSTEW oeGm 270.272 270.272 210.212 242,112 ?l(J.172 242.112 297,272 24.300 
tn l.NlUtOED OOtMNT10NAl AIR~ WEJ oeD480 1.388 ••• ··- ··- 2.«X> ··- 10.718 2.«X> 2.«X> 

t 71 MARINE c:xJRPI ~ T V0IClE9 • li'«J DEV ceo485 19, 104 23.004 19,104 23.004 13.004 tl, t04 11,104 um 
('j 

194 FUCED DISTRIBUTED SYSTEM • ENl Oll>471 229,154 229,154 m.154 208,154 118,154 2'3.m 231.m ··- 29.089 0 
1•Ft~11~ D20413 .t52.017 '72.an 472.CJ77 414.077 472.077 311.077 420.0DO 32.0DO z 
200 Wl1.. n.9EH:90R IHT£ORA TION 0 0 2'.m> 23.0DO 0 0 0 13.0DO C') 
202 aRf N:i. c:aimATAHT OACtWa Al«J Wt991l.J 020422 29.411 29.421 21.418 27.221 20,421 27,221 29.421 1,200 ~ 
203 LJaRSEA LINB.1..AHCE IYSTEMS 020Cl1 72.504 12.504 n .SM 81.54 42,54 .... 12.54 3.700 Cfl 

204 S.-.TCMED ~y alNEUAHCE SYITEMI 020Q1 11.822 11.m 11.m 11.m 1.122 21.822 23.m 1.300 t.300 U'l -215 MARINE c:xJRPI OROLN> COMM Tl llJ1PORTN Cl20llll 20.488 24.- · 11.1• 31.718 24.• 21.1• 27,718 11.D> 7,D> 0 
217 1i1MtHE COAPI "'8..llOEHCEI El..£CTAQICS \ Cl20llll 29,XIS 87.e 32.XIS 31,XIS se.e 21.305 29,XIS J.ODO z 
211 WARtf£ ENWaMENT PROGAAM 0 0 12.0DO 0 0 12.0DO ,,,000 12.000 ,2,000 > re 
'1l1 C1AS3IFB> PAOORAM 0 0 34.900 515,(DJ 0 0 0 es.coo 

~ 217 c:em.RDf 0 o. 0 0 0 90.000 23,000 23.CXIJ 23,(DJ 

m ID/Nan D9\D"IAILl l'YSTEM8 0 0 0 20.000 a 0 0 20.000 ('j 

m .. 1e1 CEflHE 0 0 a 0 a 0 22f.OOO '1l1.000 '1l1.CXIJ 0 
214 ~ TACTICAi.. Alt lAlH>4EI> CBXJY 0 0 0 0 0 0 11,000 n .ooo n.m> ~ 

0 • a .. .,...,.,u .. • I l9S l.AtlER COMMl.HCA 1lON9 0 0 0 0 0 0 ,0,000 10.000 10.000 Cfl 
0.. Id I Ma.Ian a.wort tT'l 

241 111ARN CXJRPI OPBU TlOHI NW. Ym OMlJP oea5,5 4.157 4,1157 4,157 4.,. 4,,. 4.t57 4,157 3112 z 
2Q CENTER RlR •VAL NW. YIE9 oem1s 24.321 21,12, 24.32t 21,181 M.181 24.321 2021 1.115 > 

~ 
2'1 AOTIE .. N.:J AlflC:RJ#'T aJIPORT O!I05ll • .34, t01,3"4, 10, .3"41 101.34, 11.000 101,3"41 18.000 15,000 .... tT'l 
29 lhDJST'RW. PAEPMEP'1DI cmm1 2',302 100,m:l 5.0DO 74.«17 100,m:l 5.000 14,«11 • . UJ15 •.105 

, ,0.,079 t.tlD.m 41!12,291 

RDTU.»'-,......., .... 
cm~~~ 080110 203.208 209.208 213.!908 208.208 208,208 tl5.307 20l.20t 1,000 1.000 

CD KAIWf l'ftTDll TECHD..OOY OllOZ20 5.3.m 13.873 53.m 13.m 83.873 5.3.173 Sl,873 10.000 10.m> a 
001 ~ "'°"'1.80N mJ220 s .m 72.:m •.leS 12.m 72.lei5 II.cm 7t.cm J.000 1,100 r.i 

~ 

010 °"" ENllEERWO N#:) 9MAONlilEHTA&. a.w mJ220 1.1 .. 18,7 .. 1.744 11,744 tl.7 .. 1.744 1.744 5.000 0 
O"' 

AIMrad~- c =• ~ 

cm ID/IJCED ~ TlOH1.00Y Olm«) 11.11• 21.tt• t7,t14 22.t14 27,l,4 11.'1• 27.114 5,000 10,000 5,000 ""! 

aJ1 IOINCED WE.vcNI TlON)l.OOY oemeo 57. 152 57, 152 57. 152 51, 152 21.370 57,152 11.m 4,«X> 4.400 """" ... ao 
ml CNL ND SMAONIENTAL EHOIEEMG TEO 080372 12.038 12.038 12.me 12.038 12.008 13,a:JI n .cne 1,(DJ 1,000 

"""" i:.c 
i:.c 
VJ 
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"""' "1ttl CONQRHUONAL ADOlllOHI to 000 REQUEITI: RDT&E 0 
Ct' 

11hamlnd1 of .._.I ~ 
""'l 

~ -..... ~ ,_, 
~ ...... ...... ........ ...... ...... ....... Au99> ~ .-.......> s~:i .,..... ...... ........ Auth. AMth. ~. Aepr!f. An!'!!· Aer!f. ......... .,.,..... ~ ,_, 

\0 
\0 

!lnlligk:~ ~ 

048 ~2 N:NNCSJ TEOHl.OOY BOMBER 080424 1.!183,072 1,!183.071 1.!183.071 1.582.an 1,!183,072 1.!183.071 1,!183.012 200 
-051 IC8M MCXlERNZA TION 080431 

10 IC8M MOOERNZA TIOH CST MT OOliFUAHCE) 4.083 4.0Sl 4.083 14.813 4.083 4.083 4,0ll 10,eaJ 
Olll 9P.AC£TRACK 0102.Q 20.124 20.124 20, 124 20.124 10, 124 22.824 )4,824 t4,!IOO 14,!500 
Teaaa.t~ 

082 ENGINE YCO:l. OERIVATM PAOGAAW (ElllCI') QllOQ1 um 1.022 f'.022 1.022 t.022 t.022 4,022 3.000 3.COJ 
DIM F·t11A l~MEHT 0 m.ooo 0 13.000 83.000 0 42,COJ sum 42,<Dl 
100 TRl-&YC A nACK Wlsel.E ENON 0EVB.. 0 0 3,m:J l .m:J 0 D 0 3,rXIJ 
108 M OEVB..OPUEHT 080427 215.22t 211.221 215.221 117,871 ttl.22t 187,17t 200.011 2.100 ('j 

108 HMOENED TARGET MlHTlONS Oll04.JZ 7,183 7,113 7,t83 7,113 11, 183 7,183 tl,113 1.000 I.cm 0 
2 120 CX>MPUTER RDOURCES lllWWlEMENT TlOH m>474 l .4tt l ,41119 1.418 1.41118 17.418 1.418 t7,41t l.m:J 1.000 ~ 

tJ4 JOWT !UNEll..LN«:EltAAOET An ACK MOM I m>417 JU.~ 311 .~ m.~ 311.~ 308.D!le 311.D 311 .~ s.cm ~ 140 FOUON-OH TACTICAL~ 8Y81 m01J1 ~.~ 17l.~ 88.15.J II.Ml 171.~ ~.'63 II.Ml 32.000 32.000 
1 S4 IEE< EAQlE 0207~ 19,0tO 2t.Ot0 21.010 21.010 IO 

(fJ 
11.0tO 21,080 21,0llO (fJ 

II' J WAWldGCWiUVU • • -0 
1• N4VST M Ol..'*l POllTlONIG SYSTal (IPN:l IDO!S 11 52.005 $2.005 $2,00!5 70, 10S $2,00!5 10. 10IS !2.00!5 11. 100 2 
O..a .... ...., ..... > 
tt4 N:NNCEIJ lM.fDf IYSTDI 080440 147,744 12,1'4 !l>.cm '°·cm D '°·cm 515.000 5,axJ ~ 

209 REAL. M<riH It liWNT'9Wa • RDTIE Da0588 u~. tn to1.1n lll5.1n 101.1n to1.1n 1m.1n 1m.1n 2.axJ ~ 215 TIT N4 f/Pliia LALN:H \9«:l.E8 IDO!S14 143.815 143.115 143,815 143.115 • . 115 113,115 1~.415 t,!!00 1,!500 ('j 
2lO HlUSTRIAL PREPMEDE8I 07mlt !!O.m 110.m 0 80.535 110.535 0 ao.m to.cm 10.<Dl 0 
225 EXIMER lAIER 0 0 0 0 30.cm 0 15.cm 15.<Dl 15,ID> ~ 

tj 

TOTAL Cl ~MX>fTO.- 180,700 11115, 100 81.780 I 
(fJ 
tTl 
2 

"°'IE. o.i I UI > 
T~lll4M ~ 

tTl 
001 OEfEH9E AEIEMOt ICIENCD 080110 •.280 108.280 1115,., 101,080 t08.2SIO 1115.058 113.SO 12.D 25.300 12.!!00 
cm \HVERS!rt AE!END4 HTIATl\U oeotto 11.:sn tl2.J1l t01.37J 112.373 tl2.373 to.580 225.813 1115,CD> 131.D 43,eaJ 
CIM FOCUS KR 0 20.000 0 20.<Dl 20.000 0 20.CD> . 20.CXIJ 20.m:J 
cm ~M. lfl£DAL flROJECT 0 20.CD> 0 20.CD> 20,CD> 0 20.000 20,000 20.<Dl 
OOI 000 eMACHielrAL 81\DO CE\QOPlllEHT 0 10.000 0 5,000 10.ID> 0 5.cm !.CD> 5,000 
007 aF£ACOtO.JCTM llWJNET1C BEROY ITO 0 «>.<Dl 0 20,000 «>.IXX> 0 «>.000 20.000 «>.<Dl 20.000 
010 lllEDCAl. FNE B..EC1"RC* LASER aemn 20,CD> 20,<Dl 20,<Dl 20,000 30.<Dl 20,000 2'3.eaJ 3.ICIJ 3,tlOO 

011 llM Tmc TEONll..OOY 080230 lel.380 lel.380 298.JIO 281.JIO 2ee.JIO 298,380 298,lllb 20,CXX> 20,<Dl 
012 TACTICAl lEOH10CIY 080710 117,800 13:2.800 tl7.800 t20,800 tt7,800 120.800 129.'IOO 3.000 I .CD> l,<XJO 

014 INT£ORA TB> OOMMNO Al«> OONTROl TEOH 080710 315 .~ 1315.~ 315.~ t10,SX> t315,SX> 38,ICXJ 110,!!00 75.000 7'.<XJO 
015 MATPW.I N<J El£C1RONC8 TECHQ.OOY OllX27t 82,QJ8 tJ7,QJ8 UJO.QJ8 t43.0l8 143.aJe 13.aJe 117,US IUD> t25.~ '4,500 

ml us.JilUWt TIWNIG 0 0 10.000 t0,000 0 0 0 10,CXX> 
017 tetUll ME DDTION ...-oRT 0 0 15.CXX> t5.cm 0 0 0 15,axJ 

tD llUTNr:t N.W felE.MCG 0 0 0 0 0 t .000 1,CD> 1,CXX> 1,<XJO 
~ 

1M ~a.ACX oa..L.EGE81 lHYEf'sm 0 0 0 0 0 t5.<XJO 15,000 15,000 15.000 01 
Q 
~ 
~ 
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FY11H CONORElllONAL ADOmONI TO DOO REQUEITa: ROT&E 
fltlaUIMdl of ..... 

~ ...... ........ 
MnlR. ....... ...... ...... ...... ..... ....... Aulh.> ~> ~, ,. .... ...... lll1uu• Aull. Alllt. Alllt . ....... ....... ....... Ria ... " ... ...... 

131 US. JN'~ MANAOEMeNT TRA...O 0 0 0 0 0 10.om 10.om 10.DOD to.DOD 
AcMnced tlcMdagy ... atcJpf•C 
028 .ONT OOO-OOE llllHT10NS TtOKllOOY OE\1 omJ22 10,280 10.280 24,980 20.DOD 10.290 20.DOD ti, DOD t.740 1,140 
030 AB.OCATAa..E TAROET DETECTION TEON)LOI cm322 10.m> 21.000 10.000 21.000 21.000 10,000 21.000 11.DOD ti.DOD 
032 ~AW:Sl SlalARIE TECHQ.OOY 0 20.000 e.ooo e.DOD 75,000 0 75,000 e.DOD 15,CIJO 30,CIJO 
033 PRE-OOMPETITM TEOl«llOOY ~OP 0 !IO,DOD too.cm too.DOD !IO.cm 75.000 ID.DOD too.cm ID.DOD 
031 LASER ~MlHCAnoNS 0 0 20,000 to.DOD 0 0 0 10.cm 
041 COOPERATM DOOYA MEDICAL R£SEAROf 0 20.000 0 20.DOD 20.DOD D 20.om 20.cm 20.DOD ~ 

0 
04o4o045 cx:NJOllD' TED DOD IOFlWARE lhtTIA TM 08037S S>,832 ID.Im 90.832 ID.m I0.1132 44.032 ID.Im 30.cm 30.DOD z 
048 MEDCAI. RE9EAA04 0 30.000 0 30,DOD 30.om 0 to.om 30.DOD ta.DOD· C) 
051 CTACS 0 0 !IO.DOD !IO.DOD 0 0 0 90.DOD ;; 
053 8PEC&A&. OPERAT10HI ~NCBJ TtOKllOO' ttlGIO 13.700 11,700 11,800 11.700 tl.100 15.700 tl,700 3,DOD 3.DOD CJ) 

057 STRATEGIC BMROMiefTAL RelEAA04 PAOORAM 0 0 too.cm :la.DOD D 115.000 :I0,000 !IO.DOD SJ.DOD CJ) -Ollt ECOMER lA9ER TEOH:l.OOY 0 0 5,000 10.DOD D D 0 10,000 0 
ar-.;o siragrwne z 
058 AIR OEf'EN9E NTlATM Olm14 2n.cm tn.cm 211,000 UM.DOD 113.000 213.om 207,000 43,000 > 

~ 
T.-..PftVWM 
094 PHY5'CAl. a:aJRfTY EQM'tllENf oeaJ22 31.8'28 ID.1'21 31.1'21 ID.1'21 ID.Ile 31,121 ID.Ile 21,DOD 2t,DOD ;; 
Ol5 JOfHT R080TK:S PfW:>QRAM 080370 20.7«> 20.7«> 30,140 2U40 20.740 20.740 20.740 5,DOD ~ 
OlllS aASSIFIB> PAOClRAM • CJI oamrt 5,300 5,300 5.300 5.300 10.300 5.300 10.300 5,DOD 5.DOD 0 
Ol7 NC»MCCAJSTIC AM 0 0 40.DOD 52.om too.DOD 30.000 G,IOO 52.DOD a.a :::c 

ti 
OlllS AJM~ OON9C1~TED PROORAM mcmt G,711 G.711 43.711 43.711 70. 131 G,71t 12.331 11.!lal tl,9 I 073 llit08f.E OF'F9HOA£ IA.SE 0 0 t.000 t.DOD 0 D o . t,000 CJ) 

079 .oHT REMOTB. Y N.DTED WHClEI MOORA~ O'lmt4 81,'82 '14.1182 • .'82 toe.em •.DJ 70.StJ t04,2tJ 31,«1D 35.l!lt tT'.! 
011 IP£CW. OPERATIONI TAC11CAL 8YSTDl9 ~ 1 tCl>40 UM.290 UM,290 213.080 207,080 207.~ 1n.111 20l,2IO 12.IOO 14,000 t.200 z 
<mo 911.0AL OPERATIOHI lfTB.UQ9a ~ 118040 to.837 15,137 15.837 15,137 15.131 to.837 t5,837 5,200 9.200 > 

~ 
Ol7 JOIJHf •MLt.AllON Off1CE 0 0 S>.000 40.000 0 40.DOD .-,,ODO 40,DOD 40.DOD tT'.! 
104 oeaAl llPPORT FOR IOl\JC 0 0 3.DOD 2,000 0 2.000 2,000 2.000 2.DOD 

• J CA 9.t.,.,..,....... 
om CEFBeE RECXHWSIAHC£ ll.fltllORT ACTMT mosts Sl.171 7071 17,179 74.179 14.118 m.m a.m 22.DOD 30,CIJO l.000 

cw.a tda.....,.llWClt 
Diii lll&ANIACT\.RINQ TB:HNC100Y 0 S>.000 lS>.000 too.om SJ.ODO 151,000 t00.000 toD.000 tDD.ODO 

tOIS MNLFAC'1\RNCJ EXTBeON flROOMM 0 0 :IO.m> !I0,000 0 0 0 ao;ooo 
tOI FOMS PAOORAM8 0 0 21.!IOO 21.!IOO 0 27.0DO 27.DOD 2t.em 27.DOD uoo 
101 MNllACl\JRHJ ENOllE'DllG EDUCATION 0 0 25.0DO 25.DOD 0 25.000 25,0DO 25.0DO 25.000 

tal~lfllE~ 0 0 5,DOD 5,DOD · o 5,DOD S,ODO 5,DOD 5,000 0 
11 t GENERAL llJIPCIRT TO CJI 0 0 0 0 15.000 0 1!!,000 15.000 15.0DO ~ 

0 17,DOD 0 17.DOD 11.000 0 11.000 11,000 t7.ooo 
~ 

1.21 IOJISTRW.~ 0 

127 lll08l.E OFF IHOA£ ~ 0 0 0 0 0 D 3,DOD i.oao 3.DOD O" 
('\) 

1J7 ~N.:s:D MATERIALI C) 0 0 ts.om D ts.om ts.DOD 1l000 15,DOD 
...., 

N 
... ao 
N 
'C 
'C 
C,i,j 



(j 

FYttn CONOREUIONAL ADOfTIONI TO DOO ltEQUl!ITI: RDT&E 
0 
z 

f!!a••MI! _,.._.I G') ....... ....... ...... ~ ...... ....... ...... ....... ...... ....... ....... AMiii> ~ ........ Vl ,.,.,.. ...... ...... Aulh. Alie. ~ Am!!· ..... Alp!!. ....... ....... ........ Vl 
~ 

0 
OWrllcapt• ... , .... Ewll, Ollllm z 

> Oillil• k11 Millllon a4lPQlt t-4 
001 camw. 1HT N«J EVAl\.Ai\TION IM:STMENT I oa>484 125,527 125.527 120.527 •.827 15 "'7 •.827 "3.321 3,400 

~ 
t, 115,440 003.M 211.a (j 

0 
:;d 

TOTAL • lllE9EAROt. DEV. TEST I EVAL f 
T~ 31.211.!ll «>. 705.!514 «J,215,709 «>.OM.em 37, tllS. tt3 31.m ... 31.401.m 135,010 110,:.0 Vl 

'*'·--- 31.UUll «J.10!5. !514 40.215.70I CJ.OM.em 37, 115,113 31.m ... 3'.«Jt.m 135,070 180,:.0 t'r.I z 
TOTAL OF OONOM80W. AIXJfTlCN8 TO ADTIF 3,0tl,741 3.1~.712 944,417 > 

~ 
t'r.I 



~ 
en 
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FY1tt2 CONORElllONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
~ 
~ 

lthounnd• of c1o11 .. 1 
AlftOUllt ........ Amount 

~ HouM ..... IMd.al HouM ....... lnecW Ault> Approp.> Approp.> ,,.,.,_ ........ Ault. Auth. Auth. Approp. App!p. !ppr!p. " ...... " ...... Aull. 

t.w.JTARY CONSTRUCTION 
MllWy~ MfflJ 
Mlifarcoiwflldon 
010 NHsTON~D90T AL 

30 MISSU MAMVWa fACIUTY 1/ 0 5,500 uoo uoo 5,500 S.500 9,500 uoo 9,900 

030"JMW~ N(. 

30~MJ.DNNC! 0 0 0 0 0 0 uoo uoo uoo 
cm FORT ROWUl80H M n 

10 UPGRADE PH't'ICAL mNESI cunt .. 0 0 1,000 7,000 0 7.000 1,000 7,000 7,000 0 
2 

085 FORT Rl.EY Kl C') 
20 WATER OISTRllUT10N MCHT'OftNQ IYITEM 0 0 800 IOO 0 IOO 0 IOO ~ 

t 15 ABERCEEH PR<WNJ OROlN> .., CJ) 

30 PHYSCAL FTTNUI CEHTEJll 0 0 uoo uoo ., uoo uoo uoo uoo CJ) 
'""4 

t20 FORT NTOIE .., 0 
2 

20 fM STATION 0 0 t,500 t.500 0 t,500 uoo t,900 uoo > 
t30 fORT LEONMD WOOO MO t""' 

20 CHLO OEVELOPMEHT CINftR 0 0 0 0 3,050 0 ''°'° 3;050 3,mD ~ 
t45 WHTE INDS MIUU ~ ... n 

20 M.RIAl. CMlf ftANGE 0 0 0 use 0 0 uoo .... 1,800 0 
. t41 f'ORT ORUM NY ~ 

d 
to Y.Jl~ tiW:HN! ou-. ~ · 0 2.!IOO 0 2.)!90 uoo 0 2.-» 2.-» 2,lGO I 
:ZO AUTO MCORD 01' ARE 9'N«llE 0 2,100 0 2,100 2,100 0 2,tOO 2,too 2,too CJ) 

'° f'N«)~ 0 t,850 0 US> t,850 0 1,1'0 1,1'0 US> tr'l 
2 

155 UIMUTMV~ NY > 
10 ~TMTlOH 8lJl..DN) ~TION · 7,300 7,300 uoo 1,800 7,300 1,800 uoo uoo t,!IOO ..., 

t?S LETTER9CENN'f MWf OEPOT PA 
tr'l 

to WJNTION~ctwtt 0 3,t50 3,150 '·''° 3,150 3,190 S,t50 '·''° '·''° t71 ~NWtDUOT PA 
to ~IMT!JMl.l'TQMQlf/C 0 uoo 0 uoo uoo 0 uoo uoo uoo 
20 TACTlCAL COYIOH!HT MBlA.D f ACUTY t/ 0 1.200 1.200 . 1.200 1,200 1.200 1.200 1.200 1.200 
,. fORT llUll TX 

to IMMCICI MOD 0 10.IOO 0 10,IOO tt,flr 0 tt,IOO 10,IOO tt,IOO um 
20~MOO 0 11,IOO 0 tt,IOO 10.800 0 10,IOO tt,IOO tO,IOO 

30 ftEPfltOQfll 'ODG M.lD#Nd. 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.000 5,000 9,000 0 
(") 

tea fCRT HOOD TX ~ 

0 
«> IAMAOCI a.amNZATION 0 15.200 0 19.200 15.200 0 tS.200 19.200 ts.200 O"' 

~ 

200 ~ M4!ft Miit DEPOT TX ""t 

10 O!HEJW. fl\JNIOle WMEHOUIE ti 0 t,100 t,100 t,100 t,100 t.tOO t,100 t,too 1.100 "-

20 HYDftt.l.UC apt N.. T!ftA TIONI t/ 0 820 820 l20 . 820 820 820 820 920 
,.Oo 

"-
"° "° ~ 
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~ FYtH3 CONORESllONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY ... ao 
<: 

(thouund1 of dollaNI 
._ 

~ 

~ 
i:.o 

AmcMtl Amounl Amounl i:.o 

~ 
~ 

3 
Ml*. Houee ..... !MCW Houle ....... !MCW Aulh.> ApprGp.> ,.,,. 

c..: ,.., ... !t!qU!!! Auth. Aulh. Al.eh. Aelnp. Aep!'Op Aelnp. !t!qU!!! R!9U!!! Auel. 
'° 

MILITARY PERSONNEL 
~ ......... ,.,,, 

TOA 23,372.900 NA NA NA 23,t53,IOO 23.238,700 23,238,457 NA NA 
f AJ n 
App; up .... 23,372.800 NA NA NA 23,t53,IOO 23,238,700 23,238,457 NA NA 0 ...,p ....... ..., z 
TOA 11.141,570 NA NA NA tl,521,200 tl.231,710 11,221,584 NA NA ~ 
f AJ Vl 

Vl 
App;cpMb• tl,Mt,510 NA NA NA 18,520,200 . tl.23t,110 tl.228,584 NA . NA '"'"4 

0 
~ .............. CGrpe z 

TOA 1,104,IOO NA NA NA e.uuoo 5,173,700 s.eeo.• HA NA > 
~ 

f AJ 
~ ,..,.,. ...... 1.tcM.IOO NA NA NA 1,113.200 S,173,700 ,,.., ... HA NA n ...,p •• , .... ,.. 0 

TOA tl.147,IOO HA NA NA tl,9113,«10 tl.520.IOO ta.m.- HA NA ~ 
~ 

f AJ I 
.-..... ...... tl.147,IOO HA HA NA tl,183,«10 tl,520,IOO tl.522.113 HA NA Vl 

l:Ti 

R..w Pei••lll. Alfflt z 
> 

TOA 2.t47,eo HA NA HA 2.tl7,100 2,211,880 2.110,• HA ZJ.011 NA ..., 
f AJ 

l:Ti 

,.,.,. ...... 2.t47.• HA HA NA 2.117,700 2,211.180 2.t10,• HA 23,011 HA 
R..w,_,., ... ..., 

TOA t,04,527 HA NA NA 1.111.000 t,S72.m 1.853.200 HA tl,173 HA 

FAJ 
AflfA+ ..... t,134.527 . NA NA NA t,171,000 t,m.m t,llS3.2DO HA tl,IT.1 NA 

R..wPawa ... ...._C.,. 
TOA M>,t32 NA NA NA M.IOO 341,832 345,S:zl HA 5,»t NA 

f AJ 
At+ ...... 340,t32 HA. NA NA M,800 341,832 se.sa HA 5,»t NA 

~ 

°' 0 = ~ 
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FY1H3 CONGRESSIONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
(thouunch of dollar11 

Amount Amount Amount 
Adrift. HouM ....... !Mded Houee ..... !Meted Aull> ~ ...... 

P'IVf!Wh .......... Auth. Auth. Aulh. Appr!p. Aeprop Appr!p. ........ ........ Aulh. 

R...-.. PWIMI ... »force 
TOA m,1t1 NA NA NA 735~ 777,211 721,0tl NA NA 
FAJ 
AppiapWlua• m.ua NA NA NA 735,200 777,211 721,011 NA NA 

....... GUiid ,,. ...... Anfff ("") 
0 

TOA 3.117,100 NA NA NA um.a 3,212.513 3,231,102 NA n.em NA z 
FAJ 

G') 

Appiap ..... 3,117,100 NA NA NA um.a 3~513 3,231,102 NA n.em NA ~ 
V> • 

....,,_.~,,. .. , .... »Force '.."'-~'" · ~ 
TOA t,188,800 NA NA NA t,111,300 1.111.m 1,1•.100 NA NA 0 · z 
FAJ > 
AflfAup;lllta• t.1•.• NA NA NA t,111,300 t,tl7,122 t,tll.100 NA NA r-4 

TOTAL· taJTARY PERIOHNEL ~ 
TOA 71,182.028 NA NA NA 71,888.:a> 11.•.m 11,2'1S,025 NA NA n 

0 
f AJ :::0 

Appiaplllcw• 71,182.028 NA NA NA 11,888,200 11.•.m ll,27S,025 HA NA ~ 
I 

V> 

OP£MTIOHAHO~ 
tr:! z 

Oper. a......._. Miit > 
TOA 11.m,1315 15,087,408 · tS,979.215 · tS,387,112 tUOl,111 tS.8152.tll tl,171,411 m .a ~ 

tr:! 

f AJ (1,•.ooot (1,•.ooot (t,•.ooot (t,•.ooot (2.221,000J (2.221,000J 

AfJ91aplllcw• '5,387,1315 13,Slt,408 14,193,215 13,101,112 12.D,1• 13,423.111 t3,442.4tl 

Oplr. I Mmlrt.. ...,, 
TOA 20,llM,974 tl,t3t,31M 20,231,111 11.302.• tl.212.M tl,3815,29 tum.ca 

FAJ t4>,t00 14>,100 14>,100 14>,tOO ('IM,500) (IM,500) 

AHw+lllci• 20,135,CJ74 tl.211 ... 20,371,211 11,532.881 tl.212.M tl,280,791 tl,tOl,9'51 

Oplr. I MIN.......,. C.,. a 
TOA t,M,1'28 t,!88.300 t,4'2.515 t,987,511 t,Gt,100 t.Stt.211 t,4't,m n 

~ 

f AJ (31.000I (31.000I (31.ooot (31,000J (Sl,500) (Sl,900) c 
<::t" 

t,957,300 t,453,StS t,551,stS t,Gt,100 t,452.711 t.3113.131 
(":) 

AWfap ..... t,D,1'28 "'1 ._ 
-.Oo 
._ 
<:.o 
<:.o 
~ 
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FY1H3 CONGRESSIONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
...... 

,.Oo 

(thouunda of dollara) ...... 
i:.o 

Amounl Amount Amount i:.o 
~ 

MnM. HouM ..... b9cW HouM ....... !..W ,.., ApprGp.> ~ 

"•·· ........ A.IA A.IA AIA !ppop. Appop Appop. ........ ........ Aulh. 

Oplr. I Milt.» Farm 
TOA tl,m:J,005 t5,885,t34 17,324,477 17,040,857 11,141,180 1U7Utl te,•1,040 . 

f AJ (448,000) (448,000) (448,000) (448,000) (112,000) (112.000) 

~ ...... 17,585,005 t5,G7,t34 11,878,477 tl,58'2,857 tl,14t,180 11,204,211 tl,008,040 
("') 
0 

1,083,000 1,lt3,004 l,434,805 1,Jte.m l,413,3t0 1,791,325 . 1,m,004 m,111 z 
~ 

(50.000) (50,000) (50,000) (50,000) ~ 
AUN+ ..... • 1.cm.000 l,SSJ,OIM 1,384,805 1.298.m l,413,3t0 e,ne.m 1,111,004 m.m U'J 

U'J 
OfRoe '11 .. lnlpedaf o.w.I ~ 

0 
TO-' 128,000 2tUOO 125,500 t25,200 2t8.100 129,000 128,000 800 z 
f AJ > ........ 128,000 211,800 125,500 125,200 211,1'00 128,000 129,000 IOO 

t-4 

Opw .• Mllrt.. Mrrt .... ~ 
TOA -- IOt,211 1.cm.m t,ot.c,m .t.033,IG 1,011,181 t,cm,525 24,473 •.225 ZS.152 

("') 

0 
f AJ ~ 

t:l 
4P&•""'• ll0,300 IOt,211 t,cm.m t,ot4,m t,033,142 t.ote.• t,031,125 24,413 •.m ZS.152 I 

Opw .• MllllC....., ..... U'J 
tT'l 

To.\ m.100 152.1'00 171,712 -·- 144,0. m,111 ..,,745 12,712 z 
FAJ > 

~ 
Af;pcplllti• 152,100 152,lOO 171,112 -·· 144,0. .,, .. -.1e t2,712 tT'l 

Ops •• Mllrt.. ...... c.pe ....... 
TOA 74.100 1S,ll50 74.121 75,171 71,592 74,820 11PQ 47t a.no 2.• 
FAJ 

At+ ........ 74,100 75,ll50 74,821 n.m 71,1582 74,820 npa 47t 3.110 2.• 
Ops. I l.tlK. »,... ..... 

TOA t,211,123 t,214,123 t,213,887 t,214,217 t.20Ut2 t,1tt,174 t,115,az.t 

f AJ 

Al¥•""'• t,211,123 t,214,123 t,213,117 t.214.217 t,208,312 t,111,174 t,t•.az.t 

~ 

°' = = °' 
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FY1H3 CONGRESSIONALADDIT10NS TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
fthouunda of dola.n) 

~ Amount Amaunl 
AdnWI. ..... .... eMCW ........ ....... !Mdld Aull.> AppNp.> ....,. 

'"+•H ...... AIA ~ AaA Approp. Approp Approp. .,....... ......... Aull. 

Oplr. I MIH., Mrrt Nlft Oun 
TOA 2.tS4,tOO 2.211,100 2,25t,213 2.231,0tJ 2.2tUIO 2.ttt.m 2.2SS.m t03,lt3 t21,m t1,lt0 

f AJ 

AAA+ .... • 2.tS4,tOO 2.2tl.100 2.25t,213 2.231,0t3 2.2tl,580 2.ttt,m 2.Z55.m '°'·"' t21,m t7,lt0 
(i 
0 

()pit. I Milt.» Nlft 0'8nl z 
C") 

TOA 2.552.824 2,SSt,124 2.5t2.41'5 2.5t3,t7S 2.D.250 2.40,CDI 2.40.• ~ 
f AJ CFJ 

Af'iAup ..... 2.952.824 2.!St,124 2.5t2.415 2.5t3,t1S 2.D.250 2.40.cm 2.40.-
CFJ 
~ 

0 
Mii Prdol. Amrt z 

TOA 2.100 2.100 2.700 2,700 2,100 2,lOo 2,100 > 
~ 

f AJ 
~ At>fJlupllL• 2.100 2.100 2,700 2.100 2,100 2.100 2.100 
(j 

cut of...,~ Olllrm 0 
TOA 9,IOO 5,800 s.m s.m l,aJO 1.m 1.100 ., ~ 

tJ 
f AJ I 
l+fJluplllcw• l,IOO uoo s.m s.m l,IOO 1,883 uoo ., CFJ 

t'T'l 
l&nnw~ z 

TOA 2,000 2.000 2,000 2.000 2.000 2.CDI 2.DOO 2.000 > 
~ 

f AJ t'T'l 

Af;puplllcw• 2.000 2.000 2,000 2.000 2,000 2.000 2.000 2,000 

Emlla11•.a. R I llrlii f\nl. Olllr9 
TOA· t,513,200 t,513,200 t.lt3,2DO t.113.200 IOt.200 t,ltt,100 t.1 •• 100 

f AJ C812.ooot (912.ooot 
At+ ...... IOt.200 IOt,200 t,113.200 t,513,200 IOt.200 t,ltt,100 t.1•.100 112,000 •.aoo ....... , 

11 -
TOA t3.000 ~3.000 25,000 25,000 ts.ooo 25,000 a.cm ttooo ts.cm 1.cm a 
f AJ 

<":> 
t"o;.. 

0 

~ ..... t3.000 13.000 25,000 25,000 ts.cm 25.000 -~ 12.000 tS.000 uoo O"' 
~ ...., 

N 
,.Co 

N 
\0 
\0 
~ 
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FY1HJ CONGRESSIONAL ADDIT10N9 TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY N 

lthouaand1 or dollara} ,.Oo 

~ Amount Amaunl 
N 
~ 

MIM. ..... ...... l!necW ..... ..... e...-. AueL> ~ ...... ~ 
~ ,.,.,. !!!qU!I! Aun.. Aulh. A&A. - Afprop. AePop Afpr!p. !!!qU!I! ,,...... Auel. 

Drug ....... ,a c.rilf-Dq Ad., D 
TOA t,213,«JO t,213,«JO 1,213,«JO t.283.«JO 1,291,800 1,251,200 t.t«J,851 

f ~ 

App+~· 1,283,CJO 1,213,CJO t.293,CJO 1.283,CJO t,29t,800 1,251,200 l,ICJ,851 

Wartd~O.... ("') 

TOA 1,000 e.ooo 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 0 z 
FAJ C') 

App ........ 8,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 ~ 
w..tdC.·tlMM rJJ 

rJJ 

TOA 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 t,000 -0 
f AJ z 
At¥ ...... 1,000 1,000 1,000 t,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 > 

~ 
°""99Hlllllll ...... g; 

TOA 11611_,l/IR l,Olt,424 1.sn.m 1,151,ml um.m 1,213,221 1,242.572 a.m ("') 

FAJ 0 
~ 

At¥ ...... •Jm.lllS7 l,Olt,04 IJm.m 1,19,CDI um.m 1,213,221 1,2G.512 a.m tj 

..... '"""" ......... Dlllrm I 
TOA 3.122.ra 2.m.0'21 t.a>.aa t,l20,021 t,D>,Q21 

rJJ 
tTl 

FAJ (112.ooot (CJ0,000) z 
> 

~ .... 3,CZ2.11Z t.n>.aa t,112D,Q21 t.a>.aa t,DJ,021 >--1 
tT1 

TOTAL· OP£M110M MO IMlfTINANC! 
TOA• ... ,. I0,3tt,t• a.-.Ttl 12.7m.402 a. ... 417 14,518.270 a.-.1• I00,114 

FAJ C2.....-oot CZ.484.IOCJt ,, .l82.IOOt (t,112.Mq P.•.CJOOt (3.454.000) 

.-.... ...... a..o.M 77,111,211 lt,103,111 IO,llS.S>2 12. ... 417 I0,830,210 11,lt&.t• 

PROCUMMENT 
Malll. Pu==•• .. Mitt 

TOA t.211.291 l,!Ot,Zll t.328.a 1,5153,D t,414,B t.251.eG t,441,IG -- t110,Sl3 

FAJ ....... t.at.2!11 t,901,a t.328,D t,9153,D , ......... t.2'8,142 t,441,142 292,8'0 UI0,513 

~ 
~ 
Q 

= '1 
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FY1H3 CONGRESSIONAL ADDf110N9 TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
lthouund1 of dolla'91 

Amount Amount Amount 

AdrMI. HouM ..... Enected HouN ..... !Meted Aulh.> ~ ........ 
'"'*" "!Cfl!!! Auth. AIA Auth. Aperop. Appop Aperop. ........ ........ Auth. 

....... ~Amrt 
TOA 982.298 1,oSl,UO 1,031,803 1,118,852 1,130,004 1,022.121 1;m1,., 138,354 ··-FAJ 
Appaptlllb• ~ um.uo 1,031,lm 1,ttl.852 t,130,004 1.022.121 t,m1,., 138,354 ··- n 

0 
~ GIW&TCV, Amrt z 

TOA 823,44t 138.Mt 830,Mt m,154 80'1,881 m.m 121.• 254,313 211.M 43;835 Ci 

FAJ ~ 
CJJ 

Appaptllol• 823,44t 138,Mt 830,Mt m,154 807,• m.m 12t.- 254,313 . 211.M a.m CJJ -
~GI Alnnu6ll\ Amft 0 

z 
TOA 823,800 040,007 184,290 821,444 1,t1'5,433 707,teo t,OIM.290 1,844 210.• 284,111 > 
f AJ ~ 

AtJiAaplllL• 123,800 . 040,007 184.290 821,444 1,t1'5,03 707,180 t,OIM.290 1,844 210.• 294,ltl ~ 
Cl.-~,,,,,,, 

n 
0 

TOA 3,083,D 3,151,lm 3,03U20 3,121,4152 3,022.IS7 2.171.311 3,oa.cm 315,944 ~ 

f AJ 
Cj 

I 
AtJiAopWb• 3,083,D 3,151,lm 3,032..220 3,121,4152 3,022.fJllJ'I 2.17Utl 3,oa,cm 315,M4 CJJ 

tTl 
MawR~..., z 

TOA . 8,853,811 8,3152.187 S.950.417 5,809,385 1,838,121 S,134,208 l,OllS,213 ...... > 
~ 

FAJ tTl 

Appop ..... 1,8153,871 8,3152.187 uso.m s.•.• l,D,t21 1,134,208 l,021,2t3 121,111 

VJq .~..., 

TOA• 3.711.leO 3,129,B 3,531,M 3,100.• 3,337,412 3,993,ttS 3,1'0,111 41,747 ea.• 
f AJ 
Appoplllca• 3.711.B 3, T.Z8,ll50 3,538,M 3,100,088 3,337,412 3,583,ttS 3.1'0.111 4t,747 .,,. 

Utl.412 •.•.m 5,529,483 5,8,883 5,513.23t 1,521,322 1,171,211 ...... •.111 tl,824 a 
f AJ t,I00,000 ~ 

~ 

1.311.412 e.so.m 1.528.• 1,8,883 7,41U3t l,S21,322 1.111:ar ...... ..... tl,e::M 0 ............ O"' 
~ 
""'I 

N 
.. ao 
N 
~ 
~ 
~ 
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FY1H3 CONORElllONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY ""'j 

........ 
lthousand1 of dol .. ral .. ao 

Amount Amount -....... ........ 

AdnM. Houee ....... . EMCtld Houee 
<:o ....... e..... Aulh.> Appnp.> -..... <:o 
~ 

"••" .,.,..... Auth. Aulll. Aulh. -... AeP!P -... ....... ....... Aula. 

oe. Proanrnn...., 
TOA s.•.et3 5,7'51,119 5,122.293 1.eeo.-.. 1,174,(., 5,821,t52 1,115,325 
f AJ 
AJiiA•Wkl• 5.•.113 5,751,119 1.122.283 5',880,184 1,174.~ 1,821,152 UtS,325 

Plaanmdt ...... c.pe 
(j 

TOA 581,541 931.241 aao,t21 ra.m m.t21 121.m 124,807 ' f41,111 238,oet ..... 0 
f AJ z 
AMA•1161• •.se l:Jt.241 l80,t27 ra.m m.121 m.m 124,807 t4t,11t 231,0lt ..... ~ 

~ 
~ Prac:uwnn. ~ , ... CJ) 

TOA tO,t28,10t 10,144,811 1,274,009 10,0>4,314 1,427,005 1,280,183 t0,029,215 
CJ) 
""'"4 

f AJ 
0 z 

AMA•llltw• 1 O,t211,10t t0,t44,lt7 1.274.- 10,«D.',314 1,427,GJIS 1,280,713 10,029.215 > .................... ,... ~ 

.TOA U71.'l'OI 4,137,540 4,125,SO 4.•.• 4,327,SPI 4,125,SO ..... 524 ~ 
f AJ 

(j 
0 

At+ ...... U'11,10I 4,137,540 4,125,980 · 4,381,380 4,327.802 4,125.SO ..... 524 :::0 
oe.. Procuwnn..,... ~ 

I 
TOA l.M,511 1,132.500 1.100.l?O 1 .... - 1,840.- 1.121 ... 1.•.D4 CJ) 

t'r.I 
f AJ z 
At+ ...... . .,. .. 1,132,500 l,t00,l10 1,114 ••. 1.840 .. 1.121 ... 1 ••• 124 > 

~ 
~.,... I Id& t'r.I 

TQA• 2.141,135 t,741,134 2.531.• 1.eea;nM 1.m.111 2.081,1SZ t,llZ,051 tl.354 
f AJ 

2.1•.m t,741,134 2.531,183 ,...,,104 t.511,171 2.0ll.112 , ... 11.354 

135,IOO 172.100 •.eoo 1,132,tSI 151,tOO t,917.200 •.eoo 1.917.200 111.eoo 

Ai¥ ...... 135,800 172.100 •.eoo t,132.IS> 151,100 t,917.200 •.eoa ,,.,,200 171,800 

lnfl*taro..111 
TOA ·eoo 800 IOO IOO 

FAJ ,.,,. ...... IOO 900 IOO IOO ~ en 
0 = = 
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FY1H3 CONGRESSIONAL ADDITIONS TO 000 REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
lthousand~ of dollar1) 

Alftounl Amount Amount 

AdmM. HouM ....... !Mded ....... ....... !Meted Aulla.> ......., -..... .....,. ... ~ Auna. Aulh. Audi. Approp. App!p Appr!p. ~ !!!pl! Aulta. 

o.r... Procb:1Dn M ""'-
TOA 25,000 

FAJ 
A44A+lllllai. 25,000 

Chn Agera I ...... 011Wc1an. Oii ~ 
0 

TOA 529,«JO 529,«JO 5t7,300 StS,300 ... too 524,«JO Stl,800 3,300 z 
FAJ 

C") 

A4JtA + lllllai. 529,«JO 529,«>0 5t7,300 5t5,300 ... too 524,«JO Stl,800 uoo g; 
CJ) 

TOTAL· PROCUREMENT 
CJ) 
1-C 

TOA suoo.• !8,007,5t2 suet,m 54,M,282 M.237.• 12.lt2.517 1115,114,S1t M.2• 0 z 
FAJ t,I00,000 > 
,..,.. + lllllcw• 58.290.• 58,007,5t2 a.•t.• 54,M.282 51,t37.- S2.,lt2.517 ..... at .. ,. r4 

g; 
RESEARCH. DEV, TEST I EVAL ~ 

0 
RDTIE. An"f ~ 

TOA l,4t4,ffl 5,48t,tS3 9,301,744 S,ttt,M 1.982.532 1,:wn:m •.cm.• ID4.57t 111,383 ttUt2 
tj 

I ,AJ CJ) 

App ...... 1,4t4,.f77 S,48t,tS3 1,301,744 5,911.M s.982.m S,»f,737 e.cm.eeo 804,511 ltl,383 ttl,112 ~ z 
ftOTIE,t-, > 

TOA l,5t7,T71 l.802.2DI l,l'lt.805 l,184,7t7 Utl,tel 1.•.m ..... , -- 4t2.8DI 
..., 
~ 

f AJ ,..,.. ...... Ut7,m l,102.211 1,121,105 1,184,717 UtS,• T,ODl,773 .,.,., .. , -- 4t2.8 

ROTIE. » foroe 
TOA 14,m..311 14.242.081 . t4,010,nt t4,231,100 t3.nt,IOI tt.m.380 13.t•.GOI 
f AJ 
AilPi• ..... t4.53U11 t4,242.087 t4,010,73t 14,231,100 13.nt,IOI tt.m.• 13.1•,00I 

ROTIE. IWli a a tda a 
TOA to.cm.• 1.121.ea 10.-.- t0.209,GS l,StO.-C l,30t,222 l,M.ttt 190,0M C":l 

""lo 
0 

FAJ O" 

to.cm.at 1,121,IG to.so.• t0.203,GS 1,110.354 UOt,222 l,M.ttt t90,0M 
~ ,.,,. ..... ""t 

>-
,_Oo 

>-
\C 
\C 
~ 



FYttH CONGRESSIONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
(thousand• of dollare) 

,, .... 
211.707 291,707 29t,707 29t,707 

AtJPiClpillilka• 21t,707 29t,707 29t,707 29t,707 

Os*llkJI .. T• a E~ D111rm 
TOA t2,883 t2,983 12.883 12.183 
FAJ 

A44A ...... 12,183 12.883 12.183 12.183 
Mt9aoed r..-A...,_ Olf9r-. 

TOA 

f AJ 
AppClpi ..... 

TOTAL· RESEARCH. DEV, TEST I EVAL 
TOA 31,lt2,10t 31,421,M 31 ..... 38,lt3,!580 

f AJ ,..,. ........ 31,112,JOt 31,421,M 31 ..... 38,lt3.5IO 

OTHER 
,.... ...... ~ (flU) n.r.e "'6d 

TOA (3.500,000) 

fAJ 
A(;p ...... (3.900.ooot 

••1ililliillllMudllfllu+u ....... A 
TOA 40,000 

f AJ ...... 40,000 

""'9 I liiiu ii .. Lwl•tD °"""" °""9 
TI>A t,000,000 200,000 

f AJ ,... ........ l,000,000 200,000 

29t,707 290,707 B,707 

291,707 280,707 8,707 
("') 

0 
t2.183 12.883 12,983 z 

C") 

~ 12,883 12,883 12,183 r:Jl 
r:Jl 
~ 

3.•.m 0 z 
3.•.m ~ · 

~ 
31,715.141 35,MJ.1'11 31.234,M I00,111 ("') 

0 
~ 

3'.115,1• 35,143.111 31,2J4.M I00.111 ~ 
I 

r:Jl 
trl z 
> 
~ 
trl 

~ 
~ 

""""' Q 

""""' 
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FY1HJ CONGRESSIONAL ADDIT10NS TO DOD REQUESTS:. SUMMARY 
(thouun.H of dollarwl 

Amount Amount Amount ..... HouM ....... EMCW ...... ....... ! ...... Aulh> Approp> ...... 
"VSP*" R!que!! Aultl. Aultl. Aultl. Appr!p. Appn!p Aeprap. " ..... " ..... Aull. 

TOTAL· OTlfER 

TOA (2,4fJO,OOO) 200,000 

FAJ 
AtJPiup ...... (2.4fJO,OOO) 200,000 ~ 

0 z 
REVOLYINO NC> MANAGEMENT FUNos C') 

....... twlr9l 8b:tlpll T,.mc611 F 
g; 
r:J) 

TOA (t50,000) t90,000 r:J) 
~ 

FAJ 0 
z 

Awe ....... . (tS0,000) t90,000 > 
OIM1le eu... Opallra• '""' 

~ 

TOA t,t23,IOO tl,IOO t,t23,IOO t,t45,000 tl,IOO t,t23,IOO t.t23,IOO 2t,20D g; 
FAJ 

~ 
0 

At»itw ...... t,t23,IOO tl,IOO t,t23,IOO t,t45,000 te,eoo t.t23,IOO t.t2UOO 2t,20D ~ 

NlllnlD*m .... Ftnt 
tJ 
I 

TM t,20t,«JO lt3,200 '~·- lt3,«JO 200 r:J) 

t"r':I 
f AJ z 
AfltA•llllui• t;ot,«JO 1'3.200 t.20t,«JO lt3,«JO 200 > 

TOTAi. • IM.VNO. I ......n'. fUNOI 
~ 
t"r':I 

~ 2.325,200 tl,IOO t,t23,IOO t,808,200 tl,IOO 2.325,200 t,137,200 t21,000 

FAJ ........ 2.325,200 tl,IOO t,t23,IOO t,80l,20D tUOO 2.325.D t.m.a t21.000 

.aJTAJtY COHSTRUC110N 

.-YCG• •a.Mrfl 
TOA t,OOl,S. t,otS,ltl IH2.«50 470,eeo m,t1'5 -.- GS,270 a 
f AJ n 

'""' 
t,OOl,M t,ot5,ltl 5t2.«50 470,eeo 521,t1'5 -.- GS,270 

0 
""'+ ..... c:t" 

~ 
""1 
N 

__ Q::i 

N 
~ 
~ 
Ci.:> 
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FY1H3 CONGRESSIONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY "'1 
N 

fthOUNndl of dolla ... ) ,.Oo 

Amounl Amounl Amount N 
i:o 

AtlrMt.. HouM ..... Eneded HouM ....... !MC:tM Ala> Approp> ..... i:o 
C,,\j 

"•·" .,...... Aulh. ........ Al.a.. ...... Aepr!p ............... ......... Aull. 

~ConlW*n.Nwr 
TOA llMl,171 153,425 354,108 «n,M 392.098 338,829 •.111 
f AJ 
AppupWb• llMl,171 153,425 354,108 «n,M 392.0ll 338,829 •.111 

....., ConllWdlan. ~,.. 
n 

TOA l,UU44 1,048,SM m,530 850,880 181,113 104,eGO 717.290 0 
FAJ z 

t,ttl,144 t,048,SM m,s:JO 850,880 181,813 104,880 717.290 
~ g; 
r;J) 

m.eee 521,111 284,t• 354,448 305,CX .. t94,5tl 292.tt• 
r;J) 
~ 

FAJ 0 z 
AflPluplllltii• m.• 521,811 294,tll 3154,448 305,094 tt4,5tl 292.ttl > 

~ 
... Con., Amil ....... a... 

TOA ... 100 t98,4tt t42,127 20e.m t!l,CM t45,33t 208,131 tl1.172 tl2,931 ., ~ 
f AJ 

n 
0 

AMJW+lllltii• ... 100 t98,4tt t42,8Z7 20e.m t!l,CM t45.33t 208,831 tlt.172 tG.931 ., ~ 
0 

... Con..» ....... a-.1 I 
TOA t1'3,2'10 29t.29 229,11'1 305,7S8 m.wn 233,180 7111,B t32.• tt4,281 r;J) 

1:"%1 

f AJ z 
AMJW+lllrw• t1U10 291,251 229,111 305,7S8 . m.tm 233,180 7111,• t32.• tt4.211 > 

... Can .. M'ltf ...... ~ 
TOA• Jt,SJO 31.!D> 38,D 34,850 1,217 42,HiO 4Z.t50 ueo to,eeo 1.300 

FAJ 
AppupWb• .31,500 31,500 38,U 34,850 1,217 42,tS> 42,150 US> to.eeo uoo 

.._Can.,..._R_.. 
TOA S1,m S1,m 15,715 17,200 1,801 ' 17.200 15,400 

f AJ 
AMJW+lllrw• S1,m S1,m 15,715 17,200 . 1,801 17,200 11,«JO 

.._Can,» Fne ,._. 

TOA a.eeo 58,380 34,353 38,580 33,887 4Ut0 21,800 

FAJ 
Af+i•lllrw• 52.880 ··- 34.m 38,580 33,887 G,210 21,800 ~ 

a. 
"""' Q 
~ 
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FY1H3 CONGRESSIONAL ADDIT10NS TO DOO REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
(thouand• of dola.r11 

Amount Amounl ~ 

AdmM. Howe ..... !Meted Howe ....... !Mded Aulh.> ~ ..... 
P!!jl&ft RequH! AuttL Aulh. Aueh. Approp. . Approp Approp. RequH! ....... Aulll. 

laM Rwlgita•• I a.n ~ '-t I 
TOA 877,«>0 877,«>0 SZT,«>O 827,«>0 598,2.cl m,«>O 802.,«JO 

FAJ (t98,700) (t98,700) (198,700) · .c198,700) (198,700) (1ee.7oo) (188,100) 

Af'Puplllcaa 440,1'00 440,700 440,700 440,1'00 411,543 440,100 415,100 

8eMRwlgi11••la.l'9~'-tl 
(j 
0 

TOA 1,743,900 1,743,fJOO t,743,900 1,743,fJOO 1,802.414 1,743,800 t,etl,fJOO z 
FAJ ~ 

Af'Puplllcaa 1,743,800 1,743,800 t,743,800 1,143.eoo 1,902.414 t,743,800 t,ltl,800 ~ 
\.Fl 

NATO~ 
\.Fl 
~ 

TOA 290,300 180,300 290,300 119,tOO 119,088 111,100 0 z 
FAJ (50,100) (S0.100) (50,100) (58.tOO) (58.tOO) (58.toot > 
Af'Puplllcaa 221,200 t:lt,200 221,200 eo.ooo uuee eo.ooo ~ 

TOTAi. • YUTMY COHSTRUCT10H G; 
TOA l,S00,8fJO l,517,f117 1,034,-.C 5,173,008 4,738,9D5 4,454,111 ...... (j 

0 
f AJ (245,800) (245,800) (2415,800) (2415.eoot (2415.eoot (t18,10CJt (245.IOOt ~ 

tj 
AHw•lllca• 1.254.efJO U31;n7 4,788,884 4,127,298 4,480,885 4.218.211 4,452,!501 I 

\.Fl 
m 

f NllA. Y HOUSaNO z 
,.,., .... ~Miit > 

~ 
TOA 175,800 :it 1,«JO 198,000 180,040 ··- 127,340 tl0,122 12 m 
FAJ 
AIJtA ........ 175,800 :ltt,«>O 198,000 1eo.040 208,211 127,M> tl0,122 12 

,.,., ........ Opa••. DIM. Ml'I 
TOA 1,380,3DO t,31!,380 t,390,380 t,383,510 t.M.m t,380,380 t,383,510 

FAJ 127 127 127 127 127 121 127 

AtJfAapllllliia 1,380,517 t.31'5,517 1,380,5'7 1,383,ee7 1.s.oeo t,380,517 , ... .., 
,.,.,.--.ca• .... ...., ..... a 

TOA m,TIO 330,840 .-t,190 3815,04 D.244 8,410 3'11,04 1,884 ... r,, 
"'"+-
0 

FAJ O"" 

D.2-M 371,04 7,884 ... ~ 

~ ....... m,TIO m.M> .-t,790 3815,04 •.•to ""'I 

"-
... O:::J 

"-
~ 
~ 
~ 



a 
~ 
~ 
0 
C"' 
(':) 
""'l 
"""4 

FYtH3 CONGRESSIONAL ADDIT10NS TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY "'O:> 

lthOUNndl of dollarll N 
<:.o 

Amounl Amounl Amounl <:.o 
~ 

Admln. ..... ....... eMCW HouM ...... ~ Aulh.> Afll'op.> ~ ,.. .... "!CIU!!! ~ AUiia. Al6. Ape!up. Aepop Appap. !!!CIU!!! !!!CIU!!! Audi. 

'"""Hauling°'* ..... DIM. ,..., • 
TOA •.111 -.177 -.177 ~·.2• 182,B •.111 •u• 
f AJ 

Aw+lllca• •.177 188,t77 •.111 ••.2• 182.B 188.177 881.2• {j 

'""" .... Cenl*udlan. »,.... 0 
TOA m.110 332.154 341,110 293,781 321,824 211,781 213,181 2 

~ 
FAJ ~ 
AflP+ ..... m.110 332.154 341,810 293,781 321,824 281,781 213.181 CFJ 

CFJ 
,.,,., Houllng Opw ..... DIM.,., -0 

TOA 942.211 137.298 942.281 927,IMt t11,9S2 '42..288 927,141 2 
FAJ > re 
At4*+ ..... tG.281 137,281 142.288 927,IMt t11,tm '42..288 127,Mt 

~ ,..., .... apa ..... DIM. cw.. 
{j 

TOA a.a 21,«JO 21,«JO 21,«JO 21.111 21,400 a.a 0 
FAJ :::0 

0 ,..... ...... 211.«JO 21,400 21,400 21,400 21,111 21,«JO 21,400 I ...... •• Alll F...._ Dlf • 
CFJ 
tT1 

TO-' 131,000 t31,000 131,000 131,000 131,l10 131,000 131,000 2 
FAJ (5,000) (5,000) (5,000, (5.000, (5,000) (5,000, (5.000) > 

>--1 

AMA+...,• 133,000 133,000 133,000 133,000 13t.l10 133,000 133,cm tT1 

TOTAL· FN&.Y HOUINI 
yo.( .t.cm.7315 4,ml,241 4.221,ltS 3.141,411 U•.a 3.m.m 3.Mt.• 

FAJ (4,173) (4.mt (4,113) (4.mt (4,173) (4,173) . (4,173) 

At4*+ ..... 4,CllS,182 4,054.371 4.2tl,7G ua.544 Ull,830 3,821,911 3,a,m 

DERNSEWIOE CONTINOENCEI 
.._.._IWllliltlo.tlltan 

'°" (tt0.000) NA NA NA (ttt.DJt (tt0,000) (ttO,acJD) NA NA 

f AJ 

AMA• .... • (U0,000) NA NA NA (ttt,DJt (tt0,000) (tt0,000) NA NA 

~ 
~ 
ii-
Q 
~ 



FY1H3 CONGRESSIONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: SUMMARY 
(thousands of doll•rsl 

'""**" 
TRUST FUNDS 

N11arm S«ldy Ecb::llan TRiii F&nt 

TOA 

FAJ 

At4't\W ..... 

35,000 

35,000 

(j 
0 z 
C') 

~ 
(fl 
(fl 

Amount ..... 
0 ...... z 

Audi. > 
t""4 

~ 
(j 
0 
:;:d 
0 
I 
(fl 

t'l"l z 
> 
~ 
t'l"l 



a 
<"':) 
~ 

fYttll CONOREISIONAL ADOIT10NI TO DOD ~QUESTS: OPERATION & MAINTENANCE 0 
O"' 

llhouund• of dolanl ~ 
""S 

AMounl ~ Man ....... ......... HouM ...,... IMded ..... ....... en.cw Aultl> ,.,,....., Approp.> ,,.();) 

~ "!CfU!ll Aunt. Auttt. Aue\. App!p. Afpap. App!!p. ....... "equetl Auel\. ....... 
i:c 
i:c 

OPERATION NG~ w 
Oper. & ......... Mrrr 
UnclllHUed 
OOI a.arr Nft flOl.JCe ~ nwan1' f"ROM '- 0 0 0 0 0 1.000 t,000 1.000 1.000 
001 MMHISTRATICIN I ASSOCIATm ~I 0 0 0 0 0 l,471 l,41t 1,411 l,41t 

OIO tUtSNI DBi«lNSTRATllN PAOORliM 0 2,000 0 2.000 2,000 0 2,000 2,000 2,000 

100 flilEMOIM&. MY I .AA Y ifTH cauRA T10HI 0 0 0 0 IOO IOO IOO IOO IOO 

1GI PMSOO Qr INf P'MHCllCO li'!/IL PROP ..,Y 0 0 0 0 I0,000 22.llO 22.lJO 22.330 22.llO 

1JO COMHCATIOHI I !L!C DU'OT ~Mat 0 0 0 0 11,000 0 lt,000 11.000 11,000 Ci 
t. "°1'C OBl:ltCT'MTlON IPROJ!CT 0 0 0 0 790 0 no 190 790 0 
t• JROTC 0 0 ti.• ti.• 0 0 0 11.• z 
JeO~TfWNNJ a D 0 0 0 1,000 1.000 um 1,000 ~ 
Jtl NMt bN POUCY ..nnnl 0 0 t,900 uoo 0 1,900 uoo uoo t.aoo ~ 
- liW>IOOff NWt IEllCM.. aNT!R 0 0 0 150 0 0 2U1'0 1911 2l.21t' n.110 (J'J 

(J'J -
TOTA&. Ol' CCHWlllCIW. MD IKMS' 22.MO tDl.22t tGl.111 0 z 

> 
l'""" 

0,..1 ..... ...., ~ 
~ Ci 
cm MCRU'1'Na,~NID!X._._, 0 (tJ.DOO) (4,'J'Cq (4,100) (2.ooat (4,100) CUDJ) 2.1'00 0 
- QUNfTNWlll) MSe Ofl£MT10NI 0 J,000 0 uoo D a 0 2.000 ~ 

117 DISTRBJTION COSTI POR P!ML ~le 0 0 0 a 100 100 100 too too ti 
111 CONTN.»tO rDUCATlCN Alml'Na 0 0 0 a t11 0 111 111 111 I 

(J'J 

210 TMVB. 0 • (12,405) (12,405) 0 (I.GOD) tl.aoot ··- m 
m CN1JNt fl!MOl•a wsc:nra 0 • ooo 7,400 0 0 a 7,400 z 

> 
290· ~Al. !MTH a.r ACTMT'D 0 • t,IOO 1,100 0 0 0 1,IOO ..., 
2Ul20 ~ IUDOIT Ml!NDM!ln 1,414 • ··- ··- • 1,414 ... ,. 12 m 
J1t Ull INC'J\MY 0 0 0 2.000 0 0 0 2,000 

J12 ClAlll'l!D MAPOHI 0 0 • 0 • a l.000 1.000 l.000 

Jtl~~T'Olrt 0 0 0 0 0 1,IOO t,IDO 1,IDO t,IOO 

TOTllLOl'~~llCOIDr 1J,012 1.111 u.-

a,. .............. 0.,. 
Us ... ,,. 
OZI TIWNNJ I OTH oat Pl!M AC1'MT1!I 0 0 Cl.OOCJ) (J.ooot 0 (l.ODCJ) (2,DOOt t.000 

- M\al!D lftATlCN 
0 a (2.ooot (2,000) 0 (1,100) (1,100) 300 

too aw.wtP!MQte.•0111 0 0 IOO IOO 0 0 0 IOO 

tOI .. ~ 0 0 ..., - 0 0 0 - ~ 
US MC!NWICB'Bm 0 0 14,IOO 1000 0 0 0 14,800 a. 

""""' Q 
-..:) 
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FY11U CONGRESSIONAL ADDmONS TO DOD REQUESTS: OPERATION I MAINTENANCE 
I-lo 
0 

llhouMnd• of dolart) a'J ......... ~ ·----....... Hou• ....... 1'*"4 Howe ....... IMcte4I Aulh> ...,.,,, Approp.> ,,.... l!eque .. Aud\. Auttl. Aulh. App!p. App!p. Approp. ........ ,_..,... Aulll. 

TOTM. Oii' CIOHOR!SSIONAL ADDfTIONr ti.• 0 uoo 

()per.I ..... ,»,.,. 
~ .. 
090 ~ N«J !DUCATION 0 CS.GOO> (UOG) (1,.,, (200) (1,llq (200) 1,IOO 

cm OW. MR PATROl. 0 a Ul1 Ul1 t,331 t,331 t,331 t,31t t,3.lt 
10CW'l1D JUNOR AOTCl...aTC MJDCJeT AM!NDMEtt 4,0DS uoo 4.on 4,0Z2 uoo 4,00I 4,DOS " n 
1CIS COMPUT'ER-Aml> ACal.111 LOOllTlCI IVS 0 13,000 D 13,000 13 •• 0 JJ,000 tUOO 11.00D 24,0DD 0 
110 'N;M EXEACISES N«J OTH!R 0 0 0 0 0 (91,0lt) l,tll l.t• 1.1• 2 
1115 WIOSOR 80400&. R!NCNATION . 0 0 D 0 1,900 0 1,900 uoo 1,IOO ~ 

1a5JCS~S 0 0 0 0 l,000 0 1,000 I.ODD 1.000 ~ 
1IO MUTMY fM&.Y 8'JMCn 0 0 0 0 3,000 0 1,000 J.000 J.000 

CJ) 
CJ) 

117 MNl.w. ~UUMTOM 0 0 0 0 2.000 0 2.000 I.ODD 1.000 ~ 

0 
0 0 1,IOO 1t,IOO 0 0 0 U,IOO 2 
0 0 0 0 0 n.oao 11.oao n.oao t1,CIOO > 

~ 

lOTM. OI' OOf«JMllOW. AUJI I IOHt° 21.M 11.111 M.231 ~ n 
0 

Opw.& ...... D r LI ... ~ 

~ 
~ 

090 RfCRUTNJ.~NID!X_.. • ., (2.GOO) ,.,, («JOt 0 (400) (20Dt - I 
CJ) 

Ol5 DEffNS! CONTRACT N.X1lf NJB#C't 1,100 1.100 1.700 l,1'00 1.100 0 ..... ~ 

OIS P'H't"SIC&AH ASSIST ANT DEMO PROOIUM 1,DOO 0 t.oao t,DOO 0 uao 1,000 t.DDO 2 
100 00 & R!IERV! M!DICAL CM! PLOT~ uoo 0 0 t,IOD 0 uoo uoo t,IDO > 

>--1 
130 DeENSe LOOISTICS ~ ~ 0 0 11,DDO (33.000) 11,000 12.aao 11.000 ~ 

240 Offa °' E<XJNCMC ADJUl1WNT 25.000 •.ODO 21.000 •.ooo ... 000 .. ,. 
245 PA~ 10 ICHOOL C:.1M;fl 11,000 51.000 D 0 11,000 

290 CN'l.JAH P!RSONm. WWWJ I I 4,000 1,000 0 0 1,000 

2SS L!OAC'l 9'!1. tiWW>! MOO 40,000 40,000 40,000 40.GOO 40,0DD 40.000 

2115 CINC ~T'NB AN> 21.000 2S.000 0 0 21/aJ 

- MOm.m!NtWC&efTS . 0 0 10.000 10.000 10.000 10.oao 
321 ~CONVERSION CCII I_.., 0 0 I.GOO I.GOO 1.000 l,000 

340 N:;N;Elf ATH.rTIC ~ 0 0 - ., 3llO 3l!IO 

MS DISA.lnR R8J!J' PlANNNQ 0 0 to,000 to,000 t0.000 to,000 0 
(') 

_, DISAS1VI RelJBI UratTI 0 0 •.ooo •.ooo ·- •.oao ~ 
0 

_, NUCl.!M WAIT! R!9POfm 0 0 . t.000 1,000 1,000 1.000 O"' 
~ 

-MlJRO~NTI 0 0 t.ODO t,000 t,000 t,000 "'1 

J?Q CIW.Wf ca.M.HTY oc:.I 0 30,GOO 0 40,000 JO.ODD 40.000 to.ODD ...... 

119 ~notW. I ca.M.HTY lefNICe l'ROORMt 0 30,0DD 0 0 30,000 "'Oo 
...... 
~ 
~ 
~ 
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FYtlU CONGRElllONAL ADOmONI TO DOD REQUESTS: OPERATION & MAINTENANCE c 
C"' 

rthouWld• of dc>lmrtl ~ 
"'1 

Amount ~ ""-"" '-
Admln. Hou• ....... !nectM Mou• ..... lneded Auttl> Appl'op> Apprap> ... ao ...... Requut Auttl. Aultt. Auth. App!!p. App!!p. App!ap. "8qUHI "!qU!!! Aultt. '-

i:.o 
i:.o 

_, EOOHCMC M>.AJSlM!NT PlNNtO PLOT PRC 0 D 0 2,000 D 0 0 2.000 ~ 

- ASSISTANCE THAOUOH N 0 0 0 I0.000 0 0 0 I0,000 
310 TAAHNG N«J EM'lCMilENT IEJMC!I 0 0 0 11,000 0 0 0 75,000 
315 TROOPS TO TEACHERS PAOOMM 0 0 0 15,000 0 0 0 15,000 
«JO l!tMROtMENTM. DEMOlATlON tRO ICHOlMr 0 0 D 10,000 0 0 0 10,000 
a COUEO! ORAHTS ·UN. M91'0MT10N TRO 0 0 0 10,000 0 0 0 10,000 

410 UPWARQ REACH PROJECT8 0 0 0 1,000 0 0 0 l.000 
411 JOB MCX PROGRAM 0 0 0 4,000 0 0 0 4,000 

GO HRV . ...._,. ~TlOHc:qN. I TRO. 0 0 0 19,000 0 0 0 11,000 (j 
425 ~~MSisTNacen 0 0 0 12,000 0 • 0 12,000 0 
GtDCM 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,100 1,100 1,100 2 

~ 

TOTM. °" ~ADDl110Nr 111,100 290,IWIO 1•.no g; 
Vl 
Vl 
>-4 

0,..1.W...,AIMJ_ ....... 
0 
2 u ......... > 

005 RECRUT'NJ, ADY!RTSNJ NfO DAl•INO 0 (S,300) (1,100) (1,IOO) 0 (1.IOO) .,, "° ~ 

015 END ITRl!NCn'H -RH~TlON 0 I.ODO •.ooo 21,000 ,1,300 •.ooo ».JOI 21llfl0 32.D ... g; 
020 MSSION f'ORCEI • R!ITMJC1'\M!D TIWNNO 0 0 0 0 21,000 0 ·tl,000 11,000 tl,000 (j 

035 #ltff RERRV! CSfT!R •UNIV 0# Ill* 0 0 0 0 400 0 400 - 400 0 
089 !~MOCelNZATIOH 0 0 0 0 11,DOO • 11,000 11,DOO 11,000 ~ 

0,. ...................... 
~ 
I U.....I: ... Vl 

001 R!CRUTl«J, MN!JtTW NfD DM9•G .. (2,GOO) (loot (loot 0 (IOO) (GJt 400 t'r1 

Oto CMl'1' f1' OPPORT\HTY MOORMI 0 2,qoo 0 uoo 0 uoo uoo uoo uoo 2 
> 

040 POACe l1RUCTUR! ADAJl1Ml!N1' 0 0 0 0 t1/m u.oao tUM 1U14 1U14 ~ 

- C. 130 IOI WlltCftl 0 0 0 • 1,000 0 . 1,000 1,DOO 1,000 t'r1 

01S ~iiN!HCITH 0 0 33.DOO tl,IOO 0 0 0 11.100 

- M\1Sm INP\ATIOM 0 0 (t.aoot (1.aoat 0 (IOO) llOOt 100 

()per. I .............. C.,. "-we 
u. ........ 
01oma END11:m~1numN 0 UIO 0 2JIO 1,100 2.000 I.ODO UIO 1.000 '·* O,..& ........ Nt ............ 
u. .... s .... 
ODIS ~MN!lnWNfDD'Mt•G 0 (IOO) (300) (3DD) 0 (300t (190) 190 
045 WC.t30MATHa N!CCHl:tmNa 0 0 0 0 1,100 1,100 1.100 1,100 1,100 

010 OUMtWRU8WI I 5"8«JTH 0 0 t,000 1,000 0 t,000 t.zao t,oao 1.200 200 
0 0 100 t,100 0 0 0 t,100 

~ 
0 (4,400) (UDO) (1,IOO) • (UDO) IOO ~ 

...... 
0 = 
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N1"J CONORElllONAL ADOmDNI TO DOD REQUEITI: OPERATIOH & MAINTENANCE 
fthovNIMl1 at .._.I 

~ ... AIMilllll 
MMla. ....... ...... ....... ....... ...... IMcW Aull> ~ ,.,...., 

.-. ..... thuue Atllft. Au9t. Auea. -..... ... ,.,,,, ... ....... " ...... .. ...... ~ 

Wartd a.. 1114 ' (') 

OOt WORLD o..P USA 1 .. 0 O · 1,000 1,000 t,000 t.000 1,000 1,000 1,000 0 
~ Hlllh Plogrwn z 

C) 
080 TRAHSfT10N BENEFITI 0 0 71.000 71,000 0 3.114 0 11.000 

~ 0!55 OtAMP\JI 0 0 •.ooo 14,000 0 25,000 0 14,000 
r:JJ 
r:JJ 

TOTAL OF CCNCJAE8SIONAL ADOmOfir 291,300 330,500 301,500 
~ 

0 
z 
> 

TOTAL· OP£Ml10NN#:J ~NNG 1 t"-4 

~ 11,415.241 IO,l1',1M 13,511,711 12,711,402 12 • .-...m 14,91,270 a.•.111 I00,114 ~ 
FAJ p, .... IOO) · (2 ..... 800) (1,112,IOO) (1,112,IOO) 0 (3,eM,000) (3,454,000) 112.000 (') 

0 
lOTAL OF CONOA£880W. MDT10NI lO O&.,. 1,137,010 1,104,154 142,0J ~ 

~ 
I 

r:JJ 
tTl 

RE\'Ol.VNJ IHJ MANAOEMen AHll z 
~ .,._ Operlillanl Ftftl > 

~ 
001 DEFENSE -NI$ ~TlONI AH> 1,123,IOO 1,123,IOO 1,123,IOO 1, 1415,000 1,123,IOQ 1,123,IOO 1,123,100 21,200 tTl 

~ Olllrm ... Fft 
001 PROORMI TERMINAT10N 1,201,400 0 0 113,200 0 1,201,400 113,400 200 

TOTAL· ~VIG N«J IUHAOElllEHf AH)I 

~ 2.m.200 11,IOO 1,123,IOO 1,IOl,200 tl,IOO 2,329,200 1.m.200 121,000 

""'*+'61 •. :z.m.200 11,IOO 1,123,IOO 1.a.200 11,IOO 2,325,200 1,137,200 121,000 

TOTAL OF CONOMllOW. ADDITIONI 10 MVQ.VNJ FlMDr 21,200 0 200 
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fYt"J CONOR£UIONAL ADDmON9 TO DOD REQUESTS: PROCUREMENT O"' 

~ 

f1houund• of dobrsl "'; 

~ ~ ........... N ........ ....... ..... ~ ..... ...... IMdH Aultt> ~> . Approta.> 

__ 0o 

,..,. ... R..-11 AIA.. Aunt. Auel. """'• -..Oft. """'"· .... .... ,_..,... Aueh. 
N 
cc cc 
C;.j 

°'* PlacuNrnefll. Mfff 
T K9Dll end -.ipol1 '9Hdee 
001 T ACl1CAL TRM.fRSA)OU. Y RTI u.n1 u.n1 ... n1 41,117 t ..,, 41,n1 4tn1 JO,ooO JO.ODO 

OOl SEMTRM.f ". TN«. 50000 0 JS.000 0 JS,000 ~.ODO 0 JS,000 n .ooo JS,000 

DOI HEAVY ECUPM!NT TRAHSPORTP IYI 0 .0,000 0 .0,000 .0,000 0 .0,000 .0,000 .0,000 

011 SPARES AHO REPAIR PNtTI u.111 tt.117 1t.207 11,207 tt,717 tU17 11.217 IO 

Col1w1u._....•mlld-.::.cw .. eqe'JJ •• 
034 NWf MTA DISTR8UT10H SYSTfM CMlDI) 27.217 11.217 21.291 •.291 •m 24.217 M)97 12,000 21,000 

OJI !AC OOl&«JNCATIONS 1,451 15,451 •.tSe . ..,. 1,451 .0,951 .. .,. M,500 )4,&00 n 
011 AU~ NW. YllS IY'I CMAI) ~ 14.ltl 44.ltl 44,Jtt 44.ltl 44,311 47,1tt 47,ftt J ,«JO 0 
09 MOO Of~~ (NT&. SPT) ~ 20,MJ 20.MJ 20.142 20,14J 20,IG 20,142 J4,JG uoo J,SIJO z 

CJ 
0. ~nDMTAPROaSSINQ~ 147,119 141,119 141,7• 147,7• 1!11,119 141,119 150,119 3,000 J,000 g; 
090 MSER'Ve CCUl'ONfNT Al/TOMI\ T10N IYI (ffl;;J 1111.212 tlJ.212 tlJ,.112 1sun 117,.112 111.212 117..112 tl,000 ti.ODD 

Ol4 NnORA TfD ,,.._ Y C. nlT !Cl.wt (tP"T!) ll.OIS 11.0IS ll,085 lt,085 11,0IS 3.J,085 lt ,085 tJ,ODO 1J.OOO 
CJ) 
CJ) 

Ol1 HTW. SPAR!I •.t11 •.111 ··- ··- ... ,, 12.ltt •.tt7 et -0 
101 ~ IAll -...oRT fC-e) l.110 3.110 J.110 l.110 11.110 J.110 1t,710 1,100 1,100 z 
oe.~ .. ·,, .... > 
t 1J TOWE> ASSMJl T ..xal! 0 2.000 0 uoa 2ooa 2,000 uoo 2,000 2,000 

~ 

t• tMT\MM. OAS UTUZATIOH ~ 0 0 0 0 1.000 0 1,000 1.000 1.ooa g; 
174 LIV LNOHO CAN'T 0 D 0 D 11,000 0 11,000 11.000 11,000 n 

0 

TOTM.Ol~ADDmONr -·- ,,.,ID2 •.M 
~ 
~ 
I 

CJ) 

trl 
»awl Puwwwa..-....., z 
Cui-.. ...... > 
m1 r-...11 C'1QHT8') HONeT t.•.JOt 1.1111.301 t,D7UD1 t.1411,IOO t,11'0,IOt t,Dfl,301 uao.oaa .... ~ 

017AV--~ 0 0 • 0 29,000 0 211,000 21.000 21.000 
trl 

OI-. ...... 
021 c-20 Nlta'W'T 0 0 0 0 0 0 21,000 21.000 21.000 
u r a ., ..... 
029 MRJWI , .. .... tM.• t•.• t•.• , ..... ···- 10,000 10,000 

Olt ,., .. ~ 21.ses 29.!191 JS.Mii 21.MI 200.- 200.• 200.- 111,000 171,000 

... P-11 l!Rl!S JO.Dzt JO,mt JO.mt JO.mt JO.mt I0,021 10,mt 40/RO 40,000 

w..,.. ......... ..., 
oe- ........ 
001 HMPOCHIUM 0 0 to.GOO IOIJ(JO 100.000 to.GOO IO.DOO tofllllJ I0,000 

011 AEJUl. T~ tJO,t• 110.1• 112.1• 112.1• ta,t• 110,t• t•.t• •.ooo 
Otl DROfa NG DeCCWI 0 to.ODO 0 t0,000 tf,IOO 11,!IOD tf,IOO 10,000 11,IOO 1,100 

121 M#OHI ~PM:IJTl!I 21.lft 21.lft •t.411 ..... ft 2U7t 41,411 4t,47t 12,800 t2,IOO 

n.t• n.t• ttt,t• 11.t• n.1• t•.t• t•.t• nJRJ 12,000 ~ 
Cl 
Ii-IL 
Ii-IL 
~ 
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FYt•J CONGRESSIONAL ADOl110NI TO DOD REQUESTS: PROCUREMENT 
.... .... 

nho'tund• of ....... ~ ....... --... ~ 
AidrftM. Houle ....... ......... HDuel . ....... ll*9M ....., 

~ 
_..., 

,..,. .. ......... Ault\. Ala. AMiii. -... ... ""' ... ......... ,_... ... ,_..,... Aulll. 

,.,.... ............ \•=• 
030 VERTICM. LAlMCHED ASROC CN't 0 0 0 0 t0,000 0 tO,OQO to.000 10,000 

Qh9r0..... 

Gl!M PRACTa ... 1,4-Ct l,4-Ct 1,4-Ct '·"' . tS,4-Ct 1,4-Ct 11,4-Ct to.cm to.cm 

05I CMS MM.JNT10N "' t11 10,000 10,000 to.cm tt1 t0,000 I.Oil t,Oll 

~·~..., 
~i.pv .. _,.. 
011 ~' 0 10,000 tJOl.000 um.cm t.208.000 um.aao •.oao t.208.000 a.cm 

012 LSCM1 KNNa. ~ fC'V) 0 0 0 0 300,000 •• JOO.GOO 300,000 300.aao ~ 
~ ............ ..,..,,.., 0 
014 N:JI! 0 0 0 0 300.cm 0 a.cm J00.000 JOO.GOO z 

C') 
0.-~ .... ~ lhlpe ....... •'31s~ (Jl 

037 STAHDMD ~Tl tl.221 11,229 n.m nm n .. ~ n.211 23.2SI 1.oao ..... • (Jl 

"""' eu. ..... ·: I .... I 'aM: ' .. , .. 0 
064 M'IPS-4 t.121 t.121 t.121 •m lt,421 t.121 lt,421 11.IOO It.IOI z 
Ol1 HAW TM:TlCM. ~TA IV'IT!M ... ... M.OOI 14,DOI ••• ··- ... oao ·- ... > 

rt ,_..,.....,... 
I IS• •I'll 

112 MAPONI RAHOe ~~ 11 .... 11.-.. 11,4154 11 ... It .... It .... IUM tt,Jto tUtO ~ 
er... ...... I\ W~ ~ 

111 AeOIS IU'fllORT !OIMM!HT 114,JtF 114,311 114.Jff 114,Jt? t•.J11 1M,J11 t•.JtJ UDO ..... 0 
:xi a.l••-·• ........ 'c••• tj 

2tOM9"1BOlllS~ 1,1t4 t,114 t,1t4 t,114 n.7t4 t,1t4 n,7t4 nJOI llJOI I 
220 *ruMLGAIUT'UlA1lON~ 0 0 0 0 I.DOI 0 uao 1,1100 UDO (Jl 

tTl ............ 0 t • 2 
214 IPeCW. ~ ..... y IY'l1'1!lll9 ttl.l30 7',111 ttl.l30 11,HI um.ao 11,141 11,141 t > 
u .... 11 ~ 

2ID lhftA110M~ 0 • 0 (4t,)4Gt • 0 CM.aaot 
,,.,. tTl 

TOTAL°' COIWM~MDfDr t.st1.m t.ltU11 t,t•.m 

,.._ ......... a... 
)a • l 

cm 1..a • M.L TtPO l,JSJ u.m •.m 12.m u.m 1.m t.000 JJllJO U11 

011 tlCMll~T-- 0 0 4,GUO 4,000 0 0 0 4.000 a 
011 ,_... n-. T fll8lt 0 0 1.000 1.000 • • 0 UDO ~ 

"""" m ,_.. .... "'°".,~ .. a 0 0 lt,200 lt,200 0 0 11.2GO lt,200 tt.2GO 0 
C"" 

w...-. ................ ~ 

OQ .... 0 214,100 0 • 11uaa 0 ..... .... .... "'I 

t,1• "·''° 11,DGO ... '-
OM llLOf'C\npN _,.. (TNCD~ t,1IO t.1• t,1IO '·''° tl.1• "Q::) 

CMI LDfT .n::tMJMD \9ICU 0 0 0 0 0 to.oao 10,DOO 10.DDO to/RO 
N 
\0 
\0 
~ 
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""'" FYttU CONGRESSIONAL ADDmONI TO DOD REQUESTS: PROCUREMENT 0 
O"' 

llhouund• of dollar.I ~ 
""t 

~ ~ ~ N 

AdMlft. ........ ._... IMcW ........ ...... . lnected ~> 
.,,,,,.., 

~> --~ ,,..,.. ........ Aulll. Auttt. Aultt. Afp!op. Aefrolt· Afprop. ...,..... l'!qU!!I Aulh. N 
\0 
\0 

Conw:ul 11 ................... c..., 

05M115 MN.PACK MOIOS N«J EOUFM!NT 0 0 3,000 3,000 0 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 

a.> INTEWOEHC! SUPPORT !QUFMENT tl.ll7 4Ul7 21,317 «J,317 4t.ll7 21.ll7 4t.ll7 22,000 2l,OOO t.000 
., NQHT "1SION ~ 20,t4l 20,t4l l0,t4l 30,t.Q l0,t4l l0,t4l' 30,t4l t0,000 tD,000 

luppart ....... 
ml LOOISTICS V!MCU IYl1&I 0 tl,000 a tl,000 ti.DOD 0 11,000 tl.000 ti.DOD 

i,... ....... , ... 
t01 ~c:x.-ATDCAVA~~ 21.Dtt •.01t 21.Dtt 21.0tt 13,1'00 21,011 IJ,100 ··- ··-tt 7 TR.V9«J D!W:!I 4,!IO 4.580 4,580 4,!IO 4,SIO UIO l,5IO 4 ,000 4,000 Ci 
124 MIT'OliMTlC a..Dl«J ~· 0 0 • 0 2.!100 • uoo 2,100 2,100 0 
t21 llWWeDIW'CBefT~ 0 0 tt.IOO 11,IOO 0 tUOO l,000 t1,IOO 1,000 z 

() 

TOTM. Oii OOHIMellK>tW. MDT10Nr ta,1'00 21D,115e t)4• g; 
CJJ 
CJJ -

Malll ........... ,.,.. 0 z 
~ ........ > 
OOI '·tlC.ONNMOCfC'Y) 0 ··- 0 0 ··- I •.«JO ··- ••• ~ 

»tll .... g; 
OOI C-t 7 NN MOC tcY) -- t•.• 208 ... 2'0,IOS tse,a 290 ... 2'0,IOI ... 41,300 Ci 
Ott HC-t30H 0 0 0 0 0 t00,000 t00,000 t00.000 too.aoo 0 
°'* ........ :::i::i 

01 I CIVl. NA Ml"Q. NC t.114 2,1'00 ..... 2,1'00 2,1'00 2.7'00 2.100 111 111 Cl 

0111!• 11a.sn 310.l12 ... m 1u.m a10.sn 1u.m 111.m 201,200 201,200 I 
CJJ 

011 1.-NN MOC fC'Y) I0.1151 I0,1151 tOU151 11,111 ••• 11,ttl 11,ttl 21.451 21,451 t'l'j 

Mir ,, ........... z 
> 

Dl7 C-141 t4.11J t4.m .-.m •.an . t4.m «>.m 40,IJJ 2111f» 21.000 ~ 
OJI T~ I.Ill l.ll7 1,537 I.Ill l0,ll7 l0.5l7 30.131 21.000 21.aoo t'l'j 

CM1 C-131 at,174 121.174 121.174 .Ql,IOO 129,174 m,114 at,174 17,114 ..... ,,,_ ...... ,. ..... ............. 
004 fl!ACl>J!d b4 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 27,IDO 21,IJOO 21,IOO 27,IJOO 

'°'* ...... 
003 ""V!.W 0 24.000 0 24,000 24,000 24.aoo 24.000 24.000 24.000 

a IOINCSJCRlml ...... 0 a >UOO tJ7,100 0 127,100 t17,t00 127.100 127,100 

.ot2~HMlll 211,400 211,400 t04.100 104,100 2111,400 104,100 ~l.400 113,100 

013 T~ DRON!8 ·- n.m n.m n.m n.m n.m ··- u.aoo ·-c...,._ ...... ,.,... ......... t 4 ; • 
aJllAt~T 0 0 21,200 l,000 1.000 l.000 l.DOO 1.000 l.DOO 

ODI PIM TMHNCI 3,107 U01 U07 U07 17,000 U07 10,300 .... .... 
~ 

01 t fT8ll Lui nw. '21111/J.a ua 2.MJ 157 157 111 111 111 too °' ~ 
~ 

°' 
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FY1113 CONGRESSIONAL ADOfTION9 TO DOD REQUESTS: PROCUREMENT 
tthotJSand • of dolm rwJ 

~ ~ ........ 
Adlnln. Hou• leNI• lnecW HouM ....... IMctM Auth> Appfop.> ~.> ,..,. .. Requt .. Auttl. Aunt. Ault\. -..Wop. Apptop. ~ ""' ... ........ Ault\. 

. 012 C8U-t7 (OOMBIH!O ffnCTI ~ 0 0 0 0 0 I0,000 I0,000 ID.ODO I0,000 
034 M-208 CARTRIX)! P'lAR! 0 0 3.000 3.000 0 0 0 J,000 
035 SPARES N«:J MPMt PARTI 1.107 1,I07 un un 1.107 1.807 t,107 330 

v~~ 

088 CAI' VEHIClfS 0 m IOO m m m 121 129 121 
on TRUCK CRASH ft-2:1 22,111 22,111 0 0 0 22,t11 22,111 n.111 

f~end ............ ' ...... (j 

099 SPARES N«J ~ PARTI 1,8 1,R 1.151 1,191 t.151 1,R t.• too 0 z 
'JI AFllC CALI 0 0 0 0 tl.000 0 1.000 1.aao 1.000 C') 

'«> nlf PHONr !XCtW«>e .,,., I0,41CJ 11,llO n.-> n.• 71.lll n.m 4.SU g; 
'45 t.LSTM 211.410 21' ,410 203,410 12,000 2'1.410 20.llO •.«JO l,«JO rJJ 

'55 CAP COM & l!l!CT 0 IOO IOO IOO IOO IOO IOO IOO IOO rJJ -°"* ............................. 0 

''' ~ PROCUCT10N N::TMrY 
n.m JS,234 lt.11'1 •.111 • .m "·"' n.1a 1UOO ,..,. z 

> 
tl2 NAT\JML OAS un.JZATIOH EOURlfNT 0 0 0 0 I.ODO 0 I.ODO I.GOO l,000 ~ 

TOTALC1'~MXITIONr -·- m.• .... g; 
(j 
0 
~ 

"-•1...r,D I I ... 0 ....... , .... I 
om~~ l1'1 l1'1 • • m 124 n• t• rJJ 

t'Tl 
0071~ 0 0 0 0 •.ooo 0 • .ooo •.ooo •.ooo z 
01t MDIT'OR~ "'°°"* 0 0 81,000 •.ooo 0 •.ooo •.ooo • .aoo •.ooo > 
mo DE'!:NR ~llCHCWU 0 0 10,000 10,000 0 10,000 t0,000 to.000 10.000 >--1 

t'Tl 
DJ7 T~ ..,,.~ fl\.tC> 0 0 1•.182 11.112 0 0 ... ·- •.MZ 
Oll ont!Jll CMlfT Al. l!OUPlil!HT 7,131 1.231 I.Ill I.Ill 1,231 1.231 1.231 -CDI PATRIOT 12.IOO 12.500 12,IOO 71,200 12,900 11.200 11,200 tuaa tZ,100 

S...-.0,...C-~ 
OCJ C-130 ll«XlF1CAT10NI 110.aeo 110,980 110,MO 110,980 1t1,5IO 110.- tSUIO D/m iuoo 
064 tffG MOCl'lCA~ 1.311 7,l1t 7.l11 7,ltl 7.141 1.311 7.141 m 321 

045 onell ~ MODl'ICA,.,.. 0 D D D J,174 0 J.000 uoo uoo 
cm C01111 ~a B..fCTRONC8 11•1 lt,111 •t.•7 lt.•7 •. ,11 11.•7 •.tl1 UtJO 1,800 

- '°" INT!U.JQ!HC2 l't'ITlll9 
M.211 G.211 11.211 G.211 SU31 11.211 •.211 ·- 11/m J,000 a 

OM~~ 14.-S ,...., ··- ··- 10.m l,J'a 10,m ,, .. , (",) 
....... 
0 
O"' 

TOTM.. C1' OONJMIKMlt. MDlDW ta.m 214.• ·- (':) 
""1 

""'-4 
.,.Q:l 

""'-4 
co co 
C,i.j 



0 
~ 
~ 

FYIHJ CONGRESSIONAL ADOIT10N9 TO DOD REQUESTS: PROCUREMENT c 
O"' 

fe.o.IWld• of dolllnl ('\) 
"'1 -........ --... ,.,..... ...... 

AdlNft. ..... ....... IMdM ........ ...... ...... Aulla> ~ 
_,.....,. "Oo ...... ..... .. Aulh. Auth. Aullt. Approp. App!p. App!!p. 

._..,... " ...... ,..,..., ...... 

'° '° ........ au..I&"--~ ~ 

R..w!..,_.. 
.OOt N8lt lltESEIW! 

03 tEfn TINCK 0 UI» D 1,800 uoo 0 1,100 1,IOO 1,IOD 

05 EXT!NW. MJX. P'UIL TANCI D D • 0 uoo l,000 uoo J,000 a.ooo 
DI C.12.I 0 0 42,CIOO 0 0 42,300 4UOO 42,lOO 42.300 

1' NQHT ~ OOOOlD 0 0 20,000 20,000 0 40,000 20.aao 20.aao 20,000 
-002 HAW lltESERV! 

ta C.tJOH NltCRMT 0 ID.DDG • ID.GOO ID.GOO M,tOO 0 ID,DOO Ci 
t 1 c. t30T NRCICN1T 0 D D 0 0 0 •.GOO ·- •.aao 0 
tJ NUPOMCES D 0 0 I n.aao I 21.000 21,000 21.GOO 2 
t4 MM3 HEUCOPTtM 0 0 0 I t0.000 • t0,000 t0,000 t0,000 C') 

ti ~ ... , NlW UPCMAllR I •.aoo 0 JI.GOO •.ooo 0 •.DOO •.oao JIS,000 ~ 
ti rJaM VliHS 0 0 0 0 tl.000 0 tl,000 11.000 tl,000 (J'J 

(J'J 

t1 ff0.1 DISPLAY IYITRll 0 0 0 0 1,750 0 1,1'0 1,790 1,190 "'"'4 

0 
.CIQ:I MMIN! COAPI MKINI z 

ti ICc.tlOT NltCN#T I 10.000 0 I 10.oao 0 10,000 10JllJO 10.aao > 
ti Nt-tW COIRA NM:ltN'T 0 0 0 0 121.000 0 121.GOO 12'.000 121.DOO ~ 

20 NOHTWIDt 0 l.DDG 0 t,000 l,OOU 0 I.GOO l,GOl'J 1,000 ~ 
• C.20 NltCl4N'T 0 I 21.000 I I 21.000 21,000 27/J«j 21/aJ Ci 

-CI04 NA RIRCI! R!lllWI 0 
0 11.000 0 10.DOO 0 t4,1IO 0 10.oao :::0 
0 I0,000 I ID,DOO too.aao 0 120.000 ID.GOO 120,000 10.aao ~ 

0 0 0 0 4.IOO 0 4,IOO 4.IOO 4,IOO I 
(J'J 

........ o..d!cp'; , ... tT1 

-OC11 NWf NATDW.OUMD 
2 
> n au. nu LMJNCtt ROCl(l1' IYITllll ...,_, 0 0 0 0 0 I I0,100 I0,100 I0,1'00 ...., 

21•"'2 0 •.aao I 31,000 38,000 0 21.GOO .... 25,000 tT1 

21 M!Dl.M TAC'nCM. 1Ma lllP 0 I0,000 11,00D 90,000 I0,000 0 ID.000 IO,DOO ID.GOO 

JC FN! TON TRUCICI 0 0 0 ID.000 0 JO.GOO 30,000 30.DOO 

Jt c.n N/tCN#T 0 0 I I0,000 I0,000 I0,000 I0.000 I0,000 

32 C-n-..Atm 0 0 • 0 2,aao 2,000 . 2.000 2.000 

» rM&. Y cntttne a.a 11.aao 0 ti.DOD tl,000 0 11,000 11.000 11.aao 
• CtM10 ttl!UOa'TIR 0 0 0 0 11,000 n.ooo n.aao nJOJ 
41 Nt-1 li«JDI c.NTI 0 a 0 tl,000 0 11.000 tl.000 11,000 

Cl EXI a aw. MA PUIL TMICI 0 0 4.aao 4,000 4.000 4,000 4,GOO 4,000 

G~TRUCICI 0 0 0 10,000 0 10,000 10.000 to.000 

44 C-212 Nltl:N#1T 0 • 0 17,IOO 0 11,IOO 17,IOO 17.IOD 

•c-ae~ 0 n.aao 0 n.ooo 0 23.000 n.aao 23,000 

... IMJLA~Dlw:n 0 20,000 10,000 0 0 0 t0,000 

JI ..... ~IYl18t 0 • • 0 1DO 100 100 100 
~ 

n RICTRCNC T#G!M Nl!1'WOM 0 a 0 0 "° 790 no no Q1 ,... ,... 
~ 



FYtMJ CONGREUIONAL ADOITIONI TO DOD REQUESTS: PROCUREMENT 
f1houund• ot dolarat 

"°PM 

13 UK«> HruCXJPTEJlt 
14 P-180 AIRCRAfT 
11 ..:Mil' WION OOOOl!I 

-GDI NR. NATIONAL OUMO 
IO F-15MSP 
It f.1s,,:.11 !NOH! ~I 
12 F-15Al.E~ 
14 M:E/T ASCa 
II C-130 NltCf4NT 
II C-21 NRCICNT 

• ITMBAS! 
4J7 NAllOfW. 00 & ~S!JW! OOWCN!NTI 

01 OP!MTlOfW. PTM!DEVAC NltCIW"T 

TOTM..01~ADDmONl9 

a...-a ....... o.a 
1 "°" 001 ot!M oaaJTANlATION • RDT'! 

TOTAL Ol' OONQlll!llD6fil ACGTIOHI' 

AffA•llllw• 

~ 

l!!qut .. 

0 
0 
0 

a 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

uoo 

..... 
0 ·--

Hou• 
Auttt. 

0 
0 
0 

tS.000 
40,000 

0 
I0,000 
I0,000 

0 
D 

0 

UDO 

•.I01.lt2 

• 
•.tof.112 

....... 
Aueh. 

0 
12,000 
20,000 

0 
0 
0 
0 

221.100 
0 

2,000 

0 

uoo 

., ... ,.., 
• a.11ua 

!NdM 
Auel. 

0 
0 

20,000 

0 
10,000 

0 
•.ooo 

221.100 
0 

2,000 

I0.000 

2,100 

...... .212 

• ...... .m 

..... 
-,,.... 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 

uoo 
71,000 

200,000 
23,000 

0 

0 

1,40 

Mm.-
1,100,GOD •.1n.-

...... 
Appn!f>. 

18,DOO 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 ··-0 
0 

0 

UDO 

IU1Ulf 
I 

11.112.111 

....... 
App!!p. 

11,DOO 
tt,DOO 
20,000 

10,000 
20,000 
1,200 

Jt,000 
301.100 
n.ooo 

0 

0 

·-
•.114.111 

• 
•.114.Dt 

....... --.. ~ 
Aulh.> ~ -....> ........ ._..,... Auel. -

M,DOO 11,000 
tl,000 tl,000 

20,000 20,000 n 
0 z 

10,CIOD 10,CIOD C') 
10,000 20,000 10,000 g; 

t.200 1,200 CJl 

•.ooo 11.000 2t.OOO 
CJl 
~ 

221,tDO ··- n.500 0 z n.ooo n.ooo > 
2,GOD t""4 

g; 
to.GOD n 

0 -·- 1,tl1.2W 1.0a.a ~ 
~ 
I 

CJl 
t'r1 

4,000 4,CIDO z 
> 

0 4,000 4,000 
,..., 
t'r1 

Ull,tGI UtUtl 1,431,121 
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FY11U CONORElllONAL ADDITIONI to DOD REQUESTS: RDT&E 
0 
O"' 

fthouNnda of .._.I ~ 
"'1 

~ ~ AMoM N 

MftM. ...... ....... IMdlllt ...... ..... ..... -...., ,.,.., ,.,.., ... ao ,. ....... ....... R......e Aull. Ault. Ault. Atpop. Appr!p. ,.,,,.,. ......... ........ AMI\. N 

'° '° RE9EAR04. oe.6.0PMENT. TEST, I EVAUMTION CJ..j 

ROT&E.Armr 
TecMolagr._. 
001 IN.ffOU9E lMKJRA TORY INOEP9ClEHT RE1EN 080110 • .•1 •.• 1 .. ., '·"' U,«M 12.«M t2.«M 5,1CJ7 5,101 

002 CEFtNSE RESEAR04 ICIENCD oeotto Hllll.845 141.845 t•.14' 211.tn 1tl.M 213,483 213.413 St.532 41,1311 
CDS M4T£AIAl.S TEOHJl.OGY OlmtO 13.1183 tl.1183 U,913 11.m tl,983 11,1183 17,883 •.ooo 4,000 
OOI ELECTRONIC IUfMVA81.ITY N«J FUZN> lm-Olmt2 te.204 11,204 18.204 18.204 29.2CM 11,204 29.204 10.DOD to.DOD 
rX11 8UWIVA8UTY EHWC:EMENT cm2t2 t4.55t t4.55t 24.551 11,551 14.551 24.551 24.551 3.000 10.DOD 7.DOD 
011 MISSllE TEOHJl.OGY CBJ230 33.114 33,.114 33. 184 33. 184 ll,tM 33,114 41.714 UDO UDO 
OtJ llOCS.NJ AKJ SIM.AA 1'10H 0 4,550 3.DOD J.SCJO $,DOD l.CIJO 5.DOD 3.9DIJ 5.ID> t.~ Ci 
014 OOM8A T 'J9ClE AKJ AllfOlllOTM TE0HJU CJm2tO 41 . .-J 14.812 55.9'2 ..... •.tm 48,1192 I0.182 •.DOD 14.DOD 0 
Otl B.ECTAONICS N«J B.B:TACI«: DEW::E.I Clll0210 ti.Oft J2.llt 11,011 21,381 , J2.18t 21,let 21.•t ueo J.a> 3DO z 
mo NGHf YISIOH TEOflOLOQY 080270 3',708 3',708 40,708 40,708 41,708 29.708 34.708 S.000 ~ 

on 9MAONMENTAL C1W.lTY TECHQ.OOY Ollll1J 11,447 42.441 57.IM7 ''·"' 17,447 23.IMJ 19,)47 ,,,~ 41,800 14,«JD ~ 
Cl2I lOOISTICS TECH«ll.OOY Olm11 31.J4t 31,241 31,241 31,241 "'.,241 31,J4t 31,241 2.000 2.000 rJl 

rJl 
ml MEDICAL TEOHllOOY 0 0 2,DOD 108,114 ·~.llO 18,4'5 11,«15 108.184 •.es -
,., AMMAj 0 0 0 0 0 7,DOD 1,100 1,100 7,100 0 z 
~ tKfWdagJ.. 14 -· > 
03:2 TRACTOR PUJ. 25.BG 11.182 11.711 tt112 tt.112 11.182 tUl2 tOO ~ 

o:n LOGISTICS NNNl!CED TEDNJl.OOY .... tt,291 tt,218 te,291 tt.2• tt,291 tt.291 11.0lll 7.lm 1,100 

~ O:W lilEDICAl. NJtl~ TEDIO.COY 0 0 0 38.tn 55.412 ~.m 255,C31 •m a01 211,295 

Oll5 AVIATION NJtlNftSJ TEONll.OOY 31.m «>.m G.532 «>.m «>.m 40.5.12 «>.m UDJ 2,DOD Ci 
0 

me W£APONI N«J IUITIOHI IDINC1SJ 1lONlLOO • .f174 12.'14 57,474 81,414 lt,114 "·"" 12.'14 tl,400 13.«XJ ~ 
OG 1MCTOR RED - 2.0ll 7.0ll 2.0ll 2.0lll 2.0lll 2.0lll t,100 1.100 ~ 
CM4 MATUMl.8 N«J STNJC'nNalDlliHCBJ \'a: cml10 3.171 ltn un un 3.tn un un l!IOO uoo I 
CMS M1IJ RDEAAOt 0 0 0 23.241 38,2'1 •.•1 ee.•1 23,247 M,181 ,,. .... rJl 

oe Ol.CMl~JBCEl!E •mmJ eo.ooo 25.000 !11,000 ~DOD !II.DOD 23,000 38.D 11,!IOO tr.I z 
cm NOHT Yl8ION IOINla!lJ TEDN1DOY 21.Cll 32,ClS -.ae -.ae 32,Cll 41,0I 21.0I 11.00D > 1.-.........- ~ 

Oll5 TRACTOR TREAD oamot l.t• tt1• 22.t• 12.1• 111• ttt• 111• 3.000 3,000 tr.I 

on ARTUERY flROPB.LENT DEWlCPlllE'N1' 080394 1.m1 1.m1 7JXS7 7,057 1.m1 17,057 t7,D57 10,00D 10.000 

01I TACTICAL~ IY'llBI ·N.'NOEV cmsn t4.137 1.m 14,137 1.m 14,m 14.131 t0l7 7,800 

Ol1 IHJl.E OWtNEL GAOUC> NG AIMORNE IW Olm74 214 214 5,214 5,214 214 $.214 Ut4 S.000 5.000 

cm IOlDIER IUPPORT N«J ILIM\'Ma.ITY Olm74 7.~t 7,821 13.121 '3,121 7.121 1U2t 13.121 I.DOD I.ID> 

CJa KN AUTOM01'M DE\6.0PMENT Fa. Amt 0 0 10.000 10,000 0 10,000 0 10.000 

D17 AvtATION ~IOI~ cmm t4,021 t7,229 t4,021 '7,221 1~ '11 14.029 17,221 uoo 3,200 

mz MEDCM. IYITEMI • IDIOEV 0 0 0 21,0Q 32,0lll 21.042 21.00 21.0G 29,0G 

ml ARMED. DEP\DYMLE OK.:> 0 0 0 0 1.100 0 I.too 1,100 1.100 

101 ML IOUACE NW. l91 l'YSTElll oeom S0,754 !I0.754 !ID,154 !11.154 . 40.754 S),154 57,ClW I.DJ t.300 

tOl5 .M...U. ~ws.M) oeot81 11,440 11.440 101,440 t01,440 101,440 tot,440 101,440 10.000 10,000 

107 IEAVY TACTICAL \9«l.EI OSMl2 881 ... , ., 1,181 t.ee1 .. ,. uet 1,000 1,000 

10I IDllH:BJ TMK CAMOt ~TM:) OllOCJ 41,521 0 10.me 17,000 31,528 21.me 27.02t 10.me 
tt4 COlimAT F&mG. Q.OntNO. NG lQ...ur OMMft t.48.1 1.48.1 . 27,48.1 21,48.1 1,48.1 27,41Sl 27,48.1 tl,000 11.000 

ttl TM:TICM. ~ 8TITEM ·BG~ OMM74 20.cne 20.ml 20.cne 27,'31 20.ml 20.0ll 20.038 7.IOO ~ 

tJO AUTOMATIC TOTl!CUPMEHr DEWLCIPUENT OMM74 1,411 11,491 1.411 17,4111 17,411 l4&1 17,411 t .000 t.000 ~ 

"""" """" = 
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FY1tU CONORElllONAL ADDl110Na TO DOO REQUESTS: RDT&E ~ 
0 

llhousMd• of dolllnl ...... . _...._. ......... 
Ml*. ...... ....... ....... ...... ...... ...... ~, ~ ~ ......... ....... ~ Ai.e.. Autll. Aua. -.. ... ......... -....... .... ... ........ AMiil. 

t 23 TRACTOR JEWEL 080471 7008 7008 88.208 88.208 o 88.208 88.208 n.ooo n.ooo 
12' JOtNT ~AAOET ATIAO< RADAA OS>4n 31,2'3 31,213 88.2tJ 5t.2tJ )t,213 88,213 88,213 20.00D 315.00D 15.00D 
1 l2 MEDCAl MA TERtAl.JMEO BIOl.OOICAl. DEF EaJ 0 0 0 20.208 25,937 20,208 20,208 20,D 20.D 
1311 SENSE Ahl> ~STROY NfMAWENT MSSSt.E • 9 080481 ll.037 ll.037 ll.037 1'2,037 ll.037 88,000 18,000 21.000 34.m !5.lm 

137 LDIGIJON • ENG DEV Dll>"lt 211.802 211.1102 308.802 308.802 308.802 0 308.802 25.000 25.CXXJ 
144 OOUBAT YEHKl..E I~ PAOORAMS 020373 22.!m lt,t51 •.351 11,300 It. 151 tl,212 38.300 15,742 20.CD> 
ta ARCRAFT MOOIFlCATIONS.flROOUCT ~ CJ20]74 4,121 7,121 7,811 7.12t 7,12t 7,121 7.121 tm> 3,CXXJ 
149 Q.ASSFED ~MS 0 0 0 0 29.m> 0 29.000 29.000 29.000 
tS> MlSSUJAIR 00:ENSE PAOOlX:T I~ mOl80 !8.lt5 !58,315 5Ut5 ~.315 88.315 87,315 71.115 15,!!00 15.!!00 (j 
151 OTHER MISSl..E PffCXlUCT IWRCNEMENT PROC CX2mlO t8.428 t8,421 18.421 tl.421 tl,421 30.mt 30.mt 2,000 u .a u .a 0 

CW..w Ide M~ a.cipart 2 
110 OCX> HIGH aERGY LASER TEST FACIJTY Ol!la580 11.8151 11.8151 27.lm 27,152 27,lm 27.8151 27.~2 to.cm to.cm C') 
t7' PROGRAlll'NU ftCTMTIES (ll058Q • . 420 •.•20 81.420 • .lt5 • .115 •.115 ··"' 3,495 3,85 g; 
tit PAOOl.CTMTY tNESTMENTI oea517 7,!M7 7,!M7 7,!M7 1."'1 tt.147 1.~ U,747 4,200 4.200 (FJ 

t81 ~ tEADClJARTEJtS (REIEARCH N OID5ll 1.881 1,881 ue1 14, 1tJ t4,5lt t(tt3 t4,ttJ 9.452 l452 (FJ 
~ t• lllAHSACT\.RHI te:H«Jl.OOY CSS.OPMENT 0 41.lm 0 •.cm •.m 0 34.473 • .ODO '4.473 0 

t91 REAL H«M:R t 1 MA.INT9WCE ROTIE a 0 a 25.m> 25,CD> . 25,000 25.CD> 25.CD> 25.CD> 2 
20) OW...W. PER90 IB. IENEFTTt a 0 o 2,300 o 0 0 2,D) > 

~ 

TOTAL f:I OONOAEW.ACDIOW 112.m t,CIDl.154 472.D g; 
(j 

0 
ROTIE. ._,, ~ 

tj 
T~._ I mt 1N-HOU9E IN[El(N)ENT l.AllORATan' ftEJIEN Olm tS 11.180 tl,tlO tl,tlO M..tlO t7,'15 t7,m tl,425 t ,245 t,245 

(FJ 

cm oe:'£NSE R£'9EAROf ICIENCE8 OIOtt5 451,3111 4'2,3111 llm,3111 412.381 411,053 0.m 0 .m t7,4Cl tr.I 
cm Nm-AIR WARF~N1 WMI~ ·oem1 t 18.lllt 71,1131 1'.1>1 7t,8Jt 71.llt 88.090 n.•· 191 2 
CXM ~ACE .. TEOHX.OOY oe0'212 29.113 

29, '" 
21, HJ 29,HJ 90,113 30. .,, ~.UJ 24,CD> 24.000 > 

~ 
005 ~ TEOKl..OOY oe0'2t2 2'5.121 25.12t 20,121 20.121 20.121 2'5.m 25.8311 4.ltS tr.I 
008 MARINE CORPS lNOG Fa.c::E ~<m213 21.011 21,0tl tl,Otl 11,0tl 21,011 11,011 21.011 2.000 

rm <X>Mw.MJ. OONTA<1. N«) OOMMLNCATIOHI oerrm 12.127 :n.121 tJ,127 17.127 tJ,127 20,480 20,480 2.153 
008 lllSSSO. aJlflCRT TEONllOOY oemn -t11 JU ti 38,111 40.441 45,0M '4,295 42,141 010 1.130 2.300 

CD l'YSTE'MS a.l'PORT TEOHJU)(JY 080713 83.ltO • .110 11,ltO 71.110 tOl,ltO ID.7tS '7,lt t UOt 11.IOt 
011 l.aRSEA ~a W£APONI ta::H. cmm , .. 1 ... 131,1'4 141,1'4 .tlt,194 tll,114 tn.• tll,tM 1.DDO 

cm ~ TEONX.OOY cmn1 21,411 tl,411 21,411 
''· 119 

tl,471 t7,119 17,181 712 

~ ........ ••*'+ aC 
017 ~ IYSTEMS ID/Alcm TBH«1.0CJY DE\9.. Ollmt 20,0TI 30. t!:le 20.0TI 30,t!:le 30. ,,. 20.071 30,151 10.071 tQ.011 

mt lHEt!EA ... Ef'CIORIT'f TB:H«lLCO'f' DE1llOI Ol!am t<X>.000 ~.000 • .ODO 51.0DO 90,0DO 85,0DO 85.0DO 1.000 a 
GM lllEDICAl DEVB..OAiEN1' Olm7'0 4.250 ~.~ 4.~ , ... G ,«!O 11.881 47,M t2.M a.M St,200 r,, 

me GENERIC LOQaSTlCll MO TB:H«lLCO'f' DEMO OSJS71 11.~I 11.~1 tl.~t 11.~1 40.~I 21,CIU 30,051 tUDO t3.9m 
o:-;.. 
0 

ml IDIN«:BJ ~ WN'1'M£ ~ OllOS74 ··- ··- ··- ··- 17.• ··- 11.• 1l000 ti.CD> Ct' 
~ 

D2I .w.LON WAT'Bt MC:tll DEMOS ·cmm to.125 10.825 10.825 14,12S \0.825 t4.12S 10.125 4,20) ""! 

mo IDINc:m TEOH10'1'f TRN8TION cms1I 14.m 81,812 • .m 74,882 81.812 •.212 •.212 4.0 14.aJ N 

mt Cl~ ra:::HQ.OOY omm 2.110 2.110 2, 110 2, 110 25.110 2,110 25.110 23.7m 23.7m "'Oo 
N 
\C 
\C 
~ 



a 
r.i 

FY1"J COHORHllONAL ADDITIONI TO DOD REQUESTI: ROT&E 
~ 

0 

flltowMIMll of ....... O"' 
~ -...... ~ .......... ~ 

........ ..... ..... ...... ...... ...... ..... Al*> ,.,,..., .,,,..., N 

"'Oo .,.... ...... ........ AMll. Al*. Al*. ........ Anr!P: Afpr!P. ........ .,.,.... Alllll • 
N 

'° T8Ctlc9~ '° · 04I T .e TRANNO ITSTElil c:m320 3:2.021 l2.021 51,mt 51.029 l2,021 57,029 12,028 15.000 20,000 
v..:i 

048 AIR CREW SYSTEMS TECHO.OOY osmt U187 U,8117 •.•7 1).897 tl,197 8,1!187 tt.8117 4,000 10.000 1,000 

0111 &EM.FT TB:Ha.OOY flROOAAM 0 0 tl,«IJ 13,«JO 0 13,«JO U,400 '3,«JO tl.«IJ 
071 RETRACT .A.HPER omm 41.125 41.715 •.11' n.m •.72' tl,72$ IJ,725 24.800 15.000 
f175 NNN«:SJ lll.eMAAM 8Y81DI CE\Q.OPllEH D111J.:m 154.11187 84,11187 t54,11187 tl2,717 81,1187 IU.187 1>4.717 2.000 
081 JOHT NN/IW:ED SY9TEllS OllOm 108.713 108.713 152,713 152,713 0 152,113 152,713 41.000 •.cm 
094 ~ IAHT10N9 om. eun 52,317 12.317 92,317 52,317 12,3'7 12.Jt7 t0,000 
103 UGHTWE04T t!51WM ~ 0 0 13, 100 13.tOO 0 13,100 t3. too 13. tOO 11 too 
1, 2 .. 8ElF OEffN9E OSXS79 tea.a 180,«JI 1•.«JI 111.00I 193,«JI 207.058 m.a .17,800 12.000 '4,«IJ 
ttl LAWS OIDUI 31.M> 3U«> lt.M> 31,M> 38,l«J lt,M> 311.l«J 4,:IOO 4,:IOO 

(j 

0 
120 .alCCPTER ~OPM:NT OSM1t 15. '17 5.•t5 5.•t5 15. '17 10,415 

15. "' 20, "' 
s.cm 5.000 z 

t2t AV•~·EHODEV Oll042t tt,ml tt,ml tt,053 tt.em 11.~ tt.em 12.m t.:DJ l.:IOO ~ 
no v-nA 0 ~.OX» 7~.0XI 7~0XI m.om 0 7'15.0XI mooo m.ooo ~ 
tlt AIR CREW IYST£1il8 ~ omcM tl.J• 2t.MI tl.248 2t.'41 2t,MI 11,2• 21.MI l.700 3.700 C/) 

t >t EW tE'w'ELOPME'Nf mM11 131Uo:J 111,803 us.em 121.127 111.803 129,221 tl4.04t 7.114 C/) -1n AEGIS OOll&\T SYSTE1ll ~ omclO •.llO'l •.llO'l 11,00I •.802 II.Im 10,CJI 108.301 11.a tt.«XJ 0 
1ll a.oeE_.. ~SYSTEM (PtW.NIQ cmos 1.013 l,Otl l.Otl t .011 l,Otl t4,01l 14,011 a.cm s.cm z 
tCJ '!I' ACll.N) AltFRAME llllSSll.£ 0 0 10,000 10.cm 0 0 0 ta.cm > 
I• t«:fiACOUIJTlC MIE OETECTION 0 0 0 n.a 27,000 0 IUOO 22.UJ t3.SJO 

~ 

151 ll.8MMltE OOMMT IYSTBI 0 0 0 0 ~.200 55.200 '5,200 95.200 !115,200 ~ 
151~1~ 0 0 0 0 95,200 15.200 95,200 15.200 95.200 (j 

t• JOHT ~ ATIICI( lllHl1CN .,., 2U4t tt,541 21.541 21,54t tt.94t 29,941 28.941 a.cm 0 
171 MARtNE OOAPS ASMU.T WHQD. ENO~ 0 14,100 14,1'00 14,700 14,100 0 tUDO 14,700 14,100 ~ 

171 ll.RFACE WAMNl//E. TRANG DEVIC'O Gmillt l. too S.100 3,100 3. 100 l.tOO 3.10> 1,100 9,000 5,000 ~ 

t .. MEDICM. OE\Q.OPUEHT8 0 0 0 4. ,,, 4.180 4,tll 4.HJ 4;ttl 4. 113 I 
C/) 

t • FUCEI> DISTR8JTED IYITE1ll • BG 
..,. 194.• l!I0,000 194,488 154 .... 154.• .... ···- 14,cm u.cm t'1"l 

112 NNNC8J CEILO'tMl.E l't1ITDI 0 0 14.000 14.cm 0 0 0 t4.cm z 
184 !l.AFACE OOliia\TAHT OACIWa • TCliWN moczJ 25.«IO 30,«IO CJ.a> JO.el '°·"'° 25.«IO 21.eo S.CDJ l.CD> > 

~ 
181 _. T°""fD NfltAY IUWB.LNa l'YSTBll 020Clt 2Ult 21,llt 2t,llt 2t,llt 2Ult 23.!!lt 23.511 2.200 2.200 t'1"l 
202 F-14~ Cl20!* 101.121 10U21 101.221 tOt.221 m.221 tOt,221 tll.221 15,000 25.000 

lOI MNftE CXRtl OROlH>~T-...anllOXJlllJ 20.445 20.445 20.445 20.445 20.445 •.MS 315.MS 15,Q) 15.«XJ 

20I MAANCXJfl'9~\mml2 22.IJI 24.131 25.lll 15,lll 2',IJI 25.131 25.131 3.000 l.000 

210 LAV-NJ 0 0 l ,Q) l.«XJ D 0 0 t,«XJ 

110 MARINE Bl W 'CE 'BIT MOQIWll 0 0 t2.000 12.cm 0 0 0 12.000 

2'7t MAM 0 0 2.cm 2.CDJ 0 0 0 2.000 

• a wlNwuuw • 
2'80 I.Ma OOMIAHCATIONI 0 0 0 0 15,000 15.CDJ 1',000 15.000 15.000 

r.i• d ...... ~ 
211 TMQIET SYSTala~ mM25 4Q.ml CJ.me JO.ml JO.ml JO.ml SUll CJ.ml 10,000 

230 IT\DES N.:J NW. Y'llS ~·NAVY OIOIS15 5.l80 5,l80 5,tll80 5,191 Ua> 2.~I 2.151 Ut 

2315 ~ INFORMATlON ~ a.mo 14,ltl 14.111 "·''' "·''' ..... 14.ltt 14.111 3.000 

231 AOTIE ICEHCE IHJ TECHO..OO'f lllNWJDd OSJ5ll &057 54,l51 94.l51 G.MJ 12.MJ 12.MJ 12,MJ 7.880 1,880 

231 NJTIE M1'MIUITATION .. * HZATION ml58I tS.D ,,.. 15.D 1UJI 11.a IUll ti.Ill 3.tJI 3.tll 
~ 

240 AOTIE .. ND UtafNT IU'PORT OllJell IOl.se8 tCD.!155 tDI.~ tm.~ •.:m -~ toe.~ !Um °' ,.. 
~ ,.. 



~ 
01 

"""' fY1tU COHOR£UIONAL ADOl110NI 10 000 REQUEITI: ADT&E ~ 

~.ct1o1.,._.1 
~ 

....... .......... ~ ..... .... ....... ....... ...... ...... ....... Aullt> ~ ~ ....... _ ....... ....... Aulll. ...... AAA. -.... .... -.... .... "'"" ... .... .... -. ... Ma. 

24 t TEST N<J EVAl.~ TIOH llAIORT Ollme m .m m .229 m.229 m .22t 3l5,22t 345,7'00 '45,7'00 t0.47• 
· 241 MAH..FACnJRH) TEON:l.OOY ~ 0 . 80,384 0 111.m t38.m 0 t04.M t1t.290 104.• 
m REAL PROPERTY IWNTBWCE ROTIE 0 0 0 4t.<m 4'.<m •t.<m 4',<m 4' ,000 •t.<m 

TOTAL OF CONQRE99IONAl ADOrTOr um.m t,545,243 '58.m5 

MJT&E. »farce 
T~a-. 

CDS AEROSPAa. F\.IOHT D\'NAMOI 'OllD'2'20 13.921 81.121 n.m • .m 73.121 18,417 1U11 2.1• 
(j 

0 ens HJMAH SYSTEMS TEONJl.OOY oeo220 18,191 ~.1118 lt,104 lt.704 18.t• 14.IXM 14,IXM 2.llD z 
01 t ROO<£T ~ND ASTAOfWJT1C8 TB CBJ2JO 

42. '"° 37.teo ».tea 37,teo 
32, '"° «>.411D 37,880 100 C') 

012 N:N~WEAPONS OlllJ2tO u.n ll . .n Cl,493 38,493 C3,4Sll 41 . .n .. ., s.cm to.cm ~ m SIP/ta NJCl.EAA PROPll..llON 0 0 D t0.000 0 0 0 to.ODO {/) 

~ lilCfrdaVJ - J¢1M• {/) 
~ 

mo AEA09PACE VB«1.E TEON100Y c:mm te.m tl.329 n .m tl.329 tU21 11.m 11.m 3.CIJD 0 
024 CREW SYSTEMS N«J PERSOl •ll PMOI EC I ICJ Dl!I0323 tl.048 ''·'· tl.049 ,,,,. 11.t• tl.M tt.t• 1,100 t.too z 
IXM IOI~~ TEON100Y 080340 318.205 38.lOS 29.205 29.205 ~.205 Sl,205 a .om J,115 > 
03I IDINC£D WE»ONI Tt!CMO.OOY oemeo !M,131 33,041 !M,137 !M,l:J1 Sl.041 &03' •.C31 II.too II.too re 
OCl IDIN«S:J OOlll'UTER T£OH100Y osnn t1, tll t1.1JI tt,tll 11, tll 

"· tll ''· tll 
11, ,,. e.ooo l.CIJD ~ ............... (j 

cm B-!SllOI~ OtOttt t1l00 21.300 tum 21.DJ 21.DJ n.m '2.CIJD ts.CIJD um 0 
Ol5 llW:ETRAO( 03mt1 5l. tCIJ Jl.200 •um tm.eoo t0,200 ts,IOD n.a 90,CJO ·- :::0 
Tec8Dlll ,,....... ~ 

ttll'W~ ~ ,,.. tOl.000 M ,IOO t!ll.eoo t51.!IOO M.IOIJ te4,!IOO I.GOO a.aoo I 
t ti OEMCA' aa OOICAl DEFBm lOA'llBIT OllMIO t~200 M.SXJ tUOO ti.~ tl.!IOO 15.200 t1.eoo uoo t,D 

{/) 

tT'l 
1 n AEROlilEDICM. IYS1Dll DE\U..OPMENT 080410 4,200 4,200 .. 200 1.153 1.153 1.m •.m US1 tm z 
t21 COliFUTER R£SX.RCO IM'WEdEHT ~-Q80i(7, um um uoo l.IOIJ 2t,CJO t2,CJO 2t.CJO tUOO tUOO > 
tl5 F-t~ D.WJAON1 '0201,, Um um 3.D> 3,DJ 3,300 JS.DJ SJ,300 30.000 30.DDD ~ 

147 FOi.LOW-ON T~ ~N::e SYS mant 915,em tt.tm t!S.300 12.IOD n.200 55.d IUOO t.aoo 1,CIOD 
tT'l 

t7tcuw:&>~WI 0 0 3,DJ ),DJ C2•.IOO) 22.DDD lCJDO llOD um (100 

0.: .................... 
203 MHCH ~ I EPi IEMOI Olfl't 81'\.IJ't a 0 0 ··- ··- ··- ··- ··- ··-2fll . TEST N«J ~llON ll.flllan C8mlO 0.129 •.m cn.121 •.121 •tt.321 «H,5,, 401,StJ 2.• 
111 MB>IJM LAUCH WMClE8 mam 41,800 41 ,800 4'.800 41,IOD 4t,IOO at.IOD tlt.IOO tO,CJDO ta.cm 
Jtl lffa STAOE ~ WNClE8 mm,, G.100 .. ,. , .. ,. •.t41 t25,7'00 tl,141 51,M tC.M sum 
230 MAN.FAC'TUtNJ 18>IClLDOY DE\8.1PlllBff 0 tm.SXJ 0 tt!S.000 115.000 0 tCIUllll!S UlOOD --m OOlllEaTIC ACTMTa 0 t1,!D> .0 t1.eoo t1,!IOO 0 t1,SXJ tUOO t1,B a m EJIDlilB' ~ 0 0 0 0 30.CD> 20.DDD 20.000 20.DDD 20.CJDO (') 

m AEAl. FMCMAI f IMlfT'llWa Nn'U 0 ·o 0 G.!502 '2.902 '15>2 G.902 G.!502 G.!502 ~ 
0 

2e &:JCESW~ PalCHtEl. carra 0 0 0 r,lf,'48) a .,.,,., (20.CllJt 
,.,,.. O" 

~ 

290 CNl.JAH FetlOl Ill E&1TI 0 0 0 t,ClOO 0 0 0 t .OOD ~ 

........ 

10TAl °' OCMCJRQlliCIW. ADOmONr 
111.)t!S ,._ .. 211.oa ... ao 

........ 
\.0 
\.0 
C,.i.j 



a 
~ 
~ 

"ttu CONGRElllONAL AOOITIONI TO DOD REQUEIT8: RDT&E 
0 
O"' 

llllout .... ot ..... ~ 
""I ...... _.....,.. ........ >---. 

MMt.. ..... ...... -- ...... ..... ...... AMiii> ..,,,.., _..,,.., ... O::J ,. ...... ..... ........ AIA. AIA. Alita. App!!p. Aep!p. AftNp. ...... ...... Allllt. >---. 
\.C 
\.C 
C,i.,j 

~TIE. O..x 1dt r.,.... .... 
OOt OEFEN9E RE9EAR04 ~ OllD1t0 tlt,071 ttl,071 t21,071 t18,011 t20,J71 tOl,571 1'1.071 2,000 
002 IN-HOl& lMOAATORY NlEJl9ClENT RE9EMC>f a 1.215 a •.m 2.m •.m on •.m 4.m 
cm lff'w9taTY AESEMCH HTIATMa OllD1t0 .... 11t,llOI tat.a 1 .... 111,llOI 209.3151 m.n •.ooo m.eo 138.«IO 
CIOI us..JAPM MNWJEMEHT ~ 0 0 10.000 . 10,000 0 0 t0,000 10,000 10,000 
rm ~ MMJtETX:eacJY ITOWJIE 0 ea.cm 0 0 !la.CD> 0 20.cm 20.cm 20.000 
CIOI cxun&nERAOR TEONCAL ~ cmm UllO 1.990 10.000 ··- uao t.880 ··- 3.000 J.cm _ 
010 MEDICAL FREE B.ECTROH LAIER 0 20.cm D 20.cm 20.cm 20.cm 20.cm 20.cm 20.cm ("') 

012 ITRA TEOIC TECHNCl.OOY ..,. sn.100 •.too m,100 Jin, too 387, 100 212,027 J72,127 20.cm 0 
014 PNmCLE llEMI TEON10Crt 0 0 lCD> 0 1.000 0 I.cm 1,000 I.CD> z 
015 IHTEORA TB> c:::aAWC> N«J OOHT'Mll TIDN100 0 11.cm 0 0 1CIO.DOO D tlD,000 tlD.000 ta>.000 ~ 

011 MATBMUN«J ~ TECHNCl.OOY om:r7t 71.100 2tt.IDO t>t,IOO 113.IDD 151,IOO tD.IDD ,...,800 91.IDD 112.IDO tot.DOD ~ 
017 flOllT LMICH DBTNJCT TECHNCl.OOY 0 ts.DOD 0 15,000 1S.DOO a S,000 1S.OOO a.ooo C/J 

C/J 
011 OEFe. NJCLEM NJ&CY Gm17t .... .,, D.1151 m.1151 J72,1151 m.w 312,11>4 •.m 21,IOO -
t~ tuTORICAUY a.ACK CO I m&N«J~ 0 0 tS,000 ts.cm 0 '5,CDJ tS.000 tS.000 tS.000 0 z 
tll NNAHa!flJ IMTDMl.I ~ 0 0 30.CIOO 30.cm 0 0 0 30.000 > 
~----·· • ~ 

02• J011r OCO-OOE riumae tlDNll.OOY cwcmm ta.17't ti.IN 22.000 22.000 11.111 11.m 11.m tm• 
~ 425 Md INNOVATNE ra:MQ oaf cmm 

tO PPSttlllEHTAL el~T10N OF WJOlt IHNl7f mm 21'0.111 24t,t• .. ., 2SJ,S11 251.529 m.011 211.291 11,T.JI 
("') 

0 
20 El.ECmtC W>ICLE tKHQ.OOY 0 0 0 0 0 25.000 25.000 25,000 25,000 ~ 
30 HA 1\.IW. GAii 'lie XI El 0 0 0 0 0 0 t0,000 10.000 to.cm ti 

QZ1 ITRATEOC 8'/IACIMJfTAL M MQ4~ 0 0 20Q,OOO 20Q,CIOO 0 0 0 200.CIOD I 
-G2I ~ UEPMTNEMlft C/J 

tO ~ U1!E C1'l11CAL TEOIG.OCIT ~ D 0 tOD,000 100,00D a 0 tm.OOD tOD.CJOO tOD,CIOO 
t'l"l z 

20 COMlllERCW.-..TMY lfTIORATION .wtTNERI 0 0 eo.aoo S>.cm · 0 0 eo.ooo !IO.CIOO eo.ooo > 
30 l:JlW. lm EXIU 80N AllT PAOORAM 0 0 200,CIOO . 200.cm 0 0 too.cm 200.00D too.cm ~ 

40 N:OIOtW. ~AU.Wal 0 0 too.cm too.cm 0 0 tm.000 toa.CJOO 100.000 t'l"l 

• MAM6AC'n"9NO tlDNll.OOY llffan 0 21,000 0 0 21,000 0 85.CJOO es.cm 85.CIJO 
ID NNNCSJ .WU:AC'T\.RH'J ~ 0 0 D 25.00D 0 0 10.000 25.CIOD 30.000 5.000 

cm smATEOIC DNRClllllBfTAL llEIEMOt MOORAlll 0 0 0 0 15.SXJ 20Q,CIOO 1IO,OOO 1IO,CJOO 1IO,OOO 

cm ~ ~ tlDNll.OOY 0 a 10.000 to.cm 0 0 0 1Q.CIOD 

Oll ~AUD LOOll'TlC8 ll.fflORT cmm tt,211 t1,2tl 11.211 11,211 11,211 tt,2tl tUtl tcm a.cm 
OIO Ml MCED 1BHG.OO'Y NMTM cmsn tn.Mt t1U40 U'U40 tS>.cm 15,CXJO tl:U40 t!I0.540 540 

04t COOPEl'tAlM~ ~I 0 20.cm 0 20.CXJO 30.cm 0 30.00D 20.cm 30.cm ft),GQO 

.oa MAM6.-cn.NG TIDtQ.OOY omm 
tO .WU:llC1\NG TIDtQ.OOY a.D1 -- 1.,,«JO 112,CXJO m.cm tlO.«JO 121,IOO 21>.m -.m 
20 FOaJltOS 0 20.CXJO 20.000 20.000 20.cm 20.CXJO 20.000 20.00D 20.cm 

oa CXl"90I DTID DOD..,,._,. NMTIW a.D1I '·°'' 34.0tl tUtt >4.0tt 34.°'. t.011 34.0tt 25.000 25,CXJO 

.,.. llEJMTl!CM 0 tCI0,000 100,CIJO tm.OOO toa.cm 0 too.000 toa.cm toa.CllO 

CMI .---. OPEM110NI 1'ICHQ.OOY DINILOP ttee U40 U«J U«J U«J U«J U«J lM t.000 t,000 

·f40 c:&emMWCB> WI~ TIDtflMT ~ 

tO DEFu.~~Tl!CMPMT 0 0 20.000 20.GDO a 20,000 25,CIOO 20.000 2!1.CXJO 5.cm 01 
~ 

~ 
~ 
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O> 0 
b FY1113 CONORESS10NAL ADOfTIONI TO DOD REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION O"' 
01 (\) 
<O 

(thou11nd1 of cto11 .. 1 ""1 

t t-.... 
~ ,.......,. Amount ... OJ 

< Mlllft. HouM ..... IMCW ...... ..... IMCIM Autf\> A,,,,.,> ~> t-.... 
~ .,.... '1!qU!!! Al.Ith. Auth. Auth.. ~ ~ ~ 

._..,.., 
R!qU!!! Au9t. c.o 

~ c.o 
~ 

C.&J 

3 
· MUTNtY CONSTAUCTION 

""' ......., ConMNdlon,"""' 0 .... ~ 
003 FORT WMNtRIOHT N< 

10 tW«)AR 0 0 0 u~ 0 3.ISJ 4,5e0 USO 4.5'0 IOO 

010 FORTMCaEUAN ,._ 
20 NllllO STORAOE FllCl.ITY D uoo 0 uoo 2.SOO D 2,!100 2,500 2.500 
30 GENERAL HSTMJCTlON llA.DHJ 0 2.050 0 2.050 2.050 0 2,050 2,050 2,0!50 (j 

«> V£ttCLE MAHTEWCE IHOP 0 1,3150 0 1.li'O t,)50 0 U50 t,)50 t.li'O 0 
017 FORT OOROON QA 2 

~ 
10 ~TED~'M11TY 0 0 23.000 23.000 D 23,000 t0.000 Zl.000 t0,000 :::0 

011 PORT ~$OH QA t'r'l 
Vl 

to BNtRAa<a a ONNQ tw.L 0 0 t0.200 t0.200 0 t0.200 10.200 t0.200 10.200 Vl -CIZ2 fTTZSMONI NIC co 0 
to CENTRM. ENERGY PUNT 0 tl,«JO 0 11,400 tl,«JO 0 11,«JO tl,400 tl,«JO 2 
20 E~ER F/ICUTY 0 1.000 0 1,000 1.000 0 1.000 1.000 1.000 > 

~ 

023 FORT OLLEM CM 
~ tOWATER~ 0 2,100 2,100 2,100 2,100 2,100 2,1'00 2.1'00 2,700 

O'l4 HlM"E1' NW"f #MELD QA 
(j 

0 
10 TACTlCM. E~ SHOP 0 9,«JO 9,400 9,«JO 9,400 9,400 9,«JO 9,«JO 9,«JO ~ 

cm 8CHOf'El.D BMMaCa tt 0 
20 AIW.. IEWAOE lMATMENT 'IOUTY 0 0 17,500 17,500 0 17,!IOO 17,800 t1,!IOO 17,900 I 

Vl 
mt FORT Rl..EY Kl m 

10 RAl.HEAD 0 0 tUOO tlJOO 0 tlJOO tUOO tUOO 13,200 2 
> 

027 FORT fO«>X KY ~ 
10WAT£R~TNICI 0 4,350 4,3!90 4,350 4.li'O 0 4,3!10 4.3'0 oeo m 

20 AWE.LO ~M.IZATlON 0 7,100 7,100 7,100 7,100 0 1,100 7,100 7,100 

30 ELECTRICAL DSTR8JT10N ~llEHT "'° 0 4,t90 4,190 4,190 4,190 0 4,190 4,190 4,190 

cm roRT UOtMJUnt NJ 

10 CHU> C.M! CEfTa 0 , .. , .. uao uao ueo uao US> ueo 
OS4 FORT CRUM N1 

10 MOUT 0 9,800 0 uoo uw 0 uoo uoo uoo 
20 OEHEN!l~W~ 0 uoo 0 uoo uoo 0 uoo 1.100 uoo 
30 U!MftYEU:ATlON C£NTu. 0 1,700 0 1,700 0 0 0 I.TOO 

me roRT lftAOO NC 
10 t«lHWAY EXTl!HllON 0 1.200 0 1,700 1,700 0 1.1'00 1,700 1,100 

031 roRTIU OK 

to ,_ ITATIOH 0 t,500 1,500 uoo t,500 uoo 1,800 uoo uoo 
me PtCATHn' AMUK NJ 

l...:l 
CJ1 
Ii-I 
l...:l 
CJ1 
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FY1113 CONGRESSIONAL ADDITIONI TO DOD REQUESTS: MIJTAAY CONSTRUCTION ~ 
~ 

fthousand• of doll .. ) 
AMMlll "-- ....... 

Adnllft. ..... ..... IMCW HouM ..... ·~ Aulh> ~ ~ "·- " ..... ' Au9I. Ault. Auth. ...... ~ Awi•· ........ ........ Auth. 

tO ELECTRICAL DenmunoN IYITEM 0 0 uoo uoo uoo 0 '~ uoo uoo 
20 PAOP£llANT ~IJ.Na LAii 0 0 2~ 2,250 2,290 0 2.290 2~ USO 

038 \I/Kn SNClS NM 
10 8ARAAaCI RENOVATIONS 0 0 1,000 1,000 ... ooo 1,000 l,000 1,000 1,000 

041 ME.ROEEN PROW«J OROlNJ MD 
10 f1R£JSECUArTY STATION 0 0 3,400 3,400 0 3,400 3,G 3,G 3,400 ' 

042 CORPUS'a«sm MVr CEPOT 1X 
10 ~wAAEHousl 0 l,IOO 0 •.eoo l,IOO 0 1,100 t.IOO 1.100 n 
20 METAL FllSHNO I WCTROfllATNJ ,ACIJ1'Y 0 11,IOO 0 11,IOO 11,IOO 0 u.eoo tt,IOO 11.100 0 

043 FORT BUSI TX z 
~ 

10 MRRACICI MODENZATION 0 t3,IOO 0 tUOO tUOO 0 tUOO 1UOO tUOO ~ 20 IARRACkl MODERNIZATION 0 U,180 0 1t,1IO 11,180 0 1t,1IO tt,180 11,180 CJ) 

080 FORT lfLYOlflt VA CJ) 
1-1 

20 ML !XTEHSION 0 0 t.200 1.200 0 t.200 UDO UDO uao 0 
070 VARIOUS CON.JI LOCAnoNI xv z 

> 
10 a.ASSFED PROJECT 3.000 1,110 2,700 2.100 2.710 2,710 UtO to re 
30 ~ ACCUI RC»DI 0 0 2.400 2,400 0 0 0 2,400 

~ 
---- 1 A 

n 
_, LMPEa:ED WCfllJJWD! LOCATIOHIZU 0 

tO LMPECIFED Mia. CONITNJCTICH ... ,., ,..,., uoo uoo uoo uoo IJIOO t,1'00 ~ -
~ 

toTAl.Of' ~ADCIT10HI"'- 22Uto 20t•to UtO I 
CJ) 
t:'rj 

z 
> ..-,c. .. :11 a...., ~ 

........ ? • t:'rj 

017 WM lllNC>MWAL ltPtMD CA 
10 MiVMDOtJI MATENM. nawal '/IDUfY 0 I.ODO 0 I.ODO I.ODO 0 I.ODO I.ODO I.ODO 

011 ...,...." N.WAL~ ITATIOH CA 
10 FDCED llC:*T unnY IVST£M 0 uoo 0 t,100 1,100 0 t,100 UDO l,Jm 

NI N.Wf W CQNl'&L.009TICI ICM 
20 ~~•ITOMGIWMIHDWI 0 0 2.100 2.100 0 U'UO 1.100 uao UGO 

.. ~-...ceWMNMCTR.aw.tf 
tO ~CCMICl191TCIHtlJt 0 l,000 0 l.000 I.GOO 0 1.000 •.aao 1.000 0 

071 ~ OfDIWU l1IC. NIMff) Ill> 
C':l 
""i-

to ~ CNJlliNJ,M:IJTY 0 uoo l,IOO 1.100 ,.., UDO uoo 1.100 uoo 0 
O"" 

20 0-.DCllM FN2JfY 0 UIO 0 UIO UIO 0 UIO UIO 2.21D 
<';) 
""I 

072 l'J\NXINT fMVN. Nit ITAnaN .., ._ 
10 KN~ NmJMTIOH ,IC fltWIE' 0 10,000 0 10,000 10.000 . 0 10.000 10,000 10,000 ._O:J 

._ 
\C 
\C 
~ 
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FYtltJ CONOAESllONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION "Oo 
(thouHnda of doll .. ) ....... 

\.C 
AMourll Mount Alwounl ~ AdnM. HouM ..... IMCW HouN ....... ........ Auth> AlllnP> ~ 

"°P- ........ Aull. Aulh. Ault. App!op. Approp. !epr!p. ......... "!Cl!!!! Auf\. 

·Gn U. &. NAVM. N;N:JEJlt MD 
tO VISITOR'S CENTER 0 4.500 0 4,500 0 0 0 4.500 
20 PH1S1CAL THERAPV' CCMlt.D 0 1,500 0 .uoo uoo 0 0 1,500 

'174 HAS MERDAN .. 
10 CHLO O(VELOPMEHf CENTM 0 t,100 0 t,100 t,1M 0 1.100 t,100 uoo 

'111 OULFPORT .. (j 

10 IEMIEE WNEtoull 0 0 4,890 4,9'0 0 4,8!50 4,8!50 .... .... 0 z 
07I HEW RIVER NC ~ 

tO PHYSICAL mNESS aHTD 0 0 uoo 3,100 0 uoo uoo uoo 3,100 ~ 
07I MCAS CHERRY POtfT NC (/) 

10 OP£RATIONI fN:AJTY 0 0 3,000 3,000 0 3.000 3,000 3,000 3.000 
\Jl -20 WME.HOUSa 0 0 ueo t,eeo 0 t.000 UllO ,,.., ueo 0 
z 

085 IONGSVUE NAYM. Nit ITA110N TX > 
20 R01HR llTI PREPMAT.JOH 0 to.ooo t0,000 t0,000 10,000 10.000 10.000 t0.000 10,000 ~ 

mil DlM«CK YA ~ 
10 APPLIED NSTRUCT1CH ll.DG DPAtaJH 0 1',n1 1'.n1 tJ.m t3,n1 ts.m 13.m 1'.n1 13,727 (j 

20· UPGRADE WATP IYITEM 0 uoo uoo uoo uoo uoo 1,200 uoo 1.200 0 
30 LN«> ACOUllT10H • 111 AICMI · 0 4.500 4.500 4,!500 4,500 4,!500 0 4,500 ~ 

tj 
Ol1 FORT ITORY VA I 

10 HAW 8CMI EmPOIM. 1MlaG & EVM.Ul\T10N 0 1,8'0 U!IO 5,8'0 ,,.., S,9'0 ··- ··- ··- (/) 

me UT1l.E CMEJ( VA 
tT1 
z 

to 1ACH1EL.OR EJIJITlD OlM1lltl '/IQJTY 0 1.000 1,000 1,000 ' 1,000 1,000 l,000 1.000 1.000 ·> 
- NAYM. Nit ITA110N NOftfOLK VA ~ 

10 ~ llWAPHY'ICM. 'IOUTY 0 1,4'0 t,490 t,tao t,100 t,4'0 t,100 1,100 t,100 

0 2,000 2,000 2.000 2.000 2.000 2,000 2.000 2.000 

10 ooe•''M> & STIR COLLEOI '/laJfY 0 0 1,DOO 1.000 0 1.000 0 l.000 

122 PUOET 80.N> tMYM.. ITA110N WA 
tO MOE.CR U&JITED QlMTEM 0 13,300 0 tUOO 13.300 0 13.300 13.300 . tUOO ....... 

151 ~WONJMIDI LOCAllONIZU 
20 ~IHJCUIOtt n.IG 74.292 72,142 79,112 11,212 12,IQ 10.000 USO 

lOTM.. Of CCNRlllOIW.ADDmONl9 131,547 U2,ID1 0 

~ 
Q1 

'""' ~ 
'l 



~ 
Ql 
Ii-' 
~ 

FY1H3 CONGRESSIONAL ADDrTIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 00 

(thouHnda of doll .. I 
~ ~ ~ 

AdrM\. HouM Senate IMCW Howe ....... lnectld Auth> ~,. Approp> 

"¥- .. ..,.., Auth. Auth. Auth. Approp. Approp. Aelnp. R!qU!!! " ..... Ad\. 

. ~ ConlWclon. lk,.. 
~~ 
007 MAXWEU Na M. 

tO EXTENSION OF RUMAY 0 10,100 0 . 10.100 10,100 0 0 t0,100 

20 PHYSICAL FTTNESI CENT£" 0 0 uoo· 1,800 0 0 0 1.100 
015 EEL.SON Na N< 

30 ~SH!lTtRI 0 0 21,000 21,000 0 21,000 21.000 21,000 21,000 

mo EL.MEPOJRF AFI M 
(j 
0 

30~SHEL191 0 0 tl,000 tl.000 0 tl,000 tl,000 tl,000 ti.GOO z 
038 DAVIS MONnWf AFB ~ ~ 

to DOMITORY 0 3,500 3.D 3,500 uoo uoo uoo uoo UDO ~ 
OC2 LUt<£ AFI ~ 

CJ) 
CJ) 

10 90Q 0 0 2.950 ueo 0 USO 2,ISO 2,leO ueo ~ 

0 
CM3 NAVA.JO Nttlf DEPOT ~ z 

tO MNJttMAN-VANOUI FACUTEI 0 0 0 0 0 0 uoo uoo uoo > 
050 8EM...EN9 CA 

~ 

20 SECURrTY POla OPI FN:AJTY 0 4,3e0 0 4.B> .... 0 4.B> 4,390 om ~ 
085 MCCUUAN Na CA (j 

30 PlATHO SHOP 0 1,000 0 1,000 7,000 0 11• 1.000 1.000 0 
~ 

070 TRAVIS N9 CA ~ 
20 DORM MNOYAT10H 0 to.eoo 0 10,800 tO,IOO 0 10,IOO 10,800 10,MJO I 

092 B0UJ«> AFB DC CJ) 

to ow. ~ca.ft.EX 0 t,«JO 0 t,«JO l,«JO 0 l,«JO t,«JO l,«JO 
tT1 
z 

too EOU.AFB F\. > 
30 a.MAT1C TUT c::tw.ft C'tN1 t 0 0 0 S.000 0 32,000 1.000 1.000 1,000 

,..., 
tT1 

t'15 MOOO't AFI . QA 

20 FWL auMoel DOCK CC-t"lt 0 0 3,100 3,100 0 3,100 3,100 uoo UDO 
t11 ~AFI QA 

tO JSTARI MliiP NfD HYDRNn IYIT&t 0 0 1,100 1,100 0 1,100 1,100 1,100 1,100 

20 JSTARI IECURrTY~ 0 0 1.800 t,800 0 1.800 1.800 uoo t,800 

130 llARK80Al.E Na LA 
30 R£Jl\ACE APAOH & tf't'DMHT IYIT!M 0 0 25,800 14,000 0 29,IOO 14.000 14,000 t4,000 

t'7 HANSCOM AF1 "" a 
10 CHLO DEYElOPMENT CINTEft 0 0 4,200 4,200 0 4,200 4.200 4.200 4.200 ("') 

t «> tcEESl.ER AFI Ml 
~ 
0 

20 ~M.. T£R a«.DCME C€N'Ta 0 2.1150 0 2.1150 ueo 0 2.1150 2,150 USO O"' 
~ 

30 Vl8lW. r.FORIMT10H ~ FACUTY 0 0 0 l,«JO 0 0 0 l,«JO ~ 

«> 1V IYITEM TMN'G FACUTY 0 0 0 290 0 0 0 280 
N 

.. ao 
N 
'C 
'C 
~ 
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FY1HJ CONOAESSIONAL ADOITIONI TO DOD REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION O" 
~ 

(thouHndl Of doll .. ) ~ 

N 
~ Mourlt AIMMn ,.Oo 

Mn*\. HouM ...... INICtM HouM ....... lneclM Auda> Apfnp> A,,ro,.> N ,,,_ ........ Auth. Auth. Auth. ~ !pprop. Aepop. .. .,.,... !!!que!! Auth. \.0 
\.0 
v..:i 

tlO NELUINB tN 
30 NRCR>FT l~ #'ROH 0 7.850 0 111!10 4' . ...JO 0 4,000 1~ 4,000 

«> AR....a PNJ, PHi\111 0 0 4.000 0 0 4,000 4.000 4,000 4,000 

tll~N'a NU 
tO DOAlil'TOftY 0 . 2,800 0, uoo 2.100 0 2,100 2,800 2,800 

175 POPE MB "° 10 AOOiALTt" ~ OPI I Loml11CI COW' t,100 t,800 2,300 2,300 t,100 t,100 2,300 900 !ICJO 
20 MP~ APRON Nl:J WIOEH WW PAVEMENT 2,3!50 2,350 2,350 2,«JO 2.350 2.350 2.a !!IQ eo n 
«> AOOiM. TER MtCAMT CPI Mei l.OOISTICI rx1'I 1,800 uoo 2,500 2,500 1,800 t.eoo 2,500 100 1'00 0 
e.4 ~ PARTII WMEHOUISU t,seo tMO 2,450 2,450 1.seG t,550 2,'50 IOO IOO z 

~ 
.. BR~& 0 0 4,000 4,000 0 0 0 4,000 

~ 115 MINOT Ma ND Cf) 

30 WATE.R SYSTEM 0 0 2,050 2.mo 0 2.oeo 2.mo 2.oeo 2.oeo Cf) -202 M. TUS N1I OK 0 
10 CONSOl.D\TtD IU'PORT f/CIJTY 0 1,300 0 1,300 7,300 0 1,300 1.300 uoo z 

2111 VNaNB OK > 
~ 

to MmELD R£PAI' 0 ueo 2.B U50 2.- 3,300 2.- ueo ueo 
~ 210 CHMLEITON WI IC 

«> AOOiM. TER PHYllCM. mNEll CIHTU 0 uoo 3,300 3,300 uoo uoo 3,300 uoo uoo n 
0 

m IAOOl<I Na TX ~ 

10 N;N:JfMIC COWUX 0 0 t,000 . 1.000 0 t,000 uoo 1.000 uoo ~ 

%21 OOODftU.OW Af9 TX I 
Cf) 

to PHYSICAL R1MEll C2HTU 0 0 3,250 USO 0 USO U50 USO USO tr1 

DS~Na TX 
z 
> 

20 HOH SCHOOi ~ ICHOCl fACUTEI 0 1,000 0 1,000 1.000 0 1.000 1,000 l.000 i-1 
2915 HLLN8 ur tr1 

30 lNGM Tur CILL ....-oRT 'ACIJJY 0 eeo 0 "° eeo 0 "° 850 "° «> flOW£J' UIOfWll! 0 4,300 0 2.300 2,300 0 2.300 2.300 uoo 
-~,,. VA 

30 CONSmucnoN PftOJECTI 0 S,300 S,300 S,300 5,300 5,300 0 1,300 

- CONJS VARIOUI XY 
30 GENERAL R£DUCnON 0 0 0 ('l,81CJt 0 0 0 1,110 

- Mt;ENS«)N 8lN«> 
,. 

10 flOWEIWEIM.HZAT10H Pl.NIT 0 0 22.000 22.000 0 0 0 22,000 

305 NelEMEN AFB OU 
30 ~Plm.ITOIWJe TNICI 0 4JleQ 0 4,!SeO 4.MO 0 0 4.9e0 

40 LIHlfU. 0 10,000 0 10,000 10,000 0 10,000 10,000 10.000 

IO twMDCXJI WMTI 'ICIJTY 0 uoo 0 uoo IOO 0 0 1.• 

IQ lJaAOftCllH> RE. lrav.ol TNI< 0 4,100 0 4,100 4,100 0 0 4,100 ~ 
01 ..... 
~ = 



~ 
~ 

""" FY1ff3 CONORESSIONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: MIUf ARY CONSTRUCTION ~ 
Q 

lthou11nd1 of doU•nl 
AMcMft Amount Amount 

A.drM\. HouM ..... EMCW HouN ..... IMC19d Aull\> ...,,.., Approp.• 

~ l'equeet Ad\. Auth. A&lth. Approp. Aep!op. Approp. R!qU!!! " ...... Auth. 

TOT M.. OF CONGRESSIONAL MDT10NS• 25t,llO 117,100 t~.-

a.lllliwy Con*udaft. O...•t Ide ...... ~ 
002 ElMEt«XlAf MB N< 

10 HOSPfT M.. R£Pl.AC£MENT 0 0 25.000 15,000 0 25,000 15.000 15,000 15,000 (j 

cm BEALE AFB CA 0 
10 HOSPrTAl. LFt SAnTY ~ 0 ''°° 0 '·~ uoo 0 uoo uoo uoo z 

~ 
012 ATZSNONS NltC co ;; 

10 SITE WORK 0 2.000 0 2,000 2 ".:00 0 2.000 2.000 2.000 Vl 

030 BARKNl SNDS H Vl -10 LAN> EASEMENT 5,400 5,400 2'°° 2,500 0 9,400 8,«JO 2.100 0 
Ge FORT 8RAGO NC z 

> 
20 ND'Al.. TEft llC. I ICHOOLI 0 ueo 0 "''° Ut90 0 "''° USO USO ~ 

079 "°' TlOtW.. CAATM.. M£.A VA ;; 
10 Ml.OCATlON OF WAT'lR .wta 0 0 0 0 3.000 0 3.000 3.000 3.000 (j 

1t1 ClAISFlED LOCATION 0 
to SOUllM£ITEM«IA 0 0 UIO UIO 0 UIO Ueo UIO "''° :::0 

tJ 
..,.,,~ I t., UNSP£0fl[I) Vl 

tO ENEftOY OOHRftYATIOH 0 I0,000 0 eo,Ooo 0 0 0 •.ooo t'Tj ....... z 
> 

tlO lHSP£CIAED WON.DMD! LOCAnoNlzu ...., 
30 f'lNNG IHJDUDf ~ '4,9'0 1411/JO 38,9'0 ..... M,9'0 3211/JO M.000 30.000 21.S t'Tj 

TOTM. ~ OONIMUIDW.ADDmOHl9 ftl.o«t .,.., uoo 

... 0.., ,.,,,, ....... a... ............ " 
cm cu..LWH M. 

to ~ ll.DO flClft DM-3 a.AU ot _. 0 ..., 0 GI ..., 0 GI «JO «JO 0 
OOCFCRT~ M. . ~ 

.:-... 

0 t.mo 0 t,DIO .., 0 1.000 t.e• t,000 0 
10 UTE ltTE NXJ Cl"' 

~ 

cm ONEONTA M. "'I 

to ORONQA110fW. tiWNTDWa SHOP 0 •1 0 ., •1 0 ., ., ., 
N 

CIOI T\J9CAl..008A . M. 
.. Oo 
N 
\0 
\0 c...., 
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FY11tl CONOAESSIONAL ADOIT10NS TO DOD REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION O" 

~ 

rthouHnda of doll .. I ""I 

~ ~ --- N 
... ao 

Adnllft. HouM ..... IMCIM HouM ...... IMdMI Ault> ~ ~ N .,..... ._..,.., Auth. Auth. Auth. Appop. App!op. Aelw!P· ._ ...... .. ..,..., Auth. \0 
\0 
Co..:> 

'0 ARtllOlf't 0 2.273 2.273 2.273 t,131 2.273 2.273 2.273 2,273 

008 UNON SPRHOa AL 
10 NNORY 0 113 0 ltl 113 0 IOO lt3 IOO 

012 W.~AVfATNTNO~.~ 

20 PICAatO PEN< llAOUEl.D 0 3,04t 0 3,04t 3,IMt 0 3,IMt 3.04t 3,041 

01• FRESNO AVfATION DEPOT CA 
10 MPAA & COHITRUCT10N al HE1JCOPTtft PM> 0 801 801 ICU IOt IOt IOt IOt IOt 

011 LN<EPORT CA n 
to NWCR'f 0 t.580 0 UIO UIO 0 t,580 t,580 ueo 0 

~ z 011 LOI MJMTOS NflC CA 
to .P-4F\JEL TN«~ 0 t,!m t.MJ um t.MJ t.m t,853 t,553 um C') 

022 CNa' aNClNJ n. ~ en 
tOMOUT~ 0 2,G> 2,452 2,452 2.«>0 2,«a 2 • .eo 2,452 2,«IO en 

l--ool 

20 IACHE!.Oft OffaMNJITED Ql.MTtM 0 8151 851 .,. .,. .. .,. 151 158 0 
024 CEOt.R...U A. z 
to~~ 0 t,«57 0 ,,.,1 t,451 0 ,..., t,457 1,480 23 > 

~ 

CMO awo '1E1.D n. 
~ to NWOlff PPN•U. 0 t,112 0 ua t,112 0 t,112 t.11;1 t,112 

20 OAQIHZAnotW. .......ruwa ltO~ 0 - 0 - - 0 - - - (j 
0 

oe IAANESYUI QA ~ 

to NOIOlt't ~ 0 0 3'0 - 0 - - - - 0 
mo FORT WAYNE .. I 

to OMS 0 112 112 112 la - IOO 112 IOO 
en 
t'T'l 

20 NOIOlft 0 ua 3.313 ·U13 2.nz 3.131 3,G> ua 3,G> 7 z 
> 

Gl!l50AEATmG a ~ 
to MJIOllf'( 0 0 t.510 t,510 0 t,510 UDO t-910 UDO 30 t'T'l 

oae CITTAWA a 
to MJ/Olft. 0 0 311 311 0 311 311 311 311 

oeo CNlfl OODQI "' 0 2.111 0 2Jl81 2Jl81 0 2.-1 2.-1 2.111 
0 4,IOO 0 4,IOO 4,IOO 0 4,IOO 4,IOO 4,IOD 

Ol1~ LA 
to N'IJIO/f't 0 0 0 0 t,000 UDO t,300 UDO t.300 

., tClEPaCJDa LA 
to~ 0 0 ·1,300 t.300 0 0 0 t,300 

.. LN£YITll LA 
to Oll9 0 0 t,000 UDO 0 t.000 7'0 1.000 7'0 

- CNll' M'l!Y 
... 

tO cx.-m> llJlflORT ~ IHOI' . 0 7,too 0 7,too 7,100 0 7,tDO 7,100 1,100 ~ 
Q1 ..... 
~ ..... 



~ 
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FY1113 CONORESSIONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION ~ 
~ 

rthousand• of c1o11 .. 1 
~ AMourll AIMulle 

Mrwln. Houee ...... IMCW ~ ..... IMCW M'll> .,,,..., .-.,,..., 
Prop- "!Cf'!!' Auel. Auttl. Auth. Aeprop. Approp. Approp. "..-t ....., Auth. 

20 UTUTY IYSTae MPIM 0 5,800 0 S,400 5.800 0 1,400 1,400 1,400 
088 MU. LA 

tO RENC1/ATE &IMACKI 0 0 400 «JO 0 «JO «JO «JO 400 
081 CNIP MCCA»4 .. 

tO 0£FENSE ACC(ll ..aH> 0 0 21,800 tl,000 0 tl,000 tl.000 tl.000 tl.000 
08I CNll' SHELBY .. 

tD MU. TFURP08E MNOE 0 0 4,000 4,000 0 4,000 4,000 4,000 4.000 
20 MOOIFY RN«JE ., 0 0 m 175 0 us IOO 17' IOO n 
30 MOOIFY MHGE n 0 0 17' 17' 0 17' m 111 17' 0 
~ coeaEO Sl.flPOftT ,ACUTY 0 0 l,«JO . 9,400 0 l,«JO l,«JO l.«JO 1,400 2 

Ci 
010 MERDAH MS ~ · tO MOM. T£ft A\1A110N 8'...oRT ,N2lfY 0 uoo 0 uoo t,IOO 0 t,IOO t,IOO t,IOO CJ) 

t17t fltC>8EMOl.tn MN 
CJ) 
~ 

10 OMS 0 0 0 uoo 0 2.100 t,200 uoo t.200 0 
oeo WH'TMAH Af8 MO 2 

10 NWtJR'( 0 uoo 2.171 2.«JO UGO uoo 2.AOO 2,400 2,400 > 
~ 

Olt CNll'~ MO ~ tO AOWGTMTlONCU&l..aclM 0 0 42t at 0 Gt 42t Gt cu n 
083 FAY£TTE'Al.2 NC 0 

to Mt101t1 0 0 UM UM 0 UM UM UM UM ::i:i 
085~00l...n' tN ~ 

t 0 Nt»CJll('( 0 5.530 1.530 4,tOO ... 1.530 •.too •.too •.too I 
20 OftONCAnotW. WoNTtNNa ... 0 t,3151 t.351 t,3151 t,1154 t,3151 t,154 U!ll t.154 - CJ) 

t'I"l 

lO~~IHOf' 0 t,854 t.154 t,1154 , .. t,1154 t,3151 t,1154 t,3151 2 
~USllfO~ 0 171 0 t11 t11 0 t11 t11 ,.,. > 

~ 
Ol1 roRTOIX "' 

t'I"l 

to NOIOlr'f 0 0 0 0 1.209 0 UOI 1.205 1,205 

201TATE~ 0 0 4,190 4,190 0 1,209 0 •.no 
«*> a.AYTON NM 

to NOllC:R( 0 t,«JO t,«JO t,400 t,«JO t,AOO t,AOO t,400 1.400 

cm "°8W£U. .... 
to ~ 'ltt2lfY 0 0 3.000 3.000 3,000 3,000 3.000 uoo uoo 

GIS IPftHJER .... 
to NOltOlf'f 0 u• UOI t,20I u• t,20I tJOI t,20I tJ• a 
tao~ OH 

n 
'""""' 

tO Nlf.tllOlrt MHCHA110N 0 «JO «JO «JO t.000 t,000 UJOO .., t,000 . IOO 0 
O'"' 

tOS RAVENNA MS9W. OH 
~ 
'""S 

tO TN«twom 0 t.000 t.000 t,000 «JO «JO 400 t,000 400 N 

t 10 CNll' ORUBEA OK .. ao 
N 
~ 
~ 
C...:i 
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~ 
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FY1"3 CONORESSIONAL ADDIT10NS TO DOD REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

0 
Ct' 

lthoullnd8 of doll .. I ~ 
""'I 

~ ~ ""-" N 

Mnlln. HouM ..... IMCW HouM ..... lmctNI Auth.> ~, Afiprap.> 
,.Oo 

,,..,_ .-...... Au9L Aulh. Aul\. ~ ApprOflt. Aepop. 
._.,.,... "!!"!!' Aul\. 

N 
~ 
~ 
C,IJ 

10 MOUT ,ACIJTEI 0 1,154 0 t~ t,95-4 0 t,154 t,154 t,854 
tt5 NORMNf 09( 

to VEHICl£ liWN1"EKtHCE OOliFlVt PHAll I 0 1.121 0 1.m 7,121 0 7,121 1.m UZI 
tt7 LAGRNU OR 

10 ARMORY 0 0 4.211 J.048 m 3,048 3,M 3,0. 3,048 

20 OMS 0 0 0 1.220 0 t,220 t,220 t.220 t.220 
ttl SAUM OR 

tO A\MTlOH TA»NAY 0 0 0 0 uoo 0 uoo uoo t.200 
(j 

ttt a.ACl'W'9 OR 0 
to AAHGE 0 0 t,!500 uoo uoo 0 uoo t,!500 t.SOO z 

t 20 FORT NJWfTOWN QNI PA C) 

to AVtA TIOH 8AIOAm NWOlft flOO P'4 0 1.!'00 0 1.SOO 1.SOO 0 1.!'00 , """ 1;JOO ~ 
125 NJAHA PA 

Vl 
Vl 

10~ 0 t,1'00 0 t,1'00 t,1'00 0 t,1'00 t,1'00 t,1'00 -0 
121 N.KNQSTON N z 

tO ~ ARti«lRYIA*T10N 0 0 4,200 uoo 0 4,200 uoo uoo uoo > 
~ 

t30 f'CUfT,,.., ... IC 
10 HAWK~ 'Ml< 0 ,. 741 ,. 1• 1• ,. ,. 1• ~ 
t315WAR£~ IC (j 

10 HAWK TRM..a f'MK 0 511 171 111 111 571 m 111 511 0 
:::0 

t 40 fltaCENS IC 0 
tOHAWK~MM 0 m m m m m m m m I 

tG OMfffE.Y IC 
Vl 
tT1 

to NOIOlt1 0 0 t,510 t.200 0 t,510 1,200 t.200 t.200 z 
te FORT MEMJl IO > 

~ 
to 'flfVfCNATE MMf.. PACIJTY 0 IOIS IDS IDS IOl5 0 - I05 - tT1 

''° ~ 1N 
10 NtOllOR't 0 "° 0 1IO "° 0 1IO 1IO 1'IO 

t• IMYAN" 1N 
to ADOtM.TP ON. P/IOJTY 0 3,!500 3.500 J,IOO uoo uoo 2.100 uoo uoo 
20CIM..at 0 uoo 1.500 1,500 9,500 l,!500 ,...., uoo 1,400 

t!JI DUUil' lN 
10 NOIOlft 0 0 '" 1IO 0 '" no no no 

tl7 IENt 1N 
10 NOIOlft 0 0 t,oel "° 0 t.oeo .., 

"° "° 
tlO C>WJ 8CMll. IN"1Afit 000 n 

to UNT nwNNa#G~ 1111 0 t,311 0 Utl Utl 0 Utl Utl Utl 

t• QMDM.ll TX 
10 MW:l1f't 0 t,331 0 1.200 t.m 0 t.200 t,200 uoo t-:l 

~ 
~ 

~ 
~ 
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~ 
~ 
~ 

FY1H3 CONORESSIONAL ADOl110NS TO DOD REQUESTS: MILrrARY CONSTRUCTION ~ 

f thouHnd• of dofl .. ) 
~ AMourlC ""'°""' MMn. HouM s.n... ,,.. .... HouM ...... lnectld Auft> ~ .. ~> 

~- .-...... Auth. Auth. Auth. ~ ~ ,... ... """"' ReqoHt Auel. 

t 10 KJ..OORE TX 
t 0 NtMO/ff'( 0 8t5 0 815 lt5 0 eeo . ., eeo 

t 7'5 LUB80CK TX 
t 0 JOWT ARMED FOACEI A!SER\1£ cant9' 0 1"31 0 7.137 1,tl1 0 1n1 1,131 1.'31 
20 OAG»IZATkJN MANTVWa FACt.JTY 0 - 0 - - 0 - - -~80 MEXlA TX 
10 ~ 9'VO/AT10N 0 - 0 - - 0 - - -185 ~ANOE.LO TX 

(j 
0 

t 0 NtJIOIFf"t 0 t.m 0 t.m t.m 0 t.m t.m t,1'17 z 
tlO STEPHEPM.ll TX ~ 

10 MD>L. T£R MJIOlll1 0 91 0 Sit .. 0 MO .. ., ~ 
tll5 IT. OEOAOE UT 

(Fl 
(Fl 

10 M.tlJOR'( 0 2.- 2.• 2.- 2.• 2.181 2.- 2.• 2.- -0 
20 ORGANZAnotW. WMTuwa IHOfltlUS8HC 0 101 7'01 582 101 101 512 M2 912 z 

t. lll..N«)N) UT > 
t""" 

, 0 M.tlJOR'( 0 0 UIO t,1'0 0 t.2IO t,1'0 t,t90 t.tSD 
~ tt1 CON..HTY COl1.!0!. NCH.Na VA 

10 MJllOR'I 0 2,137 2,t37 2,1'7 2.t'1 2,t'1 2,137 2.t'1 2.t'7 (j 
0 

200 CJIW#:NeW WA :;:i:l 

t 0 N'lJIJOlt'f 0 U02 U02 UDO t.102 t.102 UDO UDO UDO ~ 
205 llUO<l..EY WA I 
. , 0 Ml/llORt 0 t,721 t.m t,51'5 t,121 t,721 un t.111 un (Fl 

t'T'l 
210 MOSES LNC2 WA z 

t 0 M.tlJOR'( 0 U04 ,..,.. U1S 1.104 ,..,.. t,111 t.179 t.m > 
~ 

115 MARSWED WI t'T'l 

to~ 0 2.030 0 2.mo 2.030 0 2.mo 2.mo 2.030 
20 Y£HICl.£ ~,/!DUTY 0 m 0 m 228 0 m 221 221 

220 FORT tllXX1'I WI 
10 ~T10HflCUfY 0 tS,000 0 t0,1t2 t0,112 0 t0,1t2 tD,1t2 10,112 

· m~ WV 
to HAHQ.M 0 0 UDO 11.500 0 UDO uoo UDO UDO 

223 CNIP 0. ll!N9n W't 
10 llMACKI l.afWJI 0 0 4.447 t,10I 0 4,447 t,tOI '·'°' '·'°' a 
m~ au n ........ 

10 l.-.o N#:J -~ 0 t.m 0 U'lf U21 0 U21 U21 t,127 0 
O"" 

~ 
~ 
"1 

290 t.18 l!UZL WOfll.OWtm LOCA T10NIZU 1-...l 

20 fll.ll...cJ,,., ~UlH 3,tDO .... 3,310 I.ODO 4.tn 3,100 5.000 UDO t.100 '"Q:) 

1-...l 

"° "° c.:i 
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FY1•3 CONGRESSIONAL ADOITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
0 
c::t' 
~ 

fthouHndl of doll ... ..... 

Amount Amount AmcMte """' AdmM. ...... ....... IMCW HouM ...... lnectMI Ault> ~> Apprap> 
.. Oo 

Prop!!! .-..,... Autll. Ault • Auth.. Aawoe· Appr!p. Aeprap. 
._..,... 

..... It Aull. """' l:.O 
l:.O 
~ 

... Coft., NI ....... a..-. ..... ~ 
003 8IRMWGHAM AL 

10 FM STATION 0 2,100 0 2,100 2,100 0 2,100 2.100 2.100 
20 VEHClE MANfttWa IHOP 0 2,300 q uoo 2,300 0 uoo 2,300 uoo 
30 ROAD ~LOCATION 0 0 1.200 1.200 0 0 0 1.200 

01 t EEL.SON AFB N< 
10 VEHClE MMfTENNa fN:f.JTY 0 0 4,500 4.500 0 4,500 •.soo 4,500 4,D 

ci 
012 TUSOON ME~notW.. AIRPORT M. 0 

10 .ET FUEL ITOMOE COMPUX 0 1,200 0 1,200 1,200 0 1,200 1,200 7.200 z 
015 8UCKL£Y N«l8 co ~ 

20 U'GIWlE URJTEMNFMITMJCl\N 0 12,000 0 12.000 .,.000 0 0 12.000 ~ 
OJ5 BOISE MRPORT I> CFl 

CFl 
20 MMUSNtM PADI 0 0 t.550 t,550 0 ~- ueo USO um ~ 

0 
cm O'HARE MRPORT L z 

tO MPAR ~ rtNll' a 0 5,200 1.200 0 0 1.200 1.200 1.200 > 
041 GREAn" PE~ L 

t-4 

10 VEHICLE MAINTEHNa 'ACl.nY 0 2.200 0 2.200 2.200 0 2,200 2.200 2.200 ~ 
20 CM. ENOHEtRNJ SHOP 0 2.200 0 2.200 2,200 0 2.200 2.200 2.200 ci 

30 SITE PREPARAT10N 0 t.seo 0 t,550 t,550 0 ·~ USO um 0 
~ 

CM2 fQRTWAYNE .. 
~ 10RUMAY~ 0 '·°" 0 ..... •.me 0 ''·°" l,031 ... 

oa DES MOINEI ~ 
CFl 
~ 

10 ADOIALTP OPI f/CUfY 0 9,1SO 0 . "''° 8,190 0 1,190 l,tso l.t!IO z 
064 SIOUX GATEWAY AIRPORT ~. > 

~ 
tO ADOIALJ FUEL CE1J.C10M0110N tWGM MY 0 t,150 t,850 t.8150 ,..., ,..., ,..., USO USO ~ 

20 NJOALT IQUADRON GIEMTlCNI ,ACUJY 0 t20 920 t20 ta t20 m m 820 
30 ALT COMPOSITE DNNCI HM.LMEDICM. TRNQ fl 0 t.200 0 t.200 1,200 0 1,200 1.200 1.200 

cm ITNCJFORD~ KY 

to "8.0CAtu.. FttAR • 0 0 9,000 S.000 0 S,000 1.000 S.000 S,000 

c.4 IN.ooRINTlRNAnotW.~ .. 
to AIRfElD~ . 0 U,300 0 tJ,300 11,300 t7,300 11,300 tf JOO tJJOO 

OM IMNEIMAP -20 N»I.. FUEl CE UOORA08ION CON1'ftOt. 0 0 t,«JO t,«JO 0 t,«JO t,«JO t,«JO 1.400 
~ AVIONICSNWEAPONI IHCP 0 0 uoo uoo 0 uoo uoo uoo t,SOO 
40 ENGINE..O 0 0 800 IOO 0 800 800 IOO IOO 
90 IQUADRON Ofl!MTIOHI 0 0 800 800 0 800 800 IOO IOO 
., IUITIOHll~ . 0 0 3,150 ueo 0 U50 3,850 '·"° ueo 

080 011SN08 . MA ~ 
C11 
Ii-' 
~ 
C11 
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""" FY1HJ CONORESSIONAL ADDfTION9 TO DOO REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION ~ 

rthouHnde of doll ... = 
"-" ......... ...... ...... Houee ..... IMCW HouM ...... lneclM Aull> AllPNP.> AllPNP.> 

Prop- 9'.,U..t Ault. Aull. Au9a. Appr!p. Approp. App!p. ....... ........ Ault.. 

20 a.NC 0 0 1,800 t,IOO 0 t,IOO 1,IOO 1,IOO t,IOO 

098 PHELPS COUNI N'f .. 
tO Al TER MRRAO<S 0 0 3,IOO uoo 0 0 uoo uoo uoo 

Ol3 ou.FPORT .. 
10 RAMP lJPGRAO( 0 0 10.IOO 10.IOO 0 10,IOO 10.IOO 10,IOO to.a 

081 THOMPSON FELD .... 
10 ADDfALTt" VEHICLE MAHWWa ma 0 uoo 0 t,300 t,300 0 t.300 t,300 t,300 

010 GREAT FALU Wt MT . {j 
«> ADDfAl TEft WEAPCNI IE.EAll ltO 0 0 IOO .., IOO IOO IOO IOO .., 0 
!I> ARtiMJEARM PADS 0 0 t.000 t.000 t,000 l,000 t,000 t,OllO t,000 z 
10 FltE SUPPRUSION IYITEM 0 0 t,000 t,000 UJOO t,000 t,000 t,000 t.oao ~ 083 FARGO ND 
tO VEHCt.E~FACIUTY 0 0 uoo 2,IOO 0 0 uoo . UDO 2.a 

Vl 
Vl 
~ 

015L.wca.NMAP NI! 0 
20 FUEL IYITtMS MMn'ENNa DOOC a· 0 4.11' 4,115 0 •.m 071 •.m 4,119 z 
30 IQUAMON OPEMTJOHS 0 0 3,too 3,100 0 s.too 3,too 3,100 uoo > 

~ 
40 Al TEft IUIPLY & coaaaHCAtlChW 0 0 2,400 2.«>0 0 2.400 2,400 2,400 2,400 

~ 117~ NC 
to ~1ION ELECTRONCI TMNNQ FACI 0 3.000 0 3,000 3,000 0 3,000 3,000 3.000 n 

0 
t ti IPRNQFE..D OH ~ 

to N:W. ~ lttoft 0 0 t,1'00 t,1'00 0 t,1'00 t,1'00 t.100 t.100 ~ 
125 TOl.£00 DPl'£U Mfll'Olff Otf · I 

30 NltCftNT ODE~ 0 uoo t,1'00 t,1'00 t,1'00 t,1'00 t,100 t,100 t,100 Vl 
~ 

«> AODfAl Ta Aw:JNCS IHOPlllCM W!#CNI Mt 0 eeo llO eeo llO llO MO ... .., z 
!I> MDAl.TER AJEl. SYITu. I CONDllOH am 0 ,.., 1,300 ,.., ,.., t,300 t,300 t,300 t,300 > 

~ 
IO ACOIAL1Dt IOl.wMON Of'IM110NI fACIJJY 0 , .. uoo uoo t,300 uoo t,300 uoo uoo ~ 

121 TULIA NlfllOlff CJ( 

tOMW.~ON 0 0 t.390 ,..., 0 ,..., ,..., ,..., ,,., 
20 KW.OMI 0 0 430 430 0 430 430 at ao 
30KW.~lt0 0 0 «JO - ·o 400 - 400 400 

''° tcl«)lllY F'E.D °" 20SlAl\.YW~ 0 0 2.11'5 2.11'5 0 2.511 2.111 2.111 2.111 

30 F'N ITAT10N 0 0 t,230 t,230 0 t,230 t,230 t.230 t.230 

t'5 '°"1\NC).,,. °" 0 
20 MJOIM..T'Eft BAii CM.~ FIOUTY 0 0 u• 

,,,. 1'00 ,,,. ,,,. ,,,. ,,,. 
(') 

0 0 a.au 1.an 0 a.ost l,tSt l,Glt l.tst t.too """' 
30HN«IM~ 

0 
O"' 

«>arTE~. 0 0 t,100 t,100 0 0 0 t.tOO ('\) 
"'1 

tG .a PQll fE.D, llOUX fM.U IO N 

to r.umoMl-w.NTEWG CCMUX 0 3,000 3,000 3.000 S,000 0 3.000 3,000 3,0llO .. ao 
N 
<:c 
<:c 
CJ.j 
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FY1113 CONORESSIONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
""'j ._ 

lthouHnda of doll ... "'Oo 
Amount Amount Amount ._ 

~ Houle ...... EMCtlld . HouM ..... IMCW Auth> ~> ~> 
i:o 
i:o 

l'rop!I!! .. .,.,.. .. Ault. Auth. Auth. Aep!!p. App!op. App!op. ........ .. ...... ~ 
V,j 

· to UNSP£aFED MNJR CONSTRUCTION 5.700 5,700 2,400 2,400 2,400 4,«JO 4,«JO 2,000 

~ 
001 UNSP£CFED WORlDWIJl lOCATIONIZU 

20 ~/HJ OEllOH 9,800 · UOO •.soo 1,800 5,100 uoo uoo 3,000 3,000 
... Con .. ,..._.. R..w 
..... COi .. dnn 
003 OOIB4S N'I QA ~ 

to MAR CORPS MIERVI CENT!ft 0 0 uoo 5,500 0 1,500 UDO uoo UDO 0 z 
005 NM OlEfN'IEW L G') 

20 CHLO DEVElOPMENT CINTU 0 0 t,a t.100 0 t,IOO 0 1.800 ~ 
Ml. Con .. Ntforoe~ rJl ..... ~ rJl 

~ 

ooe°"~ AZ. 0 
to MW. NltCN#T MAINTIJWa ,N:/UfY 0 o · 1,500 uoo 0 uoo uoo uoo uoo z 

> 
20 MUNT10NS MAINTIJWa I ITIJRAOI 0 0 930 m 0 930 t30 t30 t30 ~ 

Ott PETtRSON N8 co ~ 
tO Aw:>NICS 'M11TY 0 0 uoo uoo 0 uoo uoo uoo uoo ~ 

Ot7 O'HMEWI L 0 
10 NJE SHOPtST'OIVtQI 0 0 1,100 t,100 ueo 1,100 1.100 1.100 1,100 :::0 

020 NEW ORLEMI tN LA 
~ 
I 

90 AVK>NCS 0 0 2)00 uoo 0 uoo uoo 2.300 uoo rJl 

mo aElFRllGE Nm .. trl z 
20 NW. fUEl IYITEMI ~ tWGM 0 0 2,400 t,050 . 0 2.«JO 2,«JO t.090 2,400 . t.B> > 
30 NW. FACl.n'EI FQft CONVEJ1t110N 0 0 t.SOO 2.«JO 0 1,500 um 2,400 1.oeo ~ 

trl me YOUNQITOWN wr OH 
tO ~ aeRAY MAH1'INNa 'K:&lfY 0 0 2,000 2,000 o ·, 2,000 2.000 2.000 2.000 
20~DOCK 0 0 0 0 4,SOO 0 4,500 4,!900 4,!IOO 

CM7 HU.Ml ur 
10 ~ OOMOI CNTM. & AB. IY'I MMfT '· 0 t,000 0 t.000 t,000 0 t,000 1.000 1.000 

048 t.ITCHEU. fEU) WI 
tO HNGMK/4 0 2,500 0 2,500 2,500 0 uoo uoo UDO ....... 

cm UNIPECFEDWORLDWU LOCATIONIZU 
20 flUH4NJ,,,., DUIQN UDO 2.SOO 2.SOO 2,500 uoo uoo uoo 300 300 

TOTM.OFCONOAUllONM.~ Czt,let 41USI 24,112 

~ 
~ 
~ 
~ 

" 
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"""' FY1113 CONORESSIONAL ADOfTIONI TO DOD REQUESTS: MILITARY CONSTRUCTION ~ 

lthou•and• of c1o11 .. 1 ~ 

A.....e ........ ........ 
MIMI. ....... ..... . ....... ...... ....... IMCW Auth> .....,.., ....... . ,,,.. " ...... Auth. Auth. Aulh. Approp. !ftnp. - Approp. ~ ...... Aull. 

TOTAL· .._,,.MY CONITMJCT10N l.G0.290 1.511,011 5.0>4 ... S,t13,0ll 1,480.290 1,480,290 1.480.290 Ut7,t14 
TOI\ 1.500,890 (245.aoot (245,IOCJt (245.ICJOt 4,131.815 4,454,111 4,•.»t 4,144,tOt 

f AJ (245.eoot l.3l1J11 4,188,ee.4 021.211 (245.IOO) (t•,JOOt (245,IOCJt un.-

TOTAL 01 OONOMllOW. ADDrnC»a TO MUTMY CONSmtJCTlOW -- M.2115 32.m 

(j 
fNA. y HOUSNJ 0 
,.,,,., Hauling c..... • ... '11"'1 z 
c..uclanrlnew._.. ~ 

· 003 HlNTtR NUlt AaRFElD . QA 
g; 
fJl 

10 Rf~AU.OWNU 0 0 0 0 12 0 12 12 12 fJl -OOI fORT CAMP9ELl KY 0 0 1.200 1.200 0 0 0 1.200 0 
10 NEW OCNSTMJCT10N (18) 0 0 0 0 0 1.200 1,200 1.200 1.200 z 

Ol17 FORT HOOO TX 0 28,000 0 25.000 0 0 0 25#10 > 
t"'"I 

10 f NA. y HOta«J CZ21 lHTI) 0 0 0 0 25/m 0 211/0J 25,000 25,000 g; 
OOI FORT PIOCETT VA 0 uoo 0 uoo 0 0 0 uoo 

10 f NA. y HOU8NJ lNTI (21 lHTI) 0 0 0 0 2~ 0 uoo uoo uoo (j 
0 

.......... I • Jl C.'*1 •wt ~ 
010 UNSPECFIEO WOftUJWIDI LOCA~ ta.eeo t.OMO 1"5.llO 12,IOO ta,llO ta.MO ta,.., lt,DIO r ,.,,., Houllnl ~a IWlt. Mrlf 

fJl 
~ ..... ~ 

001 UNS11£CFEO WOftUJWIDI LOCAT1DNIZU .,,,,.. .,,111 .,,171 13.111 .,,.,. .,,171 .,.111 z 
10 Mn'PoatENT NX',)(A/Hf 

.,...,. M,840 M,840 M.840 .,,.,. .,,171 .,,171 .... > 
~ 

20 IEJWal ACOCXMf M,MO 3J3,131 313,131 313,131 84,840 M,840 M,840 2•• ~ 

'° uruTEaN:ICQMT 313,131 41P3/t s2.1m 41P311 313.731 313,131 313,131 •.JUD 
«>~N:#CO.Mf S2,031 t.113 t,113 t,113 47,031 a.me 41JIJll •.cm .............. ,....._ 

001 ~ WORl.DMDI LOCAllONIZU .,.,. •.m •.Ill 4M,Otl -- •.m •.m U-820 

TOTAL°' c:::otaW~N:Dnotr .... ... ae.oa 

0 
,..., ..... c. .. ~· n.Nwr&Mllt ~ 

~ 

Ca• I efll,_....,. c 
O"' 

005 KW< HIWAL AM ITATICH #( tt,820 0 0 0 tt-820 tt-820 tt,820 tt,820 ~ 
""1 

O:Z1 lla1.Eft PMK .. 0 0 11,400 0 0 0 0 
""""" 

tO PMILYHOUllN0(1t~ 0 0 0 0 0 11,400 tl,IOO 11.100 tl.IOO .. ao 

""""" c:.c c:.c 
~ 
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FY1ot3 CONORESSIONAL ADOIT10NS TO DOD REQUESTS: MIUTARY CONSTRUCTION ~ 

(thouHndl Of doll .. I 
Q 

AMOUnl Amount ~ 
Mn*I. Howe lenell EMCt.d HoclM ..... IMdMI Adl> ......... Approp> ,,...... ._..,.., Auth. Auth. Auth. Approp. !fprop. Aep!!p. ........ R!q!!!!! Aul\. 

· 022 l YNCH PARK .. 0 0 1.000 0 0 0 0 
10 f Niil. Y HOUSH) fG) 0 0 0 0 0 1,«XJ 1,370 U70 U10 

Q'Z3 MCAS KANEOHE .. 0 0 88,800 0 0 0 0 
10 F Nill. Y HOUSNl (220t 0 0 29.IOO 0 0 •.toO 32.050 32.oeo 32.0!IO 
20 FAiia. Y HOUSH> (80) 0 0 0 0 0 29.100 1t.l20 tU20 11,'20 

024 MQt.NA LUA .. 0 0 t1,800 0 0 0 0 
10 ~ CONSTRUCT10H (100) 0 0 0 0 0 tt.eoo u.eoo tt,IOO tt.IOO 

029 PEARL cnY P£~ ! .. 0 0 30.«XJ 0 0 0 0 n 
10 NEW CONSTRUCT10N (13:2) 0 0 0 0 0 30.000 23,!lllO 23.980 23.SIO 0 

027 NAVAL COMPl£X ON«J .. 0 tt,820 0 0 0 0 0 z 
~ 

10 NEW OONS'mUCTION (100 lNTI) 0 0 0 117,180 11,120 0 0 117,tlO ~ 028 NAS BARBERS PONT .. 0 0 11,500 0 0 0 0 CJ'l 
10 NEW CONSTRUCTION (10t 0 0 0 0 0 11,500 t4,lt90 t4,B> 14.leO CJ'l 

1-1 

10 OEUOUTlON N«J llTt PREPMATlON 0 0 0 1,«XJ 0 0 0 7,000 0 
037 KJ'TSNI COUNTY WA 0 11.500 0 11.500 0 0 0 11,900 z 

> 
10 FAMI. Y HOUSNJ (200 lHTS) 0 0 0 0 11.500 0 11,500 11.900 1UOO ~ 

040 SlJGAR ORCN£ NAVAL fW)9() 11'ATIOMW m 0 m m m m m 
~ OQ QUJ,M BU:>OET AMEN:litENT 51,1'00 0 0 0 Sl,700 58,700 Sl,700 81,100 n 

,._. Acq11••iwt Col• ..... , 0 
CMS lNSP£CFEO WOAl.DWU LOCATIONIZU 1111,340 tll,340 111,340 130.144 1•.340 t•.M> t•.340 11.• ~ 

,~ ...... ~ & o.111. Naiwy& 
tj 

............ .1 .... ~ I 
CJ'l 

008 MAHTOWae# MIL~ 282.MO 282,840 292.840 227"1t 292.MO 292.MO 292.MO ,.,.,, tr1 
z 

TOTAL°'~MDTIONl9 1a.• ···- m.m > 
~ 
tr1 

,_.,...,,.eu .. r a.Air,__ 
eor.wclon fA ......... 
005 BEM..!NW CA 308 0 - '°' - - -010 w.Rai N'9 CA 25.351 25,lSt 25,lSt 31,lSt 25,lSt 2U51 25,351 13.000 

10 FAMI. Y HOU8Na C320 LNT8) 25,ll5t 13.000 0 0 25,351 25,lSt 31,351 13,000 31.3St 

015 PATRICK AFB A. ti.ODO 11.000 22,!IOO 22.500 11,000 tl,000 tl,000 1,500 

10 f AMI. y HOlaG (290 lHTS) ti.COO tl,000 ti.ODO tl.000 11,000 22,500 22.900 UDO UDO a 
020 tltO«J'f AFB QA 2tO 0 . 2tO 2tO 2tO 2tO 290 

(":\ 
'"1-
0 

028 SCOTT AFB L 0 0 ~.000 20.000 0 0 0 20,000 c:::t' 

tO FNAY H008NJ ll'tNE I"°" 0 0 0 0 0 20.000 20,000 20.000 20.000 ~ 
"1 

mo BARKl[W..E AFB LA 
...., 0 443 ...., 443 443 "" N 

035 CNNlH N'9 NM - 0 480 ., 480 4IO 4IO 
,.Oo 

N 
'O 
'O 
V,j 
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FY1HJ CONORESllONAL ADDITIONS TO DOD REQUESTS: MllrTARY CONSTRUCTION 
lthou••nd• o1 do11 .. 1 

Amount Mallll McMd 
AdMln. HouM ....... . ..... HouM ..... IMCtlM ~ ~ ~.> 

"•- ........ Aul\. Auttt. Auth. -..,...,.. ~ -..-... ........ ........ Au9t. 

("") 

. 10 HOUSINQ Of'f1CI 480 32,ISt lU5t 32,ISt . 0 - 480 32,47t 0 
040 W«>T MB HD 288 0 2M 2M 211 211 211 2 
oe~MB IC 315t 0 315t 35t 351 31151 351 

0 
,_..Aa.p I •• c. ... ~ 

rJ'J 
080 UNSP£CFIEO WORl.DWU LOCATIONIZU 227.124 221.124 227,124 1!90,000 227,824 221.824 227.12.C n,124 rJ'J -,...,.....,.~.DIM.I# 0 
Opening ..... 2 
OOI ~CIFED WOALDMOI ~T10HIZU ... 3154 •.3154 •.354 •.354 •.3154 ... 354 41.3154 > 

~ 
10 MANM)EMEHT ~ ... 354 21,133 21.m 21,133 •.354 41,354 41,354 tl,72t 

~ 20 IERYICEI NXQMf 21.W 21t,052 211,052 21t,052 2'.W 29,W 21,W 2'4,.ttl 

30 UTUTIEI N:XXAMT 21t,05l 45,Mt 50.llt .S,llt 21t,D52 21t,052 21t.D52 2tU1t ("") 
0 

40 FURNSHt«JI ACOOlM '°,•t •.m •.m •.m 45,llt DO.Mt ., ... , 35,129 ~ ........... ., .... ,......_ ~ 
001 ~WOM.DWEI LOCAnotm\J •.ta .,.., .,., ,., .. .,., .,..., .,..., l>t? I 

rJ'J 
t'Tj 

TOTN..Of'~M:DTIONI· -- ·- m,CMO 2 
> 
~ 
t'Tj 

TOTM. • fNI&. Y HOUIHJ 010,1315 4.mt.2• .C.221,ltS 3,M,417 •.oeo.ns •.oeo.ns •.oeo.ns 11Utl 

TM .t,GI0,735 (4,173) (4.113) (4.1731 3,188,503 3,8l3,1'tt ,, ...... U41.3n 

f AJ (4,113) •.o54.31'1 .t,2tl,7G 3,ta,544 (4.173t (4,lf3t (4.1731 3,M,411 

TOTM. Of'~M:DTIONI 10,NAY HOUIHQ9 Dt.• 2tt.1'12 . 1.1•.no 
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Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, I ad

vise my colleagues of the possibility of 
an amendment on this issue prior to 
the completion of Senate action on the 
appropriations bill. 

Again, I wish to also express my ap
preciation to the distinguished chair
man and the ranking Republican mem
ber on the restraint they have shown in 
this particular Senate version of the 
Department of Defense appropriations 
bill. 

I yield the floor . 
Mr. STEVENS. Madam President, 

while my colleague is present, I want 
the Senator from Arizona to know we 
appreciate the comments he has made. 
We are trying to work with those who 
have not been too happy with our proc
ess. 

But I have the documents from the 
CRS report. Let me point out a few 
things. I think it is too bad we do not 
have charts made to show them. 

Here, for instance. is operation and 
maintenance for 1993. The administra
tion requests a whole series of items on 
that page. We are talking about disas
ter relief planning, et cetera, no admin
istration requests at all. no House au
thorization, no Senate authorization. 
But guess what? In conference, after 
the authorization bills have passed 
both the House and the Senate, in con
ference the conferees authorized for Ci
vilian Community Corps, $30 million; 
National Community Service Program, 
$30 million; a whole series of i terns 
here, college grants, Upward Reach 
projects, and guess what? No money in 
the House appropriations bill, no 
money in the Senate appropriations 
bill. But in the Senate conference, lo 
and behold. there is the money. 

What I am telling the Senator from 
Arizona is that as we listen to the ad
ministration talk to us. I do not care 
whether it is Republican or Democrat, 
they say a congressional add-on is 
something that is not in the Presi
dent's budget. The Senator from Ari
zona is talking about an appropriations 
add-on being something that was not in 
the authorization bill. 

Now, the argument of the people who 
argue normally for the line-item veto 
is that the President can veto any 
change made by the Congress. The Sen
ator is upset about the changes being 
made by the appropriators after the au
thorization bills have come through. 

But as a matter of fact, if you want 
to examine the charts that the Senator 
has given to us. you will find that time 
after time, where these items origi
nate-take, for instance, I have here 
procurement requests. The Senate, on 
the C-12J Program- this is the Na
tional Guard and Reserve equipment. 
No request from the President, no 
House authorization. The Senate au
thorized $42 million. The House appro
priations bill did not have any money 
in it. The Senate. at the request of the 
Senate authorization committee, put 

in $43.3 million, and the final appro
priation was $42.3 million. 

A majority of the items we put in the 
appropriations bill in the Senate that 
are not in the authorization bill have 
come from contacts with the author
izers themselves who come to us and 
ask us to add in moneys. And we do be
cause we find that they are needed. 

Take, for instance. the C-26 aircraft, 
same situation- not quite but almost 
the same. No request from the Presi
dent; no House authorization; the Sen
ate had $23 million. The House appro
priations bill provided $23 million. We 
zeroed it out in the Senate appropria
tions. But guess what? In conference 
there is the Senate authorization com
mittee's $23 million. 

Is that an add on? Whose add on is 
that, if it is not in the President's 
budget? It is not in the bill that came 
to us from the House. We did not put it 
in. But it comes in in the conference. 

I say to my friend. I understand the 
difference between the administration 
and the Congress. The President sends 
up a budget and it is zero. We change 
that and put it in another place . Then 
it suddenly becomes wrong. But I chal
lenge the Senator from Arizona. You 
cannot find a bill where we have come 
in with more than the President re
quested. You cannot find a bill where 
we came in with more than the budget 
allowed us to pass. We have lived with
in the budget limits. We have lived 
within the budget limits. As a matter 
of fact, in this bill before us, we are 
some $1.7 billion, as I recall, below the 
amount we were authorized to spend. 

So what the Senator is talking about 
is that some of us-we are not all on 
the Senate authorization committee 
either. We are not all permitted to de
cide what becomes an authorized 
project under the Senator's concept. 

As to the line items now. when I first 
started in the appropriations process, 
there was one basic i tern. It was pro
curement. It had a series of systems, 
and we fleshed that out. Now we get a 
line item budget that is. how many, 
30,000 different line items? And if we 
shift money from one line i tern on the 
same airplane to another line item on 
that airplane, guess what. It is a con
gressional add on. We decided there 
would be a delay dealing with a gear 
and we would rather go ahead with an
other system, so we go ahead with the 
other system and take the money out 
for the gear. We are guilty of a con
gressional add on. 

For people who know the budget 
process, that CRS report is not worth 
the money it cost to make it because it 
is not a study of earmarking. It is a 
study of changes in the appropriations 
process. the budget process. The Presi 
dent sets one set of goals. The House 
authorization committee sets another. 
The Senate authorization committee 
sets another. The conference commit
tee sees it entirely differently. It then 

comes to the appropriations process 
and we end up with appropriations that 
are entirely different in many items 
from what the President originally re
quested. 

Mr. McCAIN. Will the Senator yield 
for 1 minute? 

Mr. STEVENS. I wish to make this 
one comment. 

The real problem is I do not see any 
reason why the CRS went to the detail 
it has here in breaking down each one 
of these i terns in a way that you can
not even understand unless you get the 
person who wrote it. As a practical 
matter. anything that is a congres
sional add on is a variance from the ad
ministration's request. 

I will echo my friend from Arizona to 
say I did not spend now almost 25 years 
on the Senate Appropriations Commit
tee to be entirely governed by the 
whims of the authorization committee 
as to how they line out the moneys 
within a particular portion of the budg
et. The President has one type of line. 
They come in and redefine it. and we 
are wrong if we fill in the President's 
item. 

I think it has reached the point 
where the specificity is just getting en
tirely out of control in terms of the au
thorizers determining that they can. 
through the authorization process. to
tally limit the discretion of the appro
priators and the Congress. You have to 
remember we do not do anything by 
ourselves . It takes a vote on the floor 
of the Senate, and I remind you again 
we are the only ones who are bound by 
the outlay limits. The bill that the au
thorizers have given us now with their 
individual line items requires $3 billion 
more than we have to spend. And they 
criticize us for the way we have allo
cated money within the demands of the 
budget system because we have not fol
lowed their delineations. 

Mr. McCAIN addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen

ator from Arizona. 
Mr. McCAIN. Madam President. let 

me say, as I tried to make clear in my 
statement, there is a great deal of va
lidity in what the Senator from Alaska 
says. There are many ti mes when there 
are needed appropriations. where a dis
aster relief situation may arise, other 
extreme changes in priorities on the 
part of the Defense Department and 
they have to be put in the appropria
tions cycle. 

The fact remains, though, that the 
process is rife with opportunity, if I 
may use that word, for abuse of it. Just 
a small example: In 1994, in the fiscal 
year 1994 there are $236.5 million of 
conversion funds all of which are spe
cifically allocated; $2.3 million. as I 
mentioned, for solid cohesion molecule 
research; up to $50 million to be spent 
for environmental cleanup of an aban
doned mine; $5 million for research on 
bridge overpass and highway structural 
integrity assessments using laser vi
bration technology to be done at Fort 



October 18, 1993 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE 25143 
Belvoir, VA; $7 million for NDIS tele
imaging medical diagnostic program at 
Madigan Army Medical Center in 
Washington State; $61 million of the 
strategic environmental research pro
gram for, among other things, the Con
sortium for International Earth 
Science Informational Network. global 
acoustic mapping of ocean tempera
tures , and a plasma disposal project at 
Fort Belvoir. 

We do not know in the Senate ver
sion because they do not have a total 
for the $2.5 million for a joint Air 
Force-Navy high-altitude aurora re
search program; $5 million for the cen
ter for excellence for research in ocean 
sc iences; $4 .5 million for the 
Mc Minnville. OR. Center for Advanced 
Technology and Training; an $8 million 
grant to the Oregon State Higher Edu
cation System to establish an inter
national job training program: and . 
$750,000 for the University of North 
Iowa to establish a math teachers lead
ership project: $1.5 million for the pur
chase and rehabili ta ti on of LCU. land
ing craft utility ship, as a commerc ial 
cargo vessel to be transferred to the 
government of American Samoa; $2 
million to establish a marine environ
mental research facility at Astoria, 
OR. The Senator from Alaska is telling 
me that those projects that I just men
tioned are more important than the 
weapons procurement that we will cut 
back on for the men and women we 
told had to get out of the military be
cause we could not afford to keep 
them? I do not believe it . 

I say to the Senator from Alaska. I 
do not believe it. I do not believe that 
these projects- of course I have never 
had a chance to examine them because 
they are put in the appropriations con
ference. But the fac t is I do not believe 
that they are more important than the 
priorities that I just stated. 

Mr. STEVENS. Would the Senator 
yield. as long as he is talking about my 
Alaska project? 

Mr. McCAIN. The Senator would not 
yield to me when I asked him to yield. 
so I will finish my remarks . 

Mr. STEVENS. All right . 
Mr. McCAIN. The fact is that these 

projects, in my view. may be justified. 
and the Senator from Alaska may be 
able to justify them. But it will be the 
first justification that I have heard . 
This is not the appropriate place in the 
process for that to take place. in all 
due respect. I will be more than happy 
to yield to my friend from Alaska. 

Mr. STEVENS. I hesitate to do that. 
The high altitude aurora research 
project is a project conducted by the 
Department of Defense. It is not the 
concept the Senator might have in
volved. But I find for instance, as I 
mentioned before. the attack heli 
copter, Apache helicopter was not in 
the budget. 

Mr. McCAIN. I did not request it . I 
say to the Senator from Alaska, I did 
not request it. 

Mr. STEVENS. Would the Senator 
like to offer an amendment to delete 
it? It is the same concept that the Sen
ator is talking about. 

Mr. McCAIN. Would the Senator like 
for me to--

Mr. STEVENS. Would the Senator in
troduce an amendment to delete-

Mr. McCAIN. Offer an amendment to 
delete all the others? 

Mr. STEVENS. I am happy to have 
the Senator offer an amendment to de
lete that if that is what he is suggest
ing. They are earmarking moneys that 
are here in this budget. the legitimate 
items for the expenditure of money 
within the category listed, just as the 
Apache is the'legitimate item, required 
deleting other items of procurement to 
put it in there. But it is in there . 

My point is, you have Members of the 
Senate on the authorization committee 
that have priorities. They are in the 
authorization bill. We have members of 
the Appropriations Committee that 
have priorities. They tend to come into 
the appropriations process. And we 
work it out with the House where you 
have the same thing, four different cli 
entele. in terms of the defense activity. 

I once made the suggestion that we 
ought to do away with the- not the . 
Armed Services Committee- but with 
the Defense Appropriations Sub
committee so that in the Senate we 
would have one committee that dealt 
with defense matters. both authorizing 
and appropriators on the same. 

Do you know what you end up with? 
You would end up with the priorities of 
those people in the one committee. 

My point is we do tend to remember 
those projects that we are familiar 
with. the authoriL:ers put in the 
projects they are familiar with. Most of 
them in this lineup that are in this 
book today were not authorized at all. 
They were not requested by the budget 
at all. Look at that page . I invite you 
to page 112. That whole list of items in 
the authorization bill was not in the 
budget at all. We funded most of them. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Page 112 of what? 
Mr. STEVENS. The report of this bill 

which is before the Senate right now. 
The problem is to really follow 

through on the items that we are deal
ing with as far as I am concerned . I 
mention the ones I was dealing with 
were not in the budget request. 

Mr. Mc CAIN. May I say, Madam 
President. I appreciate the long and 
loyal and dedicated service that the 
Senator from Alaska has given. not 
only to this Nation. as well as the dis
tinguished chairman. in a variety of 
ways. Between the two of them. they 
have far more experience in this body 
than I do. I understand that they do 
the very best job that they can. I do 
not in any way impugn the perform
ance of two of the most outstanding 
Members of this body. What I do attack 
here. and attack vociferously. is a 
process, a process that in my view 
needs to be fixed. 

In the view of the Senator from Alas
ka, I am sure, in the view of the Sen
ator from Hawaii, they do not believe 
it needs to be fixed . I would also sug
gest that they have made certain re
forms in the way they have been doing 
business over the past few years. But I 
think it is important for me to sepa
rate the issue here and the results of a 
process with the efforts of two out
standing Members in this body. two of 
the most outstanding Members of this 
body, who share with me the deepest 
concern and commitment to our na
tional security . 

I thank the President. 
I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen

ator from Hawaii. 
Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, I 

thank you very much. 
First. I would like to commend my 

friend from Arizona for bringing this 
matter to our attention. I believe fer 
vently that he is deserving of answers 
that he feels he has not received. We 
felt that the committee reported items 
of explanation, but apparently it has 
not . 

I would like to. in a general way, 
mention first. in the last 5 years- this 
is a period that I served as chairman
the bill that we have reported to the 
Senate has always been within the 
602(b) allocation, always below that. It 
has never exceeded the 602(b) alloca
tion . 

In fact. the Senator from Arizona 
mentions that between fiscal year 1990 
and 1993 we were $28.7 billion more 
than authorized . Actually. betw(3en fis 
cal year 1990 and 1993, according to the 
CBO- not us. but the CEO- Congress 
appropriated $2.9 billion less than that 
authorized for national defense . 

Second. at this moment. the House of 
Representatives has not- I repeat has 
not- appointed conferees to the con 
ference on the armed services bill. 

So we find ourselves once again. as 
we have on many other occasions. act
ing on an appropriations bill without 
an authorization. But at the same time 
we are confronted with a continuing 
resolution that will expire . We are told 
by one and all. leade rs. committee 
chairmen. please get this over with . 

We have been sitting here patiently 
trying to get this thing over with. So 
we have to deal with i terns that have 
not been officially authorized and 
signed by the President of the United 
States. But in each case whatever ap
pears in the bill has been authorized ei
ther by the House or the Senate in 
their separate bills. But when they 
meet in conference, it could be re
jected. 

It would be fine if we waited until the 
authorization process was completed. 
but obviously if that were the case. we 
would begin our appropriations process 
long after the beginning of the fiscal 
year. Let us keep in mind that we are 
considering fiscal year 1994 measures. 
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and the fiscal year began on October 1. 
That was a couple of weeks ago. 

Now, if I may, I would like to go over 
each item that my friend from Arizona 
brought up. 

First he mentioned the 0-20 aircraft 
for the Coast Guard, $25 million. He 
wanted to know what the Coast Guard 
was doing in the defense bill. I am cer
tain all of us agree that the Coast 
Guard does have peacetime responsibil
ities and activities and wartime re
sponsibilities and activities. At this 
very moment, the Coast Guard is off 
the shore of Bosnia for sanction pur
poses. The Coast Guard was heavily in
volved in Desert Storm, risking lives. 
They were the prime agency in charge 
of enforcing sanctions against Saddam 
Hussein. That is war activity. And so 
understandably, the Defense Appro
priations Subcommittee has been 
called upon to provide funds for the 
Coast Guard. 

In this case, the 0-20 aircraft was re
quested by the Commandant of the 
Coast Guard because he wanted to re
place his aging aircraft. The Coast 
Guard is no longer just east coast and 
west coast; he has to be out in the Med
iterranean, or in the Persian GU:lf, in 
the far reaches of the Pacific. He needs 
a command and control aircraft. This 
aircraft was approved by the House in 
fiscal year 1992. But at that time, we 
could not help the Commandant be
cause funds were not available. So in 
fiscal year 1993, the Commandant came 
forward and said, "We will reprogram 
funds from the following activities to 
pay for this 0-20." At that point, the 
Congress balked ·and disagreed with 
him. So once again, the Coast Guard 
found itself without a command and 
control plane. 

Finally, we decided to go through 
this in fiscal year 1993, and that is how 
we came up with this C-20. 

There was nothing hidden about this. 
It was widely discussed. I felt that 
most people knew about this. 

The next item on the cost overrun of 
$40 million. In the fiscal year 1993 
House-passed bill, the House approved 
an appropriation of $75 million to be 
used to cover cost overruns in the con
struction of two ocean survey ships. 
The contractor had experienced signifi
cant losses on the construction con
tract and, because of this, the contrac
tor sought congressional relief. We re
jected the House amendment. But in 
conference, we found ourselves in a po
sition where we had to compromise, 
and we restored $40 million of the $75 
million to pay claims on the contract. 
And to say that this emerged out of the 
appropriations conference committee, 
obviously, is in error, because we re
jected that. 

As we all must concede, a conference 
Gommittee is a conference. The Senate 
does not get its way; neither does the 
House get its way. We disagree. Other
wise, there is no need for a conference. 

And oftentimes, for the national good 
or for mutual interests, or otherwise, 
we find ourselves compromising or 
agreeing with the other party, or re
ceding from our position. 

So, Madam President, this did not 
emerge from the Appropriations Com
mittee. The purchase of 1,502 acres 
from the Coast Oyster Co. in Washing
ton State for $5 million was done at the 
request of the House. And the conferees 
did include a provision authorizing the 
Secretary of Defense to spend up to $5 
million, which was made available to 
the Department of Defense to purchase 
these acres of tidelands. 

First of all, this is not an earmark. 
Since the Secretary was permitted to 
spend up to $5 million, it is understood 
that, as the Department has done on 
many, many occasions, he could spend 
nothing. If the Secretary wanted to, he 
could have spent just $1 and have been 
done with it. 

Second, since the Department appro
priation was well below the authoriza
tion, funds could be allocated to this 
effort without exceeding the authorized 
funding level. Furthermore, this in
volves treaty agreements with 17 In
dian tribes, who have, over the ages, 
had treaty rights, fishing rights on 
these tidelands. So it was not arbitrar
ily done by the Appropriations Com
mittee. This originated with the House. 
But as chairman of the Indian Affairs 
Committee-I will say so publicly-I 
was pleased to recede to the House po
sition and concur with this purchase of 
1,502 acres. I did urge the Secretary to 
make such a purchase. But the Sec
retary may or may not spend this. 

On the matter of cleanup of the in
dustry in Eau Claire, WI, the National 
Presto Industries produced artillery 
rounds for the Army since the 1950's 
and throughout the Vietnam conflict. 
Today, we find many parts of our land 
dangerously polluted. In the measure 
before us, we have an item of $2.2 bil
lion to begin the cleanup of bases that 
we have just closed. And that is just 
the beginning, Madam President, · $2.2 
billion. We estimate conservatively 
that by the time these bases are finally 
closed, it will exceed $25 billion. 

In addition to that, there is an item 
of $2.1 billion for environmental clean
up of bases in operation in order to 
stem the damage before we go any fur
ther. In this appropriation, we raise no 
objection to this fund because this 
cleanup had to be done. It was our re
sponsibility whether it is done in fiscal 
year 1993 or fiscal year 1994, we were 
expected to clean this up. 

On the matter of the multiple launch 
rocket system for the Army National 
Guard, $80. 7 million, Madam President, 
I must say that contrary to the press 
release and the claim by the Congres
sional Research Service, the multiple 
launch rocket system was fully author
ized in fiscal year 1993. I have no idea 
how this ever got into the report. The 

fiscal year 1993 Authorization Act pro
vided specific authorization for 73 
MLRS launchers and 30,000 rockets for 
the U.S. Army. The Appropriations Act 
provided the appropriate funding for 
the authorized 73 launchers, that is, 
$248.6 million and 15,000 rounds for 
$109. 7 million. 

We directed that 29 of these launch
ers and 6,000 of these rockets be pro
vided to the Army National Guard. The 
Defense Department approved this. Out 
of that total program which was au
thorized specifically and appropriated 
specifically, we took out 29 launchers 
for the National Guard. 

On the natural gas vehicle tech
nology research, that is $10 million. 
Here again, contrary to the press re
lease, the natural gas vehicle tech
nology research was both authorized 
and did. not emerge out of the appro
priations conference committee. 

The natural gas vehicle funding was 
highlighted in authorizations and Ap
propriations Committee reports and 
also the authorization conference re
port. The House Armed Services Com
mittee recommended $1 million for 
natural gas evaluations and $25 million 
for geographically disbursed electric 
vehicle demonstration pilot projects. 

The selection criteria discussed in 
the House Armed Services Committee 
report clearly favored particular loca
tions. This did not emerge from our 
committee, but it was authorized. And 
we felt that since this was part of the 
national defense authorization for fis
cal year 1993 which clearly authorized a 
total of $38 million, not $10 million, we 
felt it was appropriate. 

The LCU for American Samoa. 
American Samoa is a possession of 

the United States, and up until World 
War II, it was under the jurisdiction of 
the U.S. Navy; it was a U.S. Navy coal
ing station. 

The Senate Appropriations Commit
tee in response to a critical need of 
health and safety equipment directed 
the Navy to take possession from the 
GSA at no cost an excess LCU which 
was designated for American Samoa. It 
was already designated for American 
Samoa, but we asked the Navy to par
ticipate in this because, first of all, we 
had to overhaul this ship and, second, 
we could not tell the Samoans, who 
have no money, come and pick it up. 
Someone had to drag it across the Pa
cific. That cost a few dollars. So we did 
this. 

It was not specifically authorized, 
but I would hope that the United 
States would live up to its obligation 
as the master and owner of American 
Samoa to maintain the health, welfare, 
and educational needs of the inhab
itants. That is $1.5 million. 

McMinnville, OR, Center for Aviation 
Technology and Training. 

This found its way in the report lan
guage, that $4.5 million be provided to 
the State of Oregon to pursue the de
velopment of this aviation training 
center. 
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This is an important defense conver

sion program of the Pacific Northwest, 
an area affected very significantly by 
the defense drawdown. Yes, we find de
fense conversion projects throughout 
this bill, and that is what we have been 
debating all this time. What are we to 
do with men and women who have been 
building tanks all these decades, build
ing cannons all these decades? 

The State of California, the State of 
the distinguished Presiding Officer, I 
believe will experience in excess of 
300,000 new unemployed men and · 
women on the unemployment list as a 
result of defense drawdown. Are we to 
close our ears to their pleas? There is 
general authorization for conversion. 

The Presiding Officer has an amend
ment, which I have assured her I will 
take into conference, and I will do my 
utmost to see that her amendment be 
carried out and become law of the land. 
What does it do? As part of the mili
tary drawdown from 2.9 million men 
and women in uniform, we are going to 
come down to 1.4 million. That is a 
major slash. And there are thousands 
of men and women who decided to 
make the military their career sud
denly receiving the pink slip. Some of 
the men just got back from Desert 
Storm or Somalia and are getting the 
pink slip. That is their reward. 

What the Presiding Officer is trying 
to do is to convert some of these mili
tary police officers to become civil po
lice officers. And if there is a place 
that needs police assistance, it is Cali
fornia. It is that simple. 

Are we to tell · the Californians that 
project is not specifically authorized? 
Not me. 

Grant to the Oregon State Higher 
Education System to establish an 
international job training program. 

Here again this is report language 
that provides funds to establish an 
international job training program. 
The goal of this program is to further 
dual use technology for economic 
growth and thus national security 
through linking students with foreign 
and domestic defense and other indus
tries. 

It is to promote better international 
technical schools for U.S. students so 
they may better compete in the global 
market. 

It is a program similar to the United 
States-Japan training program sup
ported by Senator BINGAMAN and au.: 
thorized by the Senate Armed Services 
Committee. 

The marine environmental research 
facility at Astoria, OR, $2 million. We 
have funds to establish this facility in 
Astoria. This is the former site that 

was planned to serve as a home port for 
Navy mine countermeasure ships. The 
Navy constructed a number of these fa
cilities in the process of establishing 
the home port. We have already spent 
this money. We have already built 
these facilities-facilities that were au
thorized; funds were appropriated. 

We had a choice. We could just leave 
it alone and let it rot, or we could use 
it. With the request from the Navy and 
with a full report, we said, "Let us use 
it. The facilities are there. Let us use 
it." This center will eventually provide 
information which will be useful to 
Navy planners designing weapons sys
tems or tactical operational strategies. 

This conversion of home port facili
ties was not specifically authorized. 
But, here again, it was a choice. As I 
said, do we let it rot or do we make use 
of the moneys that we have already 
spent? And we .decided to do so. 

I hope that my colleagues will not 
disagree with that. 

Joint Air Force-Navy High-Altitude 
Auroral Research Program, HAARP. 
This is a continuation of a program 
that began 4 years ago to investigate 
improvements to the Navy's capabili
ties to communicate at long ranges 
with strategic ballistic missile nuclear 
submarines and Air Force's long-range 
communications facilities. 

As everyone knows, it is very dif
ficult to communicate with a ship that 
is below surface. It is technology that 
everyone wants to achieve. Dolphins 
can do it, but we have not found a way 
yet. 

This will become the backbone of our 
nuclear deterrent. And although it was 
not specifically authorized, it has 
never been challenged in the last 4 
years by any of the authorization com
mittees. 

The Center for Excellence for Re
search on Ocean Sciences, $5 million. 
The fiscal year 1994 Senate appropria
tions bill includes $5 million to con
tinue-we just did not start this-to 
continue ocean sciences research pro
grams which began in fiscal year 1992, 
2 years ago. The Advanced Research 
Projects Agency, ARPA, participated 
in establishing the center and selecting 
the initial research programs and 
projects. 

This is not a new project. It was al
ready started in 1992. It was not a se
cret matter. We did not hide this from 
the Senate. It was openly done. It is in
cluded in our committee report. The 
defense agency, ARPA, not only ap
proved this but has already partici
pated for the last 2 years. And from 
that, one must conclude that everyone 
is for it. Accordingly, although it did 

not find its way through the authoriz
ing process each year, we felt that 
since it was approved 2 years ago, no 
one would complain. 

In fiscal year 1993, the committee ap
proved the construction of a visitor's 
center at the Naval Academy to accom
modate the thousands of visitors which 
visit that is in effect a national land
mark. In this case, the committee ap
propriated the money in the form of a 
loan, which is highly unusual. Since 
the visitor's center will generate a 
positive cash-flow over the years, from 
the sale of i terns and food, the money 
will be returned on a 50-50 basis annu
ally, 50 percent to the Treasury each 
year of all net revenues, until the 
money is fully paid back. The other 50 
percent goes to fund midshipmen extra
curricular activities. The facility was 
authorized by the authorization com
mittees in fiscal year 1993. 

So, in the long run, the Academy 
gets a sorely needed facility, the flood 
of visitors has a decent place to learn 
about the Academy, midshipmen ac
tivities are enhanced, and the money is 
fully recouped by the Treasury-quite 
a bargain. 

So, Madam President, although it 
would seem that we have been violat
ing the rules and violating the laws of 
this land, that is according to the news 
release, I hope that the brief com
mentary on these specific projects that 
were brought up in this report will suf
fice to my colleagues. 

Madam President, I ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the RECORD 
certain tables prepared by the Congres
sional Budget Office. These tables are 
entitled "Final Appropriations" and 
"Authorization Actions Compared to 
the Budget Request." The tables show 
that the Appropriations Committee has 
been below authorization: Fiscal year 
1989, $327 million below; fiscal year 
1990, $2.135 billion below; fiscal year 
1992, $209 million below; and fiscal year 
1993, $690 million below. 

These appropriations are below, not 
above, authorization. 

Madam President, I further ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the RECORD a table prepared by the 
Senate Budget Committee which shows 
that for fiscal year 1994, the authoriza
tion procurement and R&D accounts 
are $2.876 billion above-above-the ad
ministration's request. This is the au
thorization bill. 

There being no objection, the mate
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
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FINAL APPROPRIATIONS AND AUTHORIZATION ACTION COMPARED TO THE BUDGET REQUEST FOR 1989 

Appropriations Subcommittee/Bill 

Defense: 

Request 

Budget au
thority Outlays 

[In millions of dollars) 

Appropriations 

Budget au
thority Outlays 

Authorizations 

Budget au
thority Outlays 

Milpers ............................. ............................................. 78,453 78,311 78,340 78,201 78,459 78,317 
O&M .............................................................................. 85,649 83,078 85,294 82,810 85,498 82,964 
Procurement ........................ .......................................... 79,798 80,711 79,942 80,381 79,745 80,552 
RDT&E ............................................................... ............ 38,157 35,574 37,634 35,319 37,970 35,483 
Stock Funds .................................................................. 764 1,281 689 1,224 689 1,224 
CIA Retirement .................................... .... ...................... 145 148 145 148 145 148 
Intel Com. Staff ...................................... .............. ...... .. 24 23 24 23 24 23 

Request less appropria- Request less authorizations Apropriations less author-
tions izations 

Budget au
thority 

113 
355 

-144 
523 

76 

Outlays 

110 
268 
330 
255 
57 

Budget au
thority 

- 6 
151 
53 

187 
75 

Outlays 

- 6 
114 
159 
91 
57 

Budget au
thority Outlays 

-119 -116 
-204 -154 

197 -171 
-336 -164 

-1 

Dav-Bacon, Drug Inter ....................................... .......... (310) (196) 496 275 210 156 -806 -471 -520 -352 
286 .. ............. ii9 

BB Trans. AuthJOther .................. ................... .. ........... (I) 2 (150) (59) (575) 150 61 - I 577 -150 516 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-

Sub tot a 1--D e fens e ................................................... 282,679 278,932 282,412 278,321 282,740 278,292 267 611 -61 640 -327 29 

MilCon Bill: 
MilCon .... .. .............................. ........ ....... ..... ... ................ 5,743 5,052 5,751 5,071 5,702 5,063 -8 -19 41 -11 49 8 
Family Housing . .................. ........... .. ........................... 3,269 3,021 3,260 3,017 3,291 3,031 9 4 - 22 -10 -31 -14 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-

Sub tot a 1-M i Icon ................................................... .. 9.012 8,073 9,011 8,088 8,993 8,094 -15 19 -21 18 -6 

~~~~ .. :::::::::::::::::::::::::::··················::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 8.~~~ 1.m 8 .~~~ 7.~:; 8.m 7 .~~r ..... 5 ~ -~~ -_!~ -3~ -_!~ 
TreasPost ................................. .. .... ...................................... (90) 30 (20) O (50) -30 - 70 0 - 40 30 30 
Foreign Ops .. ................... ............... ...................................... Ill 54 126 67 111 54 -15 -13 0 0 15 13 
Enacted Pre-January .................... ......................... (739) (727) (739) (727) (739) (727) 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-

Tot a I National Defense .. .......................................... 299,529 294,535 299,301 294,019 299,594 293,981 228 516 -65 554 -293 38 

FINAL APPROPRIATIONS AND AUTHORIZATION ACTION COMPARED TO THE BUDGET REQUEST FOR NATIONAL DEFENSE FOR 1990 

Appropriations Subcommittee Bill 

Defense: 
Military Personnel ..................................................... .. 
D&M .. ............................................... . 
Procurement . . ............................ . 
RDT&E ... . .. ..... .................. ........................ . 
Stock Funds ..... .. . .... .... ............ .......................... . 
CIA Retirement .. . 
Intel Com. Staff .... . 
Contingencies/Other . 
Drug Interdiction ....... . 

Subtotal Defense .................................................. ... . 

MilCon Bill: 
Military Construction 
Family Housing ......... . 

Subtotal Milcom .................................................... . 

Energy ................................................................. ............... .. 
HUD .... ...................... .. 

TreasPost ................... . 
Commerce-Justice ..... . 
Other ... .. ... ..... ........ .. ........... . 

Total (Senate Scoring) .... 

Transfers .......... .. ...................... ..... .. .................................. . 
Outlay limitation ................................. ....................... . 

Total (House Scoring) ................... .. 

Request 

Budget au
thority 

79,185 
89,699 
78,754 
39,645 

774 
155 

24 
-257 

0 

287,980 

5,323 
3,232 

8,555 

9,387 
342 

0 
0 

-755 

305,508 

305,508 

Outlays 

79,141 
88,468 
80,134 
36,994 

1,265 
156 

24 
- 239 

53 

285,996 

5,458 
3,157 

8,615 

8,773 
344 

0 
0 

-743 

302,985 

302,985 

[In millions of dollars) 

Appropriations 

Budget au
thority 

78,720 
86.712 
84,042 
37,109 

-1,178 
155 
28 

-44 
450 

285,995 

5,270 
3,220 

8,490 

9,663 
342 

0 
0 

- 755 

303,735 

303,735 

Outlays 

78,693 
86,165 
80,512 
35,689 
-293 

156 
27 

-2 
219 

281,165 

5,363 
3,151 

8,514 

8,946 
344 

0 
-743 

298,226 

1,398 
-419 

299,205 

Authorizations 

Budget au
thority 

78,781 
86,211 
84,487 
38,227 

245 
155 

24 
0 
0 

288,130 

4,694 
3,277 

7,971 

9,663 
342 

0 
0 

-755 

305,351 

305,351 

Outlays 

78,754 
85,514 
80,539 
36,274 

863 
156 
24 
I 

53 

282,178 

5,253 
3,183 

8,436 

8,944 
344 

0 
0 

-743 

299,159 

1,264 
- 1223 

299,200 

Appropriations less request Authorizations less request Appropriations less au-

Budget au
thority 

- 465 
-2,986 

5,288 
-2,536 
-1.952 

4 
213 
450 

-1,984 

- 53 
-12 

-65 

276 

-1773 

-1,773 

Outlays 

-448 
-2,303 

378 
-1,305 
-1,558 

"j 
237 
166 

-4,831 

-95 
-6 

-101 

173 

- 4759 

. 1.398 
-424 

-3,785 

Budget au
thority 

-404 
-3,488 

5,733 
-1,418 

-529 

0 
257 

0 

150 

-629 
45 

-584 

276 

-157 

- 157 

thorizations 

Outlays 

-387 
-2,954 

405 
-720 
-402 

········a 
240 

0 

-3,818 

-205 
26 

-179 

171 

-3826 

Budget au
thority 

-61 
501 

-445 
-1,118 
-1,423 

4 
-44 
450 

-2,135 

576 
-57 

519 

-1616 

1,264 
-1223 .. 

-3,785 -1,616 

Outlays 

- 61 
651 

-27 
-585 

-1,156 

"j 
-3 
166 

- 1,013 

110 
-32 

78 

-933 

134 
799 

APPROPRIATIONS AND AUTHORIZATION ACTION COMPARED TO THE CBO BASELINE FOR NATIONAL DEFENSE FOR 1991 APPROPRIATIONS 

Appropriation Subcommittee bill 

Defense: 
Military Personnel ... ... ... ........ .. .. ................................ . 
D&M .......... .. .. .. ............... ..... . 
Procurement .......... .. ........................ ... . 
RDTLE ..................... ................... .. ............................... . 
Stock Funds ........................... . 
CIA Retirement ............................................................. . 
Intel Com. Staff ............................. .. 
Contingencies/Other ..... ........... .. ................................... . 
199,0 Supplemental ........ . 

Subtotal-Defense 

MilCon Bill 
Military Construction ....................... ......................... .. 
Family Housing ............................................. .............. .. 

CBD baseline 

Budget au
thority 

81,527 
90,421 
85,238 
37,923 

220 
165 
30 

295,523 

5,311 
3,271 

Outlays 

81,084 
88,927 
80,522 
37,361 

205 
165 
29 

288,293 

5,460 
3,301 

[Bills through conference, in millions of dollars) 

Appropriations 

Budget au
thority 

78,245 
86,342 
66,678 
35,975 

1984 
165 
29 

-202 

269,209 

5,068 
3,295 

Outlays 

78,019 
85,643 
78,432 
36,013 

700 
165 
28 

-141 
(50) 

278,809 

5,272 
3,412 

Authorizations 

Budget au
thority 

78,385 
85,675 
67,186 
36,196 
1,484 

165 
29 

269,120 

5,309 
3,381 

Outlays 

78,157 
84,727 
78,759 
36,147 

544 
165 
28 

(50) 

2i8,477 

5,398 
3,428 

Appropriations less base- Authorizations less base- Appropriations less au-
~ ~ ~~w 

Budget au
thority 

-3281 
-4079 

-18567 
-1948 

1764 

I 
-202 

-26,314 

-244 
24 

Outlays 

-3065 
-3284 
-2090 

1348 
495 

-141 
50 

9,483 

-188 
Ill 

Budget au
thority 

-3142 
-4746 

-18052 
-1727 

1264 

-26,403 

-2 
110 

Outlays 

-2927 
-4200 
-1763 
-1214 

339 

50 

..:.. 9,816 

-62 
127 

Budget au
thority 

-140 
667 

-515 
-221 

500 

-202 

90 

-241 
-86 

Outlays 

-138 
916 

-327 
-134 

156 

-141 

332 

-126 
-16 
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APPROPRIATIONS AND AUTHORIZATION ACTION COMPARED TO THE CBO BASELINE FOR NATIONAL DEFENSE FOR 1991 APPROPRIATIONS-Continued 

[Bills through conference, in millions of dollars] 

CBD baseline Appropriations Authorizations Appropriations less base- Authorizations less base- Appropriations less au-
line line thorizations 

Appropriation Subcommittee bill 

Subtotal-Milcon ........................................ . 

Budget au
thority Outlays Budget au

thority Outlays Budget au
thority Outlays Budget au-

thority Outlays 

8,582 8,761 8,362 8,684 8,690 8,826 -219 - 217 

Energy ................................... .. .................................... 10,044 9,800 10,925 10,374 10,927 10,375 861 574 
VA-HUD .................................................................................. 353 354 341 345 336 342 -12 - 0 
Commerce-Justice .................................................................. 93 97 225 166 225 166 132 69 
Other Bills ........... ....... .......................................................... 6 65 6 65 
Offsetting Receipts, etc, ................................. .. ....... .... ......... - 804 - 852 - 804 - 848 - 804 - 848 4 

Budget au
thority 

108 

883 
-17 

132 

Outlays 

65 

575 
-12 

69 

Budget au
thority 

-328 

-2 
5 

Outlays 

- 142 

- 1 
3 

65 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

Total National Defense ............................................ 313,790 306,454 288,265 297,596 288,494 297,338 -25.526 -8,857 -25,297 - 9,115 -229 258 

APPROPRIATIONS AND AUTHORIZATION ACTION COMPARED TO THE BUDGET REQUEST FOR NATIONAL DEFENSE FOR 1992 
[Bills through conference, in millions of dollars] 

Request Appropriations Authorizations Appropriations less request Authorizations less request Appropriations less au-
thorizations 

Appropriation Subcommittee Bill 

Defense: 

Budget au
thority Outlays Budget au

thority Outlays Budget au
thority Outlays Budget au

thority Outlays 

Military Personnel ................................... 78,017 77,848 78,266 78,079 78,468 78,278 249 231 
O&M ....... ... ................ ............ ........................ 86,432 85,704 85,498 85,364 84,341 84,065 -934 - 340 
Procurement .. ........... ............................. 63,239 74,327 64,652 74,910 64,575 74,489 1,413 583 
RDT&E . ... ............................ 49,083 37,933 38,073 37,098 39,366 37,531 -2,010 -835 
Stock Funds . ................ .............................................. 3,400 2,209 3,184 2,125 3,400 2,209 -216 - 84 
CIA Retirement .......... ............................ ....... .. 164 164 164 164 164 164 
Intel Con. Staff ........ . ............................ .. .......... 31 30 29 29 31 30 - 2 - 1 

Budget au
thority 

451 
-2,091 

1,336 
-717 

Outlays 

430 
-1,639 

162 
-402 

iii6 Contingencies/Other ...................................... -336 197 120 348 -150 376 456 150 178 
Dire Supplemental .......................... ..... .. ..................... 33 33 33 33 

Budget au
thority 

-202 
1.157 

77 
- 1.293 

- 216 

-2 
270 

Outlays 

- 199 
1.299 

421 
-433 
- 84 

:::"i 
-28 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

Subtotal-Defense .. . ..................................... ........ . 

MilCon Bill: 
Military Construction ........... . 
Family Housing ....................... . 

Subtotal--i\lilcon ............................ . 

Energy ........................................ . 
VA--HUD ......................................... ........................................ . 
Commerce-Justice ............................................ . 
Other Bills .. .. .................................................... . 
Offsetting Receipts, etc .. . ........................... . 
Resolution Plug ...................... . 

Total National Defense 

271,030 

4,537 
3,606 

9,143 

290,829 

278,413 

4,948 
3,419 

8,366 

11 ,591 
339 
177 

-684 
- 2,937 

295,266 

269,986 

4,918 
3,645 

8,563 

11,980 
337 
234 
(38) 

-687 

290,375 

278,150 270, 195 277' 175 - 1,044 - 263 - 835 - 1,238 

5,025 
3,409 

8,434 

11,717 
338 
187 

18 
-684 

-2,937 

295,223 

5,232 
3,654 

8,886 

11,980 
332 
225 

-687 

290,932 

5,037 
3,419 

8,456 

11.718 
336 
177 

-684 
-2,937 

294,241 

381 
39 

420 

200 

·······9 
-38 

- 454 

77 
-9 

68 

126 
-1 
10 
18 

-42 

695 
48 

783 

200 
-5 

103 

89 

90 

127 
-3 

-l,02j 

-209 

- 314 
- 9 

-323 

-1 
5 
9 

-38 

-557 

975 

-12 
-10 

- 22 

-1 
2 

10 
18 

982 

APPROPRIATIONS AND AUTHORIZATION ACTION COMPARED TO THE BUDGET REQUEST FOR NATIONAL DEFENSE FOR 1993 

Appropriation 's Subcommittee Bill 

Defense: 
Military Personnel .... ... ................... . 
O&H .................. .. ......................... . 
Procurement .. ...... ...... . 
RDT&E ........... . . 
Stock Funds ................ . 
CIA Retirement & ICS .. . ............................... . 
Coast Guard .. . ............. .. ... .. .... ..... .. . 
Econ Conversion/Other ..... . 
Frank Burdensharing Cut .. . 

Subtotal-Defense .. 

Military Construction: 
Military Construction ............................. . 
Family Housing ..................... ............... . 

Subtotal-Milcon ..... 

Energy . .......................................................... . 
VA-HUD ... ... ............................. ..... . 
Commerce-Justice ........................ . ....... ..... .. ................. . 
Stockpile Sales (non-add) ..... .......................... . 
1992 Supp's & Rescissions .. ................ .. ....... . 
Offsetting Receipts, etc. . ............... .. .. ............. . 
Other Bills ............ . 
Resolution Plus ......................... . ......................................... . 

Request 

Budget au
thority 

77,080 
88,266 
54,416 
38,921 
2,164 

200 
203 

-110 

261,140 

4,274 
3,999 

8,273 

12,132 
322 
487 

(-612) 

-787 

Outlays 

76,952 
87,996 
69,118 
38,334 

311 
199 
186 
-3 

273,093 

5,810 
3,647 

9,457 

11,901 
328 
466 

(-612) 
- 1,641 

-739 

-1 ,291 

(Bills through conference. in millions of dollars) 

Appropriations 

Budget au
thority 

76,275 
85,745 
54,135 
38,292 

-1 ,929 
247 
303 
595 

253,662 

4,453 
3,936 

8,389 

12,132 
372 
796 

(-612) 

-787 
624 

Outlays 

76,177 
85,939 
68,574 
38,006 

-3.353 
231 
278 
593 

266,444 

5,819 
3,597 

9,416 

11,856 
350 
626 

(- 612) 
-406 
-739 

511 
- 1,291 

Authorizations 

Budget au
thority 

. 76,511 
84,137 
53,072 
39,614 

495 
256 
203 

63 

254,351 

4,441 
3,943 

8,385 

11,935 
372 
796 

(-612) 

- 787 
624 

Outlays 

76,409 
84.897 
68,549 
38.714 
-663 

237 
186 
228 

268,558 

5,828 
3,608 

9,437 

11,719 
350 
626 

(-612) 
- 406 
-739 

511 
-1.291 

Appropriations less request Authorizations less request Appropriations less au-

Budget au
thority 

-805 
-2,521 

- 281 
- 630 

-4,093 
47 

100 
705 

- 7.479 

179 
-63 

116 

-0 
50 

309 

624 

Outlays 

- 775 
- 2,057 

-544 
-328 

-3,665 
32 
92 

596 

-6,649 

9 
-51 

- 42 

- 44 
22 

160 

Budget au
thority 

-569 
-4,129 
-1.343 

692 
-1.669 

56 
0 

173 

-6,789 

167 
- 56 

112 

-197 
50 

309 

· 1,235 .. 

511 624 

thorizations 

Outlays 

-542 
-3,099 

-568 
380 

-974 
38 
0 

231 

-4.535 

19 
-39 

- 21 

-182 
22 

Budget au
thority 

-236 
1.608 
1.062 

-1.322 
-2,424 

-9 
100 
532 

-690 

11 
-7 

196 

160 .. .. 

1.235 

511 

Outlays 

-233 
1.043 

25 
- 708 

-2,691 
- 6 
92 

365 

- 2,114 

-9 
-12 

-21 

137 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

Total National Defense ................................... .. ...... . 

SASC ADD-ONS & PLUS UPS 

Program 

Army, procurement: 
~4 ......... .. . . 
TOW 2 System . 

[In millions of dollars] 

Administra
tion request 

17.6 
25.3 

SASC au
thorized 

177.6 
65.3 

281 ,568 

Difference 

+160.0 
+40.0 

291 ,574 275.187 286,766 275,676 288.763 -6,381 

SASC ADD-ONS & PLUS UPS-Continued 
[In millions of dollars) 

Program 

MLRS System 
M-1 Abrams Tank . . 
Carrier, Mod ......... ... . 
Abrams. Upgrade . 

Administra
tion request 

9.8 
26.1 
5.5 

79.7 

SASC au
thorized 

69.8 
48.1 
77.5 

167.7 

Difference 

+60.0 
+22.0 
+72.0 
+88.0 

- 4,808 - 5.892 - 2.811 - 489 -1.997 

SASC ADD-ONS & PLUS UPS-Continued 
[In millions of dollars) 

Program 

Abrams, Adv Proc 
Granade Launcher 
EAC Communicatns . 

Administra
tion request 

20.7 
10.2 

SASC au
thorized 

17.0 
35.7 
45.4 

Difference 

+17.0 
+15.0 
+35.2 
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SASC ADD-ONS & PLUS UPS-Continued 

[In millions of dollars) 

Program Administra- SASC au-
tion request thorized 

Navy, procurement: 
F-14 ......... ..... .. .. ........ 116.2 291.2 
Trid 11, Adv Proc ....... 145.2 170.0 
Wpns lndustr Facil ...... .. ... 22.1 37.6 
Expeditnary Airflds .... ... .. .. 2.3 8.0 
Night Vision Eqpmt .. 12.4 25.0 
Training Devices ....... 11.0 21.0 

Air Force, procurement: 
Civil Air Patrol .......... 2.5 2.7 
E~B ...... .. ... ..... ................ 281.8 476.8 
lntell Produc Actv ............ 51.4 52.6 

Oefensewide, procurement: 
Remotely Piloted Veh ... .. .. 69.3 89.3 
Del Spt Activ, DLA .... ....... 3.4 6.2 
ltems<$2m, DCAA ............ 4.3 
Coalitn Commun Eqpmt .. 20.0 
Classld Prog, C31 ............. 336.2 
High Perl Computing ....... 122.8 
Mentor-Protege Prog .. 50.0 

R,D,T,&E, Army: 
Materials Tech ......... 11.3 15.3 
Modeling & Simulatn .. 10.0 
Environ Qualty Tech . 21.2 36.6 
Project Plowshares ........ ..... 10:0 5.0 
Landmine Warfare 20.0 
Tractor Tread ........ .. .. .. 12.0 
Sincgars, Adv Dev .. 10.0 
SAD ARM ..... .... .... .... ........... 41.0 98.7 
Army Virtual Brig 34.0 
UH-I SLEP Evaluatn . 5.0 
Surv/l.ethality Anal ... 33.2 52.9 
Hi Energy Laser Test ........ 4.8 24.8 
Manuia Science & Tech ... 20.0 

R,D,T&E. Navy: 
Surf/Aerospace Surv ...... 67.3 92.3 
Ship Concept Adv Des . 18.8 21.8 
Adv Techno Transitn .. ..... 634 67.4 
SSBN Secur/Survi Pro . 27.8 50.3 
Nex Generatn· Fightr ... .. 50.0 
Marine Cor Asslt Veh ....... 24.3 29.4 
Manuia Science & Tech . 50.0 

R,D,T&E. Air Force: 
Rocket/Propulsion .... .. ... 40.0 50.0 
Advanced Weapons . 33.0 50.0 
Tra ining Syst Devel ... ....... 30.0 45.0 
Manuia Science & Tech ... 60.0 
Space Launch Modern .... 30.0 
AFSCN Modernization . 78.0 

R.D.T&E. Delensewide: 
Defense Research Ser . 2.0 220 
Univ Support lnit . 42.6 
U.S.-Japan Mngmt Trng 10.0 
Hist Black Colleges ...... 15.0 
Cmptg Syst Comm Tech 368.6 376.l 
lnteg Comm&Contol Eq . 57.2 107.2 
Matrials & Elec Tech . 198.5 235.0 
Natl Guard/ARPA 17.9 
Project Compass . 14.7 
Fuel Cell Technology . 4.0 
ASTOVL . 6.0 
Dual Use Partnershps . 324.0 605.0 
Manu Science & Tech . 147.7 171 .0 
Strat Envirnmtl Rese . 98.0 2000 
Medical Research .. 10.5 
Focus Hope ....... .. ...... .... .. .. 15.0 
Manutactng Technology ... 299.6 306.6 
Jt Wargmg Simul/Mngmt 67.2 86.2 
Classified Programs .. 10.0 
Arch Project 7.2 
lntell-Communi Class . 1,280.7 1.318.0 
JI Simul Doctrine Ctr . 6.5 
Peace Enlromt Doct Dev .. 5.0 
Ctr Prolif Initiative . 28.0 

Total-75 Programs 43 
Plus Ups, 32 Not re-
quested ... 

Difference 

+175.0 
+24.8 
+15.5 
+5.7 

+12.6 
+10.0 

+0.2 
+195.0 

+1.2 

+20.0 
+2.8 
+4.3 

+20.0 
+336.2 
+122.8 
+50.0 

+4.0 
+10.0 
+15.4 
+5.0 

+10.0 
+12.0 
+10.0 
+57.7 
+34.0 
+5.0 

+19.7 
+20.0 
+20.0 

+25.0 
+3.0 
+4.0 

+22.5 
+50.0 
+5.1 

+50.0 

+10.0 
+17.0 
+15.0 
+60.0 
+30.0 
+78.0 

+20.0 
+42.6 
+10.0 
+15.0 
+7.5 

+50.0 
+36.5 
+17.9 
+14.7 
+4.0 
+6.0 

+281.0 
+23.3 

+102.0 
+10.5 
+15.0 
+7.0 

+19.0 
+10.0 
+7.2 

+37.3 
+6.5 
+5.0 

+28.0 

+2.873.7 

Mr. INOUYE. There are 75 programs 
on this table. Thirty-two were not re
quested by the administration and 43 
are authorized at funding levels above 
the administration's request. 

I hope that with this, the RECORD 
will be clarified. 

Mr. SIMON addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 

MURRAY). The Senator from Illinois. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1051 

Mr. SIMON. Madam President, I was 
presiding earlier when our colleague 
from Oklahoma, Senator NICKLES, of
fered an amendment that I think is a 
bad piece of legislation. I spoke very 
briefly, after I came down from the 
chair, against that amendment that we 
will be voting on later. 

The Senator's amendment basically 
says U.S. troops cannot serve under the 
command of someone from another na
tion. That has a certain amount of ap
peal initially to us as Americans. But 
what if every nation took that attitude 
and said you cannot do it unless it is 
authorized by the congress or par
liament of that nation? 

The reality is, the United Nations 
would be paralyzed. It is one of those 
things that has a visceral appeal, but 
just is not wise. 

We are in a situation where, can
didly, the President of the United 
States is new to foreign policy, and so 
there is a little feeling of uneasiness. 
There is a feeling, while he gets his sea 
legs, so to speak, in foreign policy, we 
recognize there is a kind of a vacuum 
and the temptation is for us to move 
into the vacuum and micromanage. 
And it is a great mistake. I understand 
there may be a substitute amendment 
to the Nickles amendment. From what 
I have heard of the substitute amend
ment, that is not good legislation, 
though I may vote for it rather than 
the Nickles amendment, which is dra
conian in terms of what it would do. 

But, when I got back to my office, 
my office mentioned the Chairman of 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff, the Acting 
Chairman Admiral Jeremiah, sent a 
letter to Senator MITCHELL that I as
sume was distributed to all Members. I 
ask unanimous consent for that full 
letter to be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
THE CHAIRMAN, JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF, 

Washington, DC, October 14, 1993. 
Hon. GEORGE J . MITCHELL, 
Senate Russell Office Building, Washington , 

DC. 
DEAR SENATOR MITCHELL: I have a number 

of concerns about the proposed Cochran
Nickles Amendment to the FY 1994 Depart
ment of Defense Appropriations Bill, H.R. 
3116. The legislation would deny funds for 
United States combat forces under foreign 
command in United Nations operations or as 
part of any standing international armed 
force, unless authorized by Congress. 

Certainly, I support the concept that Unit
ed States forces must serve under the best 
commanders, with clear and effective com
mand and control arrangements in place . 
However, I would disagree with any sugges
tion that foreign commanders cannot com
mand American forces when the President 
decides it is appropriate to do so. The NATO 
command structure. for example, is a proven 
success, as were the coalition command ar
rangements in Desert Storm. Our American 
forces routinely serve under the command of 
foreign officers in NATO, and they accom
plish their missions in an exemplary manner. 

It is important for the President, as com
mander-in-chief. to retain flexibility in the 
use of American forces . Whether United 
States forces should serve under a foreign 
commander must depend on individual case 
circumstances. and the executive branch is 
best suited to make such determinations. 
Factors will include the robustness of com
mand and control arrangements, the type of 
mission. and the competency of a particular 

commander to lead our forces. The proposed 
legislation would involve Congress in the de
tailed execution of military contingency 
planning, in an all-but-unprecedented man
ner. Such a degree of micromanagement of 
military forces would be overly broad, im
practical, unwieldy, and unwise . 

The legislation would make it difficult for 
this nation to function effectively in any 
United Nations, NATO or other multi
national command and control situation. It 
could lead to an " all or nothing" approach, 
causing the United States to shoulder the 
entire burden even when a multinational ap
proach would be effective and in our best in
terests. 

The provision in the proposed legislation 
that would deny funding for forces that are 
part of standing international armed forces 
is duplicative. Such forces are deployed only 
under treaty commitments, which would of 
course have already been endorsed by the 
Senate. It is not necessary to add an addi
tional layer of congressional approval. 

Finally, the proposed legislation would 
have the President seek Congressional au
thorization before instructing the U.S. Per
manent Representative to the United Na
tions on a vote of a resolution. That proce
dure would infringe on the President's for
eign policy prerogatives and would be un
workable in practice. 

I appreciate Congressional concerns about 
these sensitive issues. The Congress has 
many vehicles for expressing its views and 
seeking changes in foreign policy, and we 
will continue to work with you on all mat
ters of concern. However, I believe the pro
posed Cochran-Nickles Amendment would 
prove detrimental to the national interests. 

Thank you for your consideration of these 
comments. 

Sincerely, 
DAVID E. JEREMIAH, 

Acting Chairman . 

Mr. SIMON. Let me read just two 
paragraphs of that letter from Admiral 
Jeremiah. 

It is important for the President, as com
mander-in-chief, to retain flexibility in the 
use of American forces. Whether United 
States forces should serve under a foreign 
commander must depend on individual case 

. circumstances, and the executive branch is 
best suited to make such determinations. 
Factors will include the robustness of com
mand and control arrangements, the type of 
mission. and the competency of a particular 
commander to lead our forces. The proposed 
legislation would involve Congress in the de
tailed execution of military contingency 
planning,' in an all-but-unprecedented man
ner. Such a degree of micromanagement of 
military forces would be overly broad, im
practical, unwieldy, and unwise. 

This is the Acting Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff speaking. 

The legislation would make it difficult for 
this Nation to function effectively in any 
United Nations. NATO or other multi
national command and control situation. It 
could lead to an "all or nothing" approach, 
causing the United States to shoulder the 
entire burden even when a multinational ap
proach would be effective and in our best in
terests. 

I hope we have the good sense not to 
adopt this amendment. I served in the 
Army after World War II, from 1951 to 
1953, in Germany. But the floor man
ager of this legislation, the senior Sen
ator from Hawaii, Senator INOUYE, was 



October 18, 1993 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE 25149 
one of our heroes in World War II. In 
World War II there were times when we 
had, for example, General Montgomery, 
leading not only British troops but our 
troops. And it was true also in the Pa
cific from time to time, we had dif
ferent people from different nations 
leading our troops. Let us not go back 
to a day when we say we have to have 
Americans here. 

I reiterate the other point I men
tioned earlier, how many times we hear 
on the floor of the Senate, and we have 
heard it whether we are in Washington 
or Illinois, people say, "We cannot be
come the policemen of the world." If 
we are unwilling to work with other 
nations, it is inevitable, as the world's 
only superpower, that is precisely the 
role we will have to undertake. 

Yes, we should be careful about com
mitting American troops. But there 
will be, from time to time, an occasion 
where American troops may be under 
the command of someone who is Brit
ish or French or German, or who knows 
from what country they may come? If 
we are unwilling to work with other 
countries, then inevitably we are going 
to take on a huge burden. I think we 
should listen to the Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff, who says this leg
islation is not in the interests of our 
country, not in the interests of an ef
fective military. 

I hope we will reject the Nickles 
amendment. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen

ator from Hawaii. 
Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, I had 

not intended to speak on this matter, 
but I have had the privilege of sitting 
through the presentation of this 
amendment by Senator NICKLES, and I 
believe the Senator made it very clear 
that it does not apply to troop activi
ties such as we find in Korea or in the 
NATO command. Neither would it 
apply to Haiti at this time, because the 
amendment is very clear, if the troops 
are for logistics, for health, for public 
safety, they are not covered. Combat 
forces are covered. It says rather clear
ly that, if combat forces are covered, it 
would need the authorization of the 
Congress, unless the President certifies 
that this is in the national security 
and therefore is required. 

But I rise, not because I support the 
Nickles-Cochran amendment. I am not 
prepared to vote for or against it at 
this time. But I rise because I find this 
letter from the Acting Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff, dated October 14, 
to be, oh, shall I say, not in the best 
tradition of good executive/legislative 
relations. I hope that this statement, 
"the executive branch is best suited to 
make such determinations," will be 
crossed out. Unless the Acting Chair
man is suggesting that the Congress, 
for some reason, is inferior' in its intel
lect, inferior in its knowledge and 
background to that of the Executive in 

making such determinations. After all, 
the Constitution says the Congress 
shall make war. We are the ones who 
declare war. It is not the President of 
the United States; it is the Congress. I 
hope the Executive Office keeps that in 
mind. 

Second, to suggest that an amend
ment which says simply you must get 
congressional approval is micro
management, I do not see where the 
micromanagement comes in. We are 
just saying, if you are going to send 
combat forces, let us come to Congress 
and have a discussion. Tell us what you 
intend to use the forces for. Where are 
the forces going to be sent and how 
many? It does not involve the Congress 
in detailed execution of military con
tingency planning, in an all-but-un
precedented manner. Does a simple au
thorization of use of combat forces in
volve Congress in detailed execution of 
military contingency planning, in an 
all-but-unprecedented manner? 

I very much regret receiving this let
ter. I hope the administration will take 
another look at this and possibly come 
forth with an amended version. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen

ator from Illinois. 
Mr. SIMON. Madam President, I have 

great respect for my colleague from 
Hawaii. I had respect for him before I 
served on the Select Cammi ttee on In
dian affairs, but I have come to have 
infinitely greater respect for him be
cause of what he has done to help Na
tive Americans. He has spent a huge 
amount of time on this. If he picks up 
15 votes in Hawaii for doing that, I will 
be amazed. It is just a great public 
service, and he is a great public serv
ant. 

But I have to say I think the letter of 
the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff is right on target. I would simply 
point out to my colleagues the case 
had this been in effect in terms of the 
Somalia situation. Here we were in No
vember, where the President of the 
United States had to make a decision 
whether to go under U.N. auspices. We 
were not in session. We would not be in 
session until January. And the Presi
dent had to make a decision. 

The President consulted with Mem
bers of Congress and then made a deci
sion. That President was not a Presi
dent of my party, George Bush, but he 
made the right decision. But under this 
legislation that could not have been 
done. I think we would make a great 
mistake if we tied the hands of our 
military in this manner. I think the 
po in ts made by Admiral Jeremiah are 
in order. I think it is micro
management and it would make it 
very, very difficult. 

I mentioned this earlier. When our 
forces were in North Africa we had 
them then under-and let us say it was 
United Nations, and they would des
ignate the counterpart of the then-cur
rent General Montgomery. 

I do not think we should have to 
come back to Congress and say is it OK 
for General Montgomery to lead our 
Armed Forces there. · 

I think this is not good legislation. I 
think it is micromanaging. I think we 
are better off not going down this road. 
So I respectfully, at least in part, dis
agree with my distinguished colleague 
from Hawaii. 

Madam President, I yield the floor, 
and if no one seeks the floor, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. NICKLES. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Mr. NICKLES. Madam President, I 
would like to respond to my good 
friend, Senator SIMON from Illinois, as 
to some of the comments that were 
made concerning the amendment that I 
have offered on behalf of myself, Sen
ator COCHRAN and, I think, ten other 
Senators. 

The letter that the Senator from Illi
nois was quoting, which was written by 
the acting Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff, raised several concerns 
which I believe we have addressed in 
our amendment. The Joint Chiefs of 
Staff was working off an old, outdated 
version of the amendment. 

We modified our amendment. Actu
ally, we were working and addressed 
those concerns which were raised. I tell 
my friend and colleague from Illinois, 
that on Friday the chairman of the De
fense Appropriations Subcommittee 
raised some of those same issues-such 
as Korea and NATO-and because we 
did not want, in our amendment, to un
duly hamper or hinder any of our alli
ances that have proven to be quite suc
cessful and quite effective. 

The entire purpose of the amendment 
was to try to restrict and make sure 
that we did not have United States 
combat forces under a U.N. operational 
control under a foreign commander 
without Congress having any say so, 
but not to undo or undermine NATO, 
not to undo or undermine Korea or any 
of the successful alliances that we have 
had. 

So I will tell my friend and col
league, we have addressed both those 
issues. We put in our amendment lan
guage and it says: 

* * * any part of any prospective standing 
U.N. international armed force. 

I say that to my colleague because 
there are considerations made by this 
administration, and certainly by the 
Secretary General of the United Na
tions, that we would like to have a 
standing U.N. international armed 
force to be able to put out fires, as we 
might say, across the world. I am con
cerned about having a standing inter
national armed force. So that is part of 
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my amendment, to prohibit U.S. com
bat troops from participating in such a 
force. 

I will also say, concerning other 
statements that were made, we put in 
language to make sure there would be 
no ambiguities concerning NATO, to 
make sure there is no confusion or 
question concerning Korea. Also, I 
might mention, I have heard some peo
ple say, "Well, what about micro
management," and so on? 

I think we have given the President 
some flexibility. If the President be
lieves that we have a situation where 
our forces should be serving under U.N. 
command, under the command of a for
eign officer, he can say so. He can 
make the request. He can say national 
security interests justify such a waiv
er, and continue operating. He would 
have to get congressional approval in 
30 days. 

If his request were legitimate, or her 
request were legitimate-whatever the 
case may be-I am sure that would be 
granted. The President would also have 
the right to make an emergency dec
laration, again if he or she felt like 
that was the proper thing to do. 

So we tried not to tie the President's 
hands but maybe even to strengthen 
the President's hands by reaffirming 
the President's constitutional role, and 
that is as Commander in Chief, and not 
to delegate that to the Secretary Gen
eral of the United Nations. So that is 
the purpose of our amendment. 

Again, I will just say I have a note 
from the Joint Chiefs of Staff Office of 
the Chairman, legal counsel. It says 
the concerns they addressed were con
tained in proposed legislation that has 
since been modified. I have that to 
share with the Senator, if he would 
like that for his information. 

Also, I might mention, I know the 
Senator from Illinois raised the ques
tion: What about World War I where we 
did have U.S. forces under foreign com
mand? That was not a U.N. operation. 
In World War II, it was not a U.N. oper
ation, and the supreme commander was 
an American citizen. But in neither 
case would they apply because they 
were not U .N. operations. 

Mr. SIMON. If my colleague will 
yield. 

Mr. NICKLES. I will be happy to 
yield. 

Mr. SIMON. We are in a very dif
ferent situation from World War II. But 
in World War II, we would know if this 
were the situation. We would be under 
the United Nations and a General 
Montgomery who commanded in North 
Africa British forces as well as Amer
ican forces. Under your legislation, as I 
read it, it would take a special act of 
Congress--

Mr. NICKLES. If the Senator will 
yield, that is incorrect, because if you 
look on page 3 where it says U.N. oper
ation or tactical control, look down to 
line 23. It says: 

* * * the power of command usually given 
to the leader of a military force. such as the 
authority to coordinate and direct mission
related activities of the units comprising 
such force . 

Clearly, in World War II, we had Gen
eral Eisenhower as the supreme com
mander, and you are talking about the 
supreme commander; you are talking 
about General Schwarzkopf in the Per
sian Gulf. It would not have impacted 
or reduced our ability to conduct the 
operation in the Persian Gulf. It would 
not have limited or hindered the abil
ity to conduct operations in World War 
II or in Korea. 

Mr. SIMON. I suggest, first of all, 
when you say the leader of a military 
force, there is no question General 
Montgomery was a leader of a military 
force. He clearly was in command. The 
overall commander was General Eisen
hower, but clearly General Montgom
ery was in charge of American troops 
in North Africa. 

Mr. NICKLES. If the Senator will 
yield further, Senator WARNER raised 
the same question, and the point that I 
have made and I believe is very clear in 
our language, it says "* * * the power 
of command usually given to the lead
er." We are talking about the supreme 
leader or commander of the force . 
Granted, both in World War II and in 
the Persian Gulf, we had leaders of 
units and divisions and so on of other 
countrie&-that is appropriate-where 
you had the United States as the su
preme commander. Again, let me re
peat, World War II was not a U.N. func
tion. The Persian Gulf did have a U.N. 
resolution, but it did have a U.S. com
mander in operational control. 

Mr. SIMON. Let me also suggest that 
in the Somali situation, let us say that 
the United Nations and the United 
States, after consultation, felt that 
under United Nations auspices the best 
person to lead the Somali situation 
would have been an Italian general be
cause of Italy's background there. We 
were not in session. We would not have 
been in session until January when we 
came in just for a day or two when we 
were sworn in, and then we did not 
come back in until the end of January. 
The President could not do that under 
your resolution. 

I think we have to give the President 
of the United States flexibility. Bill 
Clinton is not always going to be Presi
dent of the United States. But whether 
it is Bill Clinton or George Bush or 
whoever it is, I think we have to give 
the President of the United States 
some flexibility in these situations. 

Second, I say to my friend from Okla
homa, we have to assume that if we are 
going to do this, other nations are 
going to take the same attitude, and 
that makes it almost impossible for 
the United Nations to have any kind of 
a military operation. They will not 
want to come under an American com
mander. Right now we have 'n nations 

in Somalia. We cannot have 27 military 
commanders in Somalia. 

Mr. McCAIN. On Somalia, if the Sen
ator will read my amendment, it deals 
with combat troops. We exempt those 
troops that are engaged in medical, lo
gistic&-! might mention the majority 
of our troops in Somalia are in logis
tic&-comm unica tions, humanitarian, 
training, temporary observer, or liai
son activities. So our amendment is de
fined to say we want to reserve putting 
U.S. combat forces under U.N. control , 
under a foreign commander unless au
thorized by Congress. 

Take the example the Senator from 
Illinois raised concerning Somalia. We 
had 20,000-some troops. They were 
under U.S. command. When that com
mand force was reduced from 20,000-
some to 4,000, all logistics, et cetera, 
were under U.N. command, but the 
United States kept control and com
mand of our combat forces. 

So this amendment by myself and 
Senator COCHRAN and others would not 
have stopped at Somalia. Because actu
ally technically the U.S. combat forces 
were always under U.S. command. 

I might also mention, the President 
of the United States, when he sent in 
several thousand additional U.S. com
bat troops, clearly emphasized that 
they would be under U.S. control. 

Mr. SIMON. If my colleague will 
yield, I do not want to carry this on in
definitely, and I have great respect for 
the Senator's motivation. 

The second part of the resolution on 
page 2, when we are talking about a 
U.N. force, there I think Congress has 
not examined that issue and the Sen
ator is properly looking at that. 

But as to the Somalia situation, let 
me assure the Senator, as one who has 
consulted and who was involved in the 
meeting in the White House when the 
decision was made to go ahead, we were 
prepared for combat. We did not know 
what kind of a reception we were going 
to get when we went into Somalia. If at 
that point the President of the United 
States had felt it was prudent because 
of the background of Somalia to have 
an Italian leader, that would have been 
impossible under the resolution. It 
would have been impossible except for 
the President having a 30-day waiver, 
and then he would have had to call a 
special session of Congress and we 
would have had to debate this thing. 

There is no question this takes away 
serious management responsibilities 
from the President of the United 
States. Sometimes we have to do that. 
But I think in general we ought to be 
very cautious in doing that. 

So I am going to, with all due respect 
to my colleague from Oklahoma, be 
voting against his amendment when it 
comes up. 

Mr. NICKLES. I appreciate the com
ments of the Senator. 

I just wanted to make sure we had 
some clarification because I had heard 
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statements that this would mess up 
NATO. It will not. I had heard some 
statements this might undermine 
Korea, some of the existing alliances, 
and clearly that is not the case. 

Plus I might just mention to my col
league we have never had a President, 
to my knowledge, who has sought to 
delegate his authority to the United 
Nations. That is a concern of mine. 

I do not know if my friend from Illi
nois heard many of the quotes that I 
read earlier today from both the Presi
dent and the U.N. representative, Mad
eleine Albright, talking about in
creased role and function of U.N. peace
keeping activities which went well be
yond peacekeeping but into peace
making and peace enforcing. 

Also, I might tell my colleague, I do 
not know if he heard this but the num
ber and the size of peacekeeping forces 
in the United Nations in the last 3 
years has grown from 10,000 to 80,000. 
This is an astronomical increase in the 
number of troops. Also, I inform my 
colleagues that in peacekeeping oper
ations in the first 40 years of the 
United Nations, we had 13 peacekeep
ing operations. In the last 8 years of 
the United Nations, we have had 14 
peacekeeping operations. 

So the role of peacekeeping has 
grown dramatically. And now we have 
a Secretary General of the United Na
tions who would like to see that role 
expanded dramatically, including a 
standing U.N. international armed 
force. I have serious reservations about 
that. Congress has not approved that. 
We are talking about not with a mis
sion defined for a specific region or a 
specific country. We are talking about 
a blank check mission with an inter
national army looking for the next fire 
to put out. 

When you consider some of the con
flicts that are ongoing-and many are 
very seriou&-some are enormously 
dangerous. I am thinking of some of 
the Soviet Republic&-in Georgia, 
where all of us know individuals who 
are engaged in that civil war, unfortu
nately; the potential in Russia; the po
tential in Kazakhstan and some of the 
other Republics, not to mention in 
Yugoslavia where this administration 
has been talking about committing 
25,000 troops. 

This is significant. My amendment 
would allow that if it is done under 
NATO control, but if it is done under 
United Nations control, this amend
ment would apply. And yes, it might 
entail some encumbrance on the Presi
dent, but I would think the President 
as Commander in Chief would not want 
to be assigning that kind of respon
sibility over to the Secretary General. 

I might mention, just thinking out 
loud on Bosnia, when some actions 
were contemplated in Bosnia, we had 
the United Nations Secretary General 
basically making decisions about, or 
saying that he would make the final 

decisions on where the air strikes 
would hit and what kind of response . 

That again concerns this Senator. I 
think we have to be very careful before 
we delegate U.S. combat, warmaking 
authority to the United Nations or to 
the U .N. Secretary General. I think 
that is the purpose of this amendment. 

So this amendment says the Presi
dent can do whatever he wants in the 
international peacekeeping force . But 
if you are talking about combat, if you 
are talking about combat under U.N. 
auspices, under foreign control, the 
President is going to have to give au
thority. We do not want to give a blank 
check to an international army; we do 
not want to give a blank check to the 
U.N. Secretary General to commit U.S. 
combat troops, men and women, with
out the President either taking control 
of the situation and asserting his au
thority or likewise if he wishes and he 
deems it in the national interest to put 
those troops under foreign command 
under U.N . auspices or operation and 
control, then he would have to get con
gressional authorization within 20 
days. 

I thank my friend. 
Mr. SIMON. The issue the Senator 

brings up of how we shape the United 
Nations in terms of how it provides 
some stability in the world I think is a 
very important issue . I have had some 
discussions about this with the Sen
ator's senior colleague from Oklahoma, 
Mr. BOREN, and with a few of my other 
colleagues. I do not find the 80,000 U .N. 
troops an astronomical number when 
you think we have 2 million in our 
Armed Forces alone. But the great 
threat in the world for the coming dec
ades is instability, and the United Na
tions is going to have to be part of giv
ing us some stability. What our role 
should be there I think is something 
that we have to look at very carefully . 

While I will vote against the amend
ment of my colleague from Oklahoma, 
I think Senator NICKLES has made a 
contribution in helping us to focus on 
where we are going in the future be
cause we really do not know. And that 
point, the second point in the amend
ment on page 2 is one we do have to ex
amine. I agree with him completely on 
that, even though I oppose his amend
ment. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. NICKLES. Madam President, I 

would like to insert in the RECORD a 
memorandum submitted by the legal 
counsel for office of the Chairman, 
Joint Chiefs, which basically says their 
letter, which Senator SIMON had re
ferred to earlier, addresses earlier leg
islation. 

I think the legislation that we have 
introduced today solves most of the 
concerns that were raised by that pre
vious letter. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
that letter printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE CHAIRMAN. 
THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF. 
Washington, DC. October 14 , 1993. 

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 

The Acting Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff wrote to two Senators about the pro
posed Cochran-Nickles Amendment to the 
FY 1994 Department of Defense Appropria
tions Bill, H.R . 3116, earlier today . That let
ter addressed concerns contained in the only 
proposed legislation we had ~eceived as of 
the time the letter was signed this morning. 
The proposed legislation followed a ··near 
Colleague" letter signed by Senators Coch
ran and Nickles on October 8. 1993. 

JAMES P . TERRY. 
Colonel , USMC, Legal Counsel . 

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, on 
behalf of Senator FEINSTEIN, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senator's 
relevant amendment be deleted from 
the list of amendments in order. 

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

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll . 

The assistant legislative clerk pro
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. NICKLES. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

ORDER OF PROCEDURE 
Mr. NICKLES. Madam President, I 

ask unanimous consent to proceed as if 
in morning business for 5 minutes. 

The PE,ESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Oklahoma is recog
nized. 

Mr. NICKLES. I thank the Chair. 
(The remarks of Mr. NICKLES pertain

ing to the submission of Senate Resolu
tion 152 are located in today's RECORD 
under "Submission of Concurrent and 
Senate Resolutions.") 

Mr. NICKLES. Madam President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll . 

The assistant legislative clerk pro
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BREAUX. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Mr. BREAUX. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the pend
ing amendment be set-aside for the 
purpose of offering an amendment. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1056 

Mr. BREAUX. Madam President, I 
send an amendment to the desk and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BREAUX] 
proposes an amendment numbered 1056. 

Mr. BREAUX. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that reading of 
the amendment be dispensed with. 

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

The amendment is as follows: 
At the appropriate place in the bill, insert 

the following new section: 
SEC. . Notwithstanding any other provi

sion of the law, the Secretary of the Navy 
shall obligate the funds appropriated for fis
cal years 1992 and 1993 for the USH-42 Mis
sion Recorder program within the A~ air
craft program: Provided, That the Secretary 
of the Navy verifies that a mission recorder 
is required in the future for Navy attack air
craft for peacetime training and bomb dam
age assessment in combat: 

Provided further , That the Secretary shall 
make this verification within 60 days of this 
act becoming law: Provided further, That the 
Secretary shall obligate such funds within 60 
days of this verification that a mission re
corder is required in Navy attack aircraft for 
peacetime training and bomb damage assess
ment in combat. 

Mr. BREAUX. Madam President, I 
have discussed this amendment with 
both the chairman of the subcommit
tee and the ranking Republican Mem
ber of the subcommittee . In essence, 
what this amendment does is simply 
say that the Secretary of the Navy 
shall obligate the funds already au
thorized and appropriated in fiscal 
years 1992 and 1993 for the USH-42 mis
sion recorder program within the A-6 
aircraft program, and that it be carried 
out. 

The legislation that I am offering is 
simply an amendment that says that 
the Navy shall verify that this mission 
recorder is required in the future for 
Navy attack aircraft for peacetime 
training and bomb damage assessment 
in combat, and that the secretary shall 
make this verification within 60 days, 
and the secretary shall then obligate 
the funds within 60 days of his verifica
tion that such a mission recorder is re
quired. 

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, I 
have had the occasion to study this 
amendment, and I find no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
further debate? 

The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment (No. 1056) was agreed 
to . 

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, I 
move to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. BREAUX. I move to lay that mo
tion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll . 

The assistant legislative clerk pro
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, I 
rise to make an observation. 

We have been on this bill since 10:30 
this morning, 61/2 hours ago. During the 
past 61/2 hours we have adopted three 
amendments. 

The current continuing resolution 
expires at midnight on Thursday, this 
Thursday. Assuming that we work day 
and night, without time off to sleep or 
to dine, there are 79 hours remaining. 

Madam President, we have before us 
a list of amendments which we have de
clared to be in order. There are 52 
amendments which will have to be re
solved in 79 hours nonstop. They rep
resent a variety of issues, but many of 
them are listed only as relevant, what
ever that means. There are 22 of those 
relevant amendments. 

So, if I may, Madam President, re
spectfully call upon my colleagues to 
come forward to present their amend
ments, otherwise, I will have no choice 
but to recommend to the leadership 
that we stay in session all hight, if 
such is necessary. because a few hours 
ago the Speaker of the House, Mr. 
FOLEY, and the chairman of the Appro
priations Committee in the House, is
sued a joint statement advising the 
Congress and the Senate, in particular, 
that there will be no extension of the 
continuing resolution and if this mat
ter is not resolved by Thursday mid
night, and by that I mean passing the 
measure, going into conference, com
ing forth with a conference report, and 
having a conference report adopted and 
signed by the President by midnight 
Thursday, the Defense Department will 
come to a screeching halt. I suppose 
there are some who will applaud this, 
to put a stop to the Defense Depart
ment. 

But I would hope that Senators 
would take this responsibility seri
ously, come forward, present their 
amendments because if we are to con
tinue as we have in the past 61/2 hours 
we have problems ahead of us. 

Madam President, I suggest the ab
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
MOSELEY-BRAUN). The clerk will call 
the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MOYNIHAN. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Mr. MOYNIHAN. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the pend
ing amendment be laid aside. 

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

AMENDMENT NO. 1057 

(Purpose: To require the publication of the 
figure for total intelligence spending.) 

Mr. MOYNIHAN. Madam President, I 
rise for a purpose which has formed in 
my mind for some years now, concern
ing the secrecy of the Nation's intel
ligence budget. This is a very large 
budget. It is at once a secret to the 
American people and a matter of com
monplace knowledge to persons who 
read periodicals in this field . They need 
not be very exotic periodicals. 

Just the other day on the floor our 
distinguished senior Senator from Ar
kansas proposed cutting the budget by 
$400 million. His effort was tabled, but 
in the course of it, with his wonder
fully animated advocacy, he used a 
table which listed the total defense 
budgets of a number of NATO countries 
in descending order of size, and the re
ported intelligence budget of the 
United States, we find, is larger than 
the defense budgets of half of our 
NATO allies. 

This has come about largely because 
this budget is, and remains, secret. 
During the 1980's just the force of budg
etary constraints required that the 
military defense buildup that began 
under President Carter and accelerated 
somewhat under President Reagan had 
to halt by mid-decade and then begin 
to decline. It has been declining ever 
since. That is the defense budget, an 
open budget. Not all the activities are 
open but the aggregate number is well 
known and is debated on this floor. In
deed. Is this moment being debated on 
this floor. However, not only was the 
intelligence budget rising in the begin
ning of the last decade and the decade 
before, but it never turned down. It 
contained to rise and to rise. 

Indeed, on April 15 this year, a not 
insignificant date, we learned in the 
New York Times-because these things 
are published-that the administration 
had proposed a secret increase in the 
secret budget of a very large amount of 
money. As chairman of the Finance 
Committee, responsible for the larger 
portion of the budget reconciliation 
bill, I found myself taking money away 
from research hospitals in New York 
and Chicago in order to pass them on 
to some secret, undefined and inacces
sible mission of the intelligence com
munity. 

Any Member of the body can learn 
anything they like about it by simply 
meeting in our special room for this 
purpose. But once you are given the in
formation you are sworn to keep it se
cret. And half the time you will not 
know whether you learned it in that 
secret room in the Hart Building-I 
hope that is not a secret. I am sure it 
is not--or whether you learned it in 
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this morning's edition of the Chicago 
Tribune. This can cause cognitive dis
sonance. You open your mouth to say 
something, and silence emerges for fear 
of breaking your oath. 

I have framed this amendment with 
reference to article I, section 9, clause 
7, of the Constitution, which states 
that: 

No money shall be drawn from the Treas
ury, but in Consequence of Appropriations 
made by Law; and a regular Statement and 
Account of the Receipts and Expenditures of 
all public Money shall be published from 
time to time. 

I have simply suggested that during 
the cold war the United States did not 
provide the American people a regular 
statement and account of the expendi
tures for intelligence activities. 

That this should continue prevents 
the polity from participating in an in
formed democratic decision concerning 
an appropriate level for such expendi
tures. The amendment simply provides 
that there be a separate, unclassified 
statement of the aggregate amount of 
budget outlays for the prior fiscal year 
for national and tactical intelligence 
activities. This figure shall include, 
without limitation, outlays for activi
ties carried out under the Department 
of Defense budget to collect, analyze, 
produce, disseminate, or support the 
collection of intelligence. 

Madam President, I send this amend
ment to the desk and ask for its imme
diate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from New York [Mr. MOY

NIHAN] proposes an amendment numbered 
1057. 

Mr. MOYNIHAN. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the read
ing of the amendment be dispensed 

· with. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

' objection, it is so ordered. 
The amendment is as follows: 
At the appropriate place in the bill, insert 

the following new section: 
SEC. • PUBLICATION OF FIGURE FOR TOTAL IN

TELLIGENCE SPENDING. 
(a) FINDINGS.-The Congress finds that-
(1) Article I, section 9, clause 7 of the 

United States Constitution states that "No 
Money shall be drawn from the Treasury, but 
in Consequence of Appropriations made by 
Law; and a regular Statement and Account 
of the Receipts and Expenditures of all pub
lic Money shall be published from time to 
time." 

(2) During the Cold War the United States 
did not provide to the American people a 
"regular Statement and Account of the* * * 
Expenditures'' for Intelligence activities. 

(3) The failure to provide to the American 
people a statement of the total amount of 
expenditures on intelligence activities pre
vents them from participating in an in
formed, democratic decision concerning the 
appropriate level for such expenditures. 

(b) PuBLICATION OF FIGURE FOR TOTAL IN
TELLIGENCE SPENDING.-Section 1105(a) of 
title 31 of the United States Code is amended 
to add at the end thereof-"(27) a separate, 

unclassified statement of the aggregate 
amount of budget outlays for the prior fiscal 
year for national and tactical intelligence 
activities. This figure shall include, without 
limitation, outlays for activities carried out 
under the Department of Defense budget to 
collect, analyze, produce, disseminate or 
support the collection of intelligence." 

Mr. MOYNIHAN. Madam President, 
in the matter of the statement and ac
count clause, I wish to acknowledge 
that from the beginning of the Repub
lic, there have been secret accounts 
and they have not been made public at 
any time. During the Revolution, 
George Washington paid for much in
telligence out of his own pocket. After
wards, he presented a bill for reim
bursement of some $17,617. No small 
sum. 

During the Revolution, under the Ar
ticles of Confederation, the Continen
tal Congress had established a Commit
tee of Secret Correspondence to cor
respond with our friends in Great Brit
ain, Ireland and other parts of the 
world. Congress provided funds for espi
onage activities and confidential ex
changes. 

The provision in the Constitution 
rose in the final week of the conven
tion at Philadelphia. It was a matter of 
some concern just how much to dis
close and how often. Under the Articles 
of Confederation, accounts had to be 
settled every 6 months. In the absence 
of any but a very rudimentary Postal 
Service and no fax machines whatever, 
they ended up not being settled at all. 

Madison, with that wonderful clarity 
that comes from knowledge of the real 
world, said that to require too much 
would mean that "the difficulty will 
beget a habit of doing nothing." But 
they settled on an accounting from 
time to time. In actual practice, once a 
year. They knew how important this 
was. They knew that it was a char
acteristic of tyrannical governments to 
have resources in the executive of 
which the legislature was not privy. of 
which the people did not know. and 
which had consequences for the nation. 

We wished a very different society, 
which was not to say we did not recog
nize the need for secrecy in certain cir
cumstances. The need for espionage, 
the threat of espionage were real 
things. They were just as real in the 
18th century as they are today. 

But some measure of scrutiny is in 
order. Part of the problem, Madam 
President, is that you can get into a 
world in which fantasies and fears 
abound because facts are not known. 

Some years ago, in the 1950's, Edward 
A. Shils of the University of Chicago 
wrote his classic book, "The Torment 
of Secrecy." He spoke about the fear of 
the Freemasons, who laid the founda
tion, the cornerstone of our Capitol
and to this day we cannot find it. 

I ask, Madam President, why? There 
will be days when people will ask, 
where did the Freemasons take that 
cornerstone? Are they keeping it? 

Fears of conspiracy. If you would take 
a moment, as I am sure you have done, 
to look at the Washington Monument, 
you will find that about one-quarter of 
the way up, the stone changes color. 
And for good reason. 

The monument was being built by 
the Washington Monument Associa
tion, a private group with States, for
eign nations, and individuals giving 
gifts. In the 1850's, the Pope gave a gift 
of a block of marble. The word went 
out that the installation of the Pope's 
block of marble-inside as you walk up, 
you see these inscriptions-would be 
the signal for the Papist uprising. 

One night, a group of "patriotic" 
citizens, who understood the secrets, 
burst into the offices of the Washing
ton Monument Association, voted out 
the officers, voted in themselves. The 
Pope's block of marble is somewhere on 
the bottom of the Potomac River to 
this day. It should be looked for, actu
ally. It may be the cornerstone of the 
Capitol will be found, too. 

There was much scandal. Construc
tion ceased. And, finally, as the centen
nial of the Republic came about, Con
gress said we better get this thing 
done. And in the 1880's, moneys were 
appropriated and the monument was 
built. The stone, as you can see, was a 
different color, but the Papist revolu
tionary conspiracy had been thwarted. 

But others followed. Edward Shils 
wrote: 

The exfoliation and intertwinement of the 
various patterns of belief that the world is 
dominated by unseen circles of conspirators, 
operating behind our backs, is one of the 
characteristic features of modern society. It 
is radical in its fundamental distrust of the 
dominant institutions and authorities of 
modern society. 

The instruments of evil come and go. 
It can be the British foreign office, the 
Kremlin, or the Freemasons. We ought 
not to encourage it by embedding the 
torment of secrecy in our own Govern
ment. 

The Senator from Arkansas spoke so 
well to this point the other evening. 
This is an argument you could not 
have made while the cold war raged, 
but that is over, Madam President. Can 
we not see that? Indeed, one of the 
things that you have to be concerned 
about is-and I will use the word-the 
absolute failure of this enormous intel
ligence apparatus to foresee the col
lapse of the Soviet Union and the end 
of the cold war. It is as if it had an in
stitutional interest in not doing so. 
Any effort to say that the Soviet Union 
was not working, that beliefs had died, 
that the totalitarian structure was 
going to be succeeded by ethnic asser
tions, got nowhere. Received no re
sponse. 

If I may explore this for just one mo
ment. I was one of the observers to the 
START talks in Geneva. Just after the 
failure of SALT Il the judgment was 
made that if a number of Senators were 
to go to Geneva from time to time, sit 
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with the negotiators, learn what they 
were doing, what problems they had 
solved, then when and if a treaty were 
consummated, when it came to the 
Senate, there would be persons on ei
ther side of the aisle who would say: 
"We know how this got in and why 
that is," and hopefully, vouch for the 
product. I recall in the mid-1980's sit
ting in Geneva with Ambassador Max 
Kampelman, that most distinguished 
public servant, saying to the nego
tiators, "Gentlemen, when you have 
finished with the mind-numbing details 
of this treaty between the United 
States of America and the Union of So
viet Socialist Republics, what makes 
you think there will be a Union of So
viet Socialist Republics?" 

Well, they had thought of every con
ceivable contingency as it affected the 
national security, but the one thing 
that never occurred to them was that. 
Such was the nature of the intel
ligence. 

And when the START treaty came to 
the Senate Committee on Foreign Re
lations, I said to our negotiators at a 
June 1992 hearing, "This is a treaty be
tween the United States of America 
and the Union of Soviet Socialist Re
publics, but there is no Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics. So who is this 
treaty with?" And I was promptly as
sured, "Oh, it is with four other coun
tries." I asked, "How do we know 
that?" "We exchanged letters in Lis
bon." 

Indeed, we did, and that all is very 
well. But we did not get much value 
out of the intelligence product in that 
regard, did we? 

As a matter of fact, Madam Presi
dent, no one has spoken more plainly 
to this matter than Adm. Stansfield 
Turner, who was Director of Central 
Intelligence under President Carter. In 
an article titled "Intelligence for a 
New World Order" in the fall 1991 issue 
of foreign Affairs, Admiral Turner 
spoke as a man who has lived with a 
code of honor in the military. Rocks 
and shoals: If your ship goes aground, 
you are accountable before a court
martial. He said: "We should not gloss 
over the enormity of this failure to 
forecast the magnitude of the Soviet 
crisis." He went on to say that-

We know now that there were many Soviet 
academics, economists, and political thi:t;ik
ers, other than those officially presented to 
us by the Soviet Government, who under
stood long before 1980 that the Soviet eco
nomic system was broken and it was only a 
matter of time before someone had to try to 
repair it, as had Khrushchev. Yet I never 
heard a suggestion from the CIA, or the in
telligence arms of the Departments of De
fense or State, that numerous Soviets recog
nized a growing, systemic economic problem. 

Never heard a suggestion. He said: 
Today, we hear some revisionist rumblings 

that the CIA did in fact see the Soviet col
lapse emerging after all. If some individual 
CIA analysts were more prescient that the 
corporate view, their ideas were filtered out 

in the bureaucratic process; and it is the cor
porate view that counts because that is what 
reaches the President and his advisers. On 
this one, the corporate view missed by a 
mile. 

Why were so many of us insensitive to the 
inevitable? 

Madam President, I will give you one 
thought. Secrecy is a disease. It causes 
hardening of arteries of the mind. A se
crecy system can never correct itself. I 
do not want to make too much of it, 
but in 1986, Madam President, the 
Central Intelligence Agency estimated 
that the per capita gross domestic 
product in East Germany was higher 
than in West Germany. 

Now, any taxi drive in Berlin could 
have told you that is not so. But our 
computers told us differently. It is co
herent, but it is mad. And, as Admiral 
Turner said, the corporate view missed 
the reality ' entirely. 

Madam President secrecy can be a 
way of life. In an editorial of Septem
ber 19, 1993 the New York Times put it 
so very well: 

Secrecy is not just a way of life of spy 
agencies; it is a state religion. 

I ask unanimous consent that the en
tire editorial be printed in the RECORD 
at the conclusion of my remarks. 

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

(See exhibit 1). 
Mr. MOYNIHAN. Madam President, 

we do n.ot want that to happen to us. I 
can remember some of the early discus
sions in the 1960's with MIT professors 
with whom I had some acquaintance. 
Jack Ruina, for instance, who had been 
head of Defense Advance Research 
Projects Agency the Department of De
fense agency under President Kennedy, 
said they had been going over to the 
Soviet Union, and they could see .that 
the place was not working. And then 
they found out something that only 
highly trained physicists and engineers 
would know. 

They would say, one of their prob
lems is that they do not know who 
their best people are. If anybody gets a 
good, young physicist inside Russia, 
they lock him in a room and they do 
not let anybody find out about him in 
Moscow or Omsk or Tomsk. And so 
they do not bring their best together, 
as we do in a free-flowing system where 
people publish immediately and word 
gets around. You know about some 
young person down in Springfield of 
whom it is said, "They ought to be at 
the Argonne laboratories. Let's look 
him or her up." Openness of informa
tion is what makes for great and effec
tive science. 

In 1970, the President established a 
task force headed by Fredrick Seitz, 
the then president of Rockefeller Uni
versity, on this whole subject. In its re
port it reached the following conclu
sion: 

The task force noted that more might be 
gained than lost if our Nation were to 

adoptr-unilaterally, if necessary-a policy of 
complete openness in all areas of informa
tion. 

These were great scientists, the peo
ple who built the machines, built the 
weapons. They said: The way you work 
is publish everything. We will move so 
quickly ahead if we open up the system 
that it is to our advantage to do so. We 
did not. The cold war was too hot at 
that time, you might say. But that is 
what the scientists said. 

There are two advantages to a policy 
of complete openness. 

One, is that new ideas move quick
ly-where they are needed. But, two, 
mistakes get corrected. Mistakes get 
corrected. 

We are living in a situation of pro
tracted budgetary crisis in this Nation. 
We recently went through the torment 
of the budget reconciliation measure. 
We will go through it next year. We 
will try to find resources for this or 
that and find we cannot scrape them up 
anymore. 

In no small measure, Madam Presi
dent, that came about by the failure of 
our intelligence community-honor
able failure, but structural, inevitable 
failure-to tell the succeeding Presi
dents of the United States that we 
were not facing an enemy of ever-grow
ing strength, but, rather, we had to ask 
the question, what do we do if the place 
falls apart? Had that scenario, that 
possibility, made its way into the Oval 
Office, we would be a different Nation 
today. I find disappointing this admin
istration's continuing in the pattern 
that proved so damaging to its prede
cessors, Madam President. There is 

· nothing we can do about it except to 
continue to point it out in good faith 
and try to make the case. I doubt very 
much that anything I have said will be 
heard in the administration. They have 
already opted for secrecy. It is a great 
thrill to know something that says Top 
Secret. No; I am sorry, Madam Presi
dent. It is no thrill to know something 
called Top Secret. As a matter of fact, 
I might conclude on this note, because 
it tells you where we are as a nation. 

I am sure that my distinguished 
friend, the senior Senator from Hawaii 
knows this, because he knows all of 
these issues so very well. We put out an 
annual report on the number of secrets 
created each year. It is produced by an 
organization in the General Services 
Administration, called the Information 
Security Oversight Office. It will tell 
you that last year we created 6,349,532 
secrets. But the secret, sir, is that 
those are not the real secrets. They 
only go up to Top Secret. The real se
crets have classifications much higher 
than Top Secret, but those classifica
tions are secret so we cannot talk 
about them. 

The secrecy world is a wonderland, a 
world of mirrors in which what you 
think to be the truth is reflected back 
at you and you can be profoundly mis
led. 
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Mr. INOUYE. If the Senator will 

yield. 
Mr. MOYNilIAN. I am happy to yield. 
Mr. INOUYE. I realize my distin

guished friend from New York intends 
to withdraw this amendment. But 
when he does, and I hope he will, intro
duce this as a bill, I want to be his co
sponsor. 

Mr. MOYNilIAN. That is extraor
dinary. Madam President, that is ex
traordinary. That is the best news we 
have had in a decade. 

Mr. INOUYE. Because I find it ex
tremely difficult for anyone to argue 
against telling the people of the United 
States how much we intend to spend in 
the aggregate for intelligence purposes. 
We are not saying, so much for sat
ellites, so much for spies, and so much 
for black bags. We are saying, so much 
for the whole package. I think the tax
payers of the United States are enti
tled to know how much of their tax 
dollars are going toward that end. 

So when the bill is introduced-and I 
hope we will come forth with a major 
debate on this--! want to be there to 
join the Senator from New York. 

Mr. MOYNilIAN. I thank the Sen
ator. 

EXlllBIT 1 

[From the New York Times, Sept. 19, 1993) 
THE SECRET WAR OVER SECRECY 

The Central Intelligence Agency, it is said, 
has decided to release edited versions of se
cret documents about major covert oper
ations from 1950 to 1963. Thus much more 
may be learned about the 1953 coup that re
enthroned the Shah of Iran, the 1954 over
throw of an elected leftist president in Gua
temala and Bay of Pigs debacle in 1961. 

But it speaks volumes about old habits of 
secrecy and the timidity of reformers that 
this policy of openness was heralded . by 
unnamed sources who spoke· on condition of 
anonymity. The backstage struggle over se
crecy is not over. And that's because the 
main reason for secrecy is less to protect 
U.S. security than to preserve the tattered 
myth of omnicompetent clandestine serv
ices. 

It will be past time if the C.I.A. truly de
livers. Also promised are secret estimates of 
Soviet strength from 1950 to 1983, and open 
publication of "Studies in Intelligence," the 
agency's in-house journal. But the proof will 
be in performance; skeptics remember that 
in 1991 the agency with much ado formed an 
"Openness Task Force"-whose report was 
promptly classified. 

Secrecy is not just a way of life at spy 
agencies; it is a state religion. The National 
Archives is steward to 325 million classified 
documents, including still-secret files dating 
to World War I. When documents are declas
sified, key passages are often blacked out, on 
the pretext of protecting sources and meth
ods. But keepers of these secrets are equally 
protective of evidence of gross misjudgments 
and abuse of power. 

No doubt many lurid tales about the C.I.A. 
are unfounded, and many of the agency's 
successes are unsung. But that is the price 
all intelligence agencies pay for secrecy and 
lack of accountability. During the cold war, 
many Americans were willing to give their 
spy services the benefit of the doubt. But as 
the Soviet empire fell, so did the old jus
tification for maintaining a huge secret bu
reaucracy in an otherwise open society. 

There are good signs. R. James Woolsey, 
the new Director of Central Intelligence, 
seems to understand the need for opening 
windows at Langley. Anthony Lake, the na
tional security adviser, has had firsthand ex
perience as an author in dealing with the 
sludge-slow Freedom of Information Act bu
reaucracy; his requests took years to proc
ess, and then he was denied documents for 
his book about the fall of the Somoza dicta
torship in Nicaragua. And President Clinton 
has ordered a review of all secrecy, to be . 
completed by Nov. 30. 

What bodes badly is that Mr. Clinton's 
task force is composed of the very agencies 
that create and protect secrets, notably the 
Pentagon, the C.I.A. and the State Depart
ment. 

"The intelligence community is the prob
lem," says Senator Daniel Patrick Moy
nihan, who should know, since he once 
chaired the intelligence oversight commit
tee. "Nothing personal, but they live off se
crecy. Secrecy keeps the mistakes secret." 

Hence the fear that the task force may 
balk at en masse declassification of millions 
of ancient documents, and instead rec
ommend yet another review. Under existing 
rules, it will take 19 years for the National 
Archives just to review State Department 
records for the 1960's. It's up to Bill Clinton, 
that reinventor of government, to assure the 
removal of this incredible, outdated wall of 
paper between citizens and their supposed 
servants. 

Mr. MOYNilIAN. Madam President, 
on that hugely encouraging note from 
a gallant Senator, the senior Senator 
from Hawaii, I ask that I might with
draw the amendment. 

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

The amendment (No. 1057) was with
drawn. 

Mr. MOYNilIAN. I yield the floor. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1058 

(Purpose: To increase funding for the Nu
clear Non-proliferation Technology Initia
tive) 
Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, I 

send to the desk in behalf of the Sen
ator from Florida [Mr. MACK], an 
amendment and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Hawaii [Mr. INOUYE]. for 

Mr. MACK, proposes an amendment numbered 
1058. 

On page 45, line 15, before the period, add 
the following: "Provided further, That of the 
funds appropriated under this heading, 
$10,500,000 shall be available only for the 
ARPA Nuclear Nonproliferation Technology 
Initiative". 

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, I 
have had the opportunity to study this 
amendment. I find no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
further discussion? 

Mr. STEVENS. The amendment is 
agreeable. We ask for its adoption. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ' If there 
is no further debate on the amendment, 
the question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment (No. 1058) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, I 
move to reconsider the vote by which 
the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENS. I move to lay that 
motion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

AMENDMENT NO. 1054, AS MODIFIED 

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, in 
behalf of the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. BROWN], I send to the desk a modi
fication of his amendment relating -to 
cargo preference, and I ask for its im
mediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment (No. 1054) is so modified. 

The amendment (No. 1054), as modi
fied, is as follows: 

On page 157, between lines 9 and 10, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 8142. The Secretary of Defense shall 
submit to Congress an annual report con
taining information on the cost to the Unit
ed States of transporting supplies for the 
Army, Navy, Air Force, or Marine Corps by 
sea on United States-flag commercial vessels 
pursuant to the cargo preference laws of the 
United States, including the amount of the 
cost savings that could have been realized if 
such supplies had been transported at com
petitive international shipping rates avail
able from non-cargo-preference vessels, the 
subsidization of foreign-flag vessels, and the 
impact on the viability of the United States 
merchant marine if the cargo preference re
quirements were ended. The annual report 
shall cover a cargo preference year which 
shall be a 12-month period defined by the 
Secretary. 

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, this 
modified amendment has been cir
culated to all interested parties. There 
are no objections, so I ask for its im
mediate consideration and adoption. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
is no further discussion, the question is 
on agreeing to the amendment as modi
fied. 

The amendment (No. 1054), as modi
fied, was agreed to. 

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, I 
move to reconsider the vote by which 
the amendment as modified, was 
agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENS. I move to lay that 
motion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

Mr. INOUYE. I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. LEVIN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. LEVIN. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the pending 
amendment be laid aside so that I can 
send an amendment to the desk which 
I understand has been cleared by both 
sides. 

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

AMENDMENT NO. 1059 

(Purpose: To set aside funds for a Joint Sim
ulation Center for Warfighting Concepts 
and Doctrine Development and a Peace En
forcement Doctrine Development Center) 
Mr. LEVIN. Madam President, I send 

an amendment to the desk and ask for 
its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the amendment. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Michigan [Mr. LEVIN] 

proposes an amendment numbered 1059. 
Mr. LEVIN. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the reading of 
the amendment be dispensed with. 

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

The amendment is as follows: 
On page 45, line 15, before the period at the 

end, insert the following: ": Provided, further, 
That of the funds appropriated in this para
graph, $6,500,000 shall be available for the es
tablishment and operation of a Joint Sim
ulation Center for Warfighting Concepts and 
Doctrine Development: Provided, further, 
That of the funds appropriated in this para
graph, $5,000,000 shall be available for the es
tablishment of a Peace Enforcement Doc
trine Development Center". 

Mr. LEVIN. Madam President, the 
Senate-passed DOD authorization bill 
contained $6.5 million to establish the 
Joint Simulation Center for 
Warfighting Concepts and Doctrine De
velopment. This amendment would pro
vide appropriations for that authorized 
project. Two years ago the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff [JCS] determined that they 
needed a simulation center to help de
velop doctrine for joint warfighting op
erations among the services. After 
identifying this need in testimony, 
Congress directed the JCS to establish 
a simulation center to develop doctrine 
for joint operations. 

JCS spent last year developing the 
details for this center, developed a 
master plan this spring, and got Gen
eral Powell's authorization this sum
mer, after the time the President's 
budget was submitted to Congress. The 
Senate Armed Services Committee has 
taken the lead in authorizing this im
portant Powell initiative. 

The Senate-passed DOD authoriza
tion bill contained S5 billion to estab
lish a peace enforcement doctrine de
velopment center. This amendment 
would provide appropriations for that 
authorized project. 

Recen.t even ts in Somalia and else
where have poignantly underscored the 
need for the United States to develop 
and exercise command and control pro
cedures and doctrine for joint oper-

ations with military forces of other na
tions. These tools need to be developed 
and experimented with in advance, not 
tested on the ground where lives are on 
the line. 

The Armed Services Committee 
added $5 million to establish a center 
which could make use of the U.S. mili
tary's sophisticated simulation sys
tems for working out operating con
cepts and procedures for integrated 
multinational peacekeeping and peace 
enforcement missions. This would en
able U.S. military personnel to simu
late and test doctrine, operational con
cepts, procedures, and command and 
control arrangements in a laboratory 
in advance of any deployments. This 
work could be overseen by the com
mander in chief of the Atlantic Com
mand, who now has all responsibility 
for peacekeeping contingency plan
ning, although this amendment does 
not so designate. 

Madam President, this amendment 
would appropriate from available funds 
$61h million for the establishment and 
operation of the Joint Simulation Cen
ter for Warfighting Concepts and Doc
trine Development. That center is al
ready in operation, but there are no 
funds in the 1994 appropriations bill for 
it to continue. It was just begun July 1 
with the approval of the Chairman of 
the Joint Chiefs. 

In addition, this would provide $5 
million from available funds for the es
tablishment of a peace enforcement 
doctrine development center. This 
would be the place where we would try 
to come up with the doctrine for multi
national enforcement which we are 
having so much difficulty with in So
malia and other parts of the world. 

Madam President, I understand that 
the amendment has been cleared by 
both sides. Both of these funds have 
been authorized by the Armed Services 
Committee following substantial and 
significant hearings into the entire 
area of multinational peace enforce
ment. 

In fact, I think Congress will be get
ting into that issue a great deal. We 
have had significant hearings, and this 
is part of the outcome. The funds have 
been authorized. 

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, the 
managers are pleased to advise the 
Senate that we agree with the amend
ment and urge its adoption. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend
ment of the Senator from Michigan. 

The amendment (No. 1059) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. LEVIN. Madam President, I 
move to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. INOUYE. I move to lay that mo
tion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

·Mr. LEVIN. Madam President, I 
thank the managers of the bill. These 
are some important new concepts 

which we are moving into because of 
the changes in the world. They are dif
ficult for all of us, I think, to easily 
embrace or describe or to put into a 30-
second sound bite. I think it is very 
critical that we have both of these cen
ters created inside the Department of 
Defense, and I think the Department of 
Defense will welcome both. 

I thank the managers for their sup
port. 

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

AMENDMENT NO. 1060 

(Purpose: To ensure that progress payments 
for the C-17 aircraft program are made in 
compliance with existing law) 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, I 

send an amendment to the desk and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the amendment. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Iowa [Mr. GRASSLEY], for 

himself and Mr. D'AMATO, proposes an 
amendment numbered 1060. 

On page 157, between lines 9 and 10, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 8142. None of the funds appropriated 
for the Department of D~fense for fiscal year 
1994 by this Act may be used for making any 
progress payment und•!r the C-17 aircraft 
program that is not ccnsistent with the re
quirements of section 2307(d)(l) of title 10, 
United States Code. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, I 
had the amendment read in its entirety 
because I think it is very self-explana
tory. 

I have already had some discussions 
with the majority and Republican man
agers of the bill and they said that 
they would accept it. 

Madam President, this amendment 
makes C-17 progress payments match 
up with the work performed and qual
ity standards set in contracts. 

Senator D'AMATO is a cosponsor of 
the amendment. 

Madam President, let me make one 
point crystal clear at the outset. 

My purpose is not to sabotage the C-
17 program. 

We need to modernize our fleet of 
transport aircraft, but if we stay on the 
present course, there will be no C-17 
fleet. The C-17 will self-destruct under 
the sheer weight of mounting costs and 
mismanagement. 

If we continue down this road much 
further, we will end up short on strate
gic airlift. 

Mr. President, we need to get back to 
basics. 

It is like returning to fundamentals 
in football practice. Let us practice 
blocking and tackling instead of trying 
fancy new plays. 
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Complicated acquisition reform legis

lation is not the answer. 
All we need to do is follow the rules 

on the books. That is the purpose of 
my amendment today. 

Our amendment would attempt to en
force current law-but a law that the 
Department of Defense [DOD] Inspector 
General [IG] charges has been violated 
on C-17 contracts. 

The law needs to be re-energized. It 
needs to be brought back to life. 

Our amendment would impose sanc
tions where there are none. It would 
put some teeth in the law. It would 
bring fiscal penalties for noncompli
ance. 

Our amendment would prohibit the 
use of fiscal year 1994 C-17 procurement 
funds for making progress payments 
that are not consistent with section 
2307 of title 10 of the United States 
Code. 

Now, what exactly does section 2307 
say. It says and !"quote: 

The Secretary of Defense shall ensure that 
any payment for work in progress (including 
materials, labor, and other items) under a 
defense contract that provides for such pay
ments is commensurate with the work, 
which meets standards of quality established 
under the contract, that has been accom
plished. 

Now, Madam President, what does 
this really mean? 

It means: first, payments must be 
equal in value to the work performed 
minus standard holdback; and second, 
the work performed must meet 
qualtity standards established in the 
contract. 

Madam President, this lay is sup
posed to bring some measure of dis
cipline to defense contracting. 

It is very compact. yet far-reaching. 
In just a few words, it covers a lot of 
important territory. 

To get paid, under the law, the con
tractor must perform work on time and 
within cost that meets standards of 
quality set in the contract. If the con
tractor fails at that, payments are ei
ther withheld or reduced according to 
the seriousness of the deficiency. 

Madam President, careful study of 
the DOD !G's report on the C-17 con
vinced us of the need to enforce this 
law. 

The problems giving rise to that need 
are carefully and thoroughly docu
mented in the DOD !G's report con
cerning financial mismanagement on 
C-17 contracts dated January 14, 1993. 

The IG report is all about illegal or 
improper progress payments to McDon
nell Douglas. 

An emerging Sl.5 billion cost overrun 
on C-17 fixed-price contracts pre
cipitated a financial crisis that led to 
the improper payments. 

The contractor, McDonnell Douglas, 
is threatened with major financial 
losses and may soon file claims. 

To svften the blow, senior Air Force 
officials devised various schemes to 
coverup mounting schedule delays and 
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the burgeoning cost overrun-all to 
maintain a uninterrupted flow of 
money to the company. 

This was a backdoor bailout oper-
ation. · 

First, there was the cost mischarging 
scheme. 

When all fiscal year 1990 R&D money 
for the C-17 was exhausted and there 
were still big R&D bills to pay, Air 
Force officials arbitrarily shifted R&D 
costs to the production contract that 
was "fat" on cash. 

This procedure-known as the infa
mous journal voucher transfer oper
ation-violated several statutes. 

Yet it continues even today. 
Eventually $500 to $600 million in 

R&D expenses will have to be shifted 
back to the R&D contract where they 
belong. Sadly, there is no R&D money 
to cover those expenses. The ceiling on 
the R&D contract has been breached, 
and the Anti-Deficiency Act has been 
violated. 

McDonnell Douglas will have to pick 
up at least part of the tab. 

The journal voucher transfer oper
ation temporarily prevented a cost 
overrun on the R&D contract and made 
McDonnell Douglas appear to be per
forming efficiently. It hid the cost 
overrun and made McDonnell Douglas 
look good. 

The deception facilitated a steady 
flow of money and the award of follow
on contracts. 

Had the true costs been known up 
front, the payments might have 
stopped. 

But payments continued. 
The cost mischarging scheme then 

contributed to the second problem
premature progress payments to 
McDonnell Douglas. . 

The IG says improper or illegal 
progress payments totaled $349 million. 

Clearly, these payments constituted 
potential violations of section 2307 of 
title 10 of the U.S. Code. 

Madam President, the new Secretary 
of Defense, Les Aspin, disciplined four 
of the five senior Air Force officials 
who engineered illegal C-17 payments. 

This was a courageous move. 
It sends the right signal to the rest of 

the weapons purchasing community: 
zero tolerance for dishonesty and mis
management. 

Admittedly, Madam President, the 
misconduct that precipitated rep
rimands dished out by Secretary Aspin 
occurred between July 1, 1990, and De
cember 31, 1990. 

That was 3 years ago. But there has 
been no let up. These problems are con
tinuing right up to the present time. 

Madam President, I would like to 
quote from the House Armed Services 
Committee Report No. 103-200, dated 
July 30, 1993. 

The very same problems persist 
today. 

I quote from page 77: 
After an extensive set of hearings, the 

committee learned that the C-17 remains a 

seriously troubled program with contractual 
and program issues intertwined in a way 
that has defied remedy: (1) full scale develop
ment is still not complete, and flight testing 
will not be complete until 1995 at the earli
est; (2) the contractor may be in default on 
the full-scale development contract and 
plans to seek $1.2 billion in claims against 
the government; and (3) lax management by 
the Air Force may be signaling that the gov
ernment has no intention of enforcing the 
contract terms or terminating the program. 

Madam President, that is a devastat
ing assessment. It is an indictment of 
the C-17 program. 

The Senate Armed Services Commit
tee Report No. 103-112, dated July 27, 
1993, is almost as critical of the C-17 
program as its House counterpart. 

This is what the Senate Armed Serv
ices Committee says about the C-17. I 
quote from page 40: 

The Committee is at the limit of its pa
tience with the C-17 program, due to serious 
mismanagement by the Air Force and the 
contractor, and is approaching the point of 
advocating program termination. 

Madam President, we have serious 
criticism about the C-17 coming from 
both Armed Services Committees. That 
is reason for concern. That is a red 
warning flag. We need to pay attention. 
That criticism is based on extensive 
knowledge. 

Madam President, my concerns flow 
from two related developments. 

First, C-17 aircraft delivered to date 
do not meet important contract speci
fications like the aircraft range and 
cargo-carrying capacity. Nor has the 
C-17 demonstrated the ability to carry 
cargo into short, 3000-foot runways as 
required by contract . . 

Official Air Force and DOD docu
ments, such as the DD-250-or Material 
Inspection and Receiving Report
clearly indicate that C-17 aircraft de
livered to date have significant con
tract deficiencies. 

Madam President, I am not talking 
about mickey mouse problems, either. 

The C-17 does not meet range/payload 
specifications or specs as they are 
called. The C-17 cannot carry cargo 
into a short, 3,000-foot runway. 

That's not rinky dink stuff. We're 
talking about the primary justification 
for the C-17. 

Second, DOD is developing an unsat
isfactory solution for the problem. 

The plan is outlined in a memo from 
the new DOD acquisition czar, Mr. 
John M. Deu tch, to the Secretary of 
the Air Force. It is dated May 11, 1993. 

Mr. Deutch has essentially told the 
Air Force to revise the C-17 specs as 
the service sees fit. 

That is a license to steal. 
The Deutch memo gives credence to 

the House Armed Services Committee's 
warning that the "government has no 
intention of enforcing the terms of the 
contract." 

The Deutch plan will help the con
tractor and the airplane meet the 
specs. The specs will be lowered. 
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This is contractor nourishment at its 

worst. 
The specs will meet the airplane 

rather than having the airplane meet 
the specs. This is one way to achieve 
harmony on contracts. It is also a 
waste of money. 

We paid McDonnell Douglas top dol
lar to meet much more stringent specs. 

More stringent specs are more expen
sive because they involve greater risk. 
They may not be feasible. 

If the C-17 cannot meet the more 
stringent specs, then the McDonnell 
Douglas must either correct the prob
lem or repay the Government a reason
able sum of money for lost perform
ance. 

Otherwise, Madam President, the 
contract should be terminated for de
fault. 

Madam President, that is not going 
to happen. The contract will be modi
fied to meet the airplane. 

We are headed down that road
again. 

News reports suggests that the deed 
is done. 

The C-17's range/payload specifica
tions have been adjusted downward on 
three different occasions-November 
1985, March 1990, July 1991. They are 
about to take another dive. 

Each time we paid for higher specs 
but end up with lower ones and still 
pay full price and more. 

This is just one more example of the 
"rubber baseline." 

The practice of harmonizing contract 
specs to match product performance 
makes a mockery of defense contract
ing. 

Madam President, if contracts are 
constantly modified to meet product 
performance, what value do contracts 
have? 

Madam President, the Armed Serv
ices Committee has attempted to grap
ple with the problem. 

Section 124 of the defense authoriza
tion bill would withhold all future 
funds until certain, specific program 
milestones are met. 

The committee drew a line in the 
sand on a long list of important per
formance requirements. 

The Armed Services Committee's 
proposal is an attempt to impose some 
discipline on the C-17 program and to 
prevent further erosion of critical air
craft performance specifications. 

Madam President, our amendment 
would buttress the section 124 of the 
fiscal year 1994 defense authorization 
bill. It would dovetail with section 124. 

It would attempt to draw a line on 
contract specifications. 

It would remind DOD to follow the 
law of the land. 

It would help to reinforce and rein
vigorate section 2307 of title 10, which 
the DOD IG says is being ignored and 
abused. 

Lastly, Madam President, our 
amendment would hopefully help to en-

sure: First, that progress payments on 
fiscal year 1994 contracts are commen
surate with the work performed; and, 
second, that the work performed meets 
the quality standards established in 
those contracts. 

If fiscal year 1994 C-17 aircraft are on 
schedule, within cost, and meet con
tract specifications, then the money 
will flow as planned. If not, then 
there's a problem-as there should be. 

What is the bottom line? 
I want to send a clear signal to the 

Air Force: Obey the law when making 
progress payments on C-17 contracts. 
And that is it. 

Madam President, I hope the com
mittee will give my amendment all due 
consideration. 

If you support the C-17 program but 
want better management, then vote for 
my amendment. 

Madam President, I have spoken on 
the problems before. I have relied very 
heavily upon statements by inspectors 
general and the General Accounting Of
fice on problems with this program. 

I want to make it very clear that I 
am not against the C-17 program. But 
there has been some money that the in
spector general has said has not been 
spent according to law. This amend
ment merely adds to the appropria
tions bill a restriction that no progress 
payments can be made unless it is ac
cording to what the law says. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, the 

managers have had an occasion to 
study this and we find no objection to 
its adoption. 

Mr. STEVENS. I concur with the 
Senator from Hawaii. I am pleased to 
join in support of the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend
ment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
GRASSLEY). 

The amendment (No. 1060) was agreed 
to. 

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, I 
move to reconsider the vote by which 
the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENS. I move to lay that 
motion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 
yields time? 

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legisl~tive clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. STEVENS. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Mr. STEVENS. Madam President, the 
matter I discussed at length with the 
Senator from Indiana and the Senator 
from Georgia concerning the level of 
support for the new Russian ICBM's 

with multiple nuclear re-entry war
heads has reached the position now, I 
think, that we could agree on a sub
stitute or complete revision of my 
amendment. 

Let me again suggest the absence of 
a quorum, though, for a minute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. STEVENS. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

AMENDMENT NO. 1052, AS MODIFIED 
Mr. STEVENS. Madam President, the 

discussion that we had, I hope, has 
highlighted to the Senate the fact that 
there are a number of very well-in
formed people in our community here 
who deal with arms control matters, 
who have information that would lead 
us to believe that the Russians are con
tinuing to modernize their strategic 
missile forces-not only modernize 
them, but modernize them to the ex
tent of having under way, the report is, 
a new ICBM that has multiple nuclear 
re-entry vehicle capability and is high
ly maneuverable, of a different trajec
tory, as outlined by the editor of the 
Russian publication Today. 

That has been unconfirmed, as I told 
the Senate earlier, by the CIA. But 
there still is some question as to 
whether or not it is true because even 
the CIA has told us that the Soviets, 
prior to the START agreements and 
prior to the disintegration of the So
viet Union, had under way research on 
development of a series of new ICBM's. 

Madam President, I send my amend
ment to the desk and ask it be stated 
so there is no misunderstanding about 
it. 

I ask my amendment be amended to 
this form. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the amendment as 
modified. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The Senator from Alaska [Mr. STEVENS]. 
for himself, Mr. INOUYE, and Mr. EXON, pro
poses an amendment numbered 1052, as modi
fied, 

On page 22 of the bill, at line 18, before the 
period, add the following new proviso: "Pro
vided further, That the Director of Central 
Intelligence shall report to the President and 
the Congressional defense and intelligence 
committees on the current status of inter
continental ballistic missile development 
and production in states eligible for assist
ance under this heading: Provided further, 
That none of the funds appropriated under 
this heading may be expended or transferred 
to an otherwise eligible recipient state if the 
President concludes, and notifies the Con
gressional defense and intelligence commit
tees in written report , that the potential re
cipient is currently engaged in the produc
tion of a new road mobile or fixed-site land 
based intercontinental ballistic missile 
armed with multiple nuclear reentry vehi
cles." 
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Mr. STEVENS. Madam President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the Sen
ate bring before the body now the 
amendment of mine that was pre
viously set aside so that I might mod
ify that with this language. 

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

Mr. STEVENS. I ask that my amend
ment be so modified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen
ator has a right to modify his amend
ment. 

The Senator from Nebraska. 
Mr. EXON. Madam President, I con

gratulate the Senator from Alaska for 
the amendment which I think is a pret
ty good one and addresses a concern 
that many have had in this regard. The 
amendment by the Senator from Alas
ka is a very positive and constructive 
one. 

I ask unanimous consent that I be 
added as a cosponsor of the amend
ment. 

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

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, I am 
pleased to support this amendment. I 
support its immediate adoption. 

Mr. STEVENS. I ask for adoption of 
the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend
ment, as modified. 

The amendment (No. 1052). as modi
fied, was agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENS. Madam President, I 
move to reconsider the vote by which 
the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INOUYE. I move to lay that mo
tion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENS. I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHAFEE. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Mr. CHAFEE. Madam President, is it 
my understanding that the Nickles 
amendment has been temporarily set 
aside? 

AMENDMENT NO. 1051 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Nickles amendment is the pending 
question. 

Mr. CHAFEE. Madam President, I 
just briefly would like to address my
self to that. 

The Nickles amendment, as I under
stand it, provides that before U.S. 
troops could be placed under a foreign 
or U .N. command while participating 
in peacekeeping missions, it would be 
required that the President report to 
the relevant committees of the Con
gress detailing the role and mission of 
U.S. combat forces, the estimated cost 

of supporting our force, the size of the 
deployment, and probable duration. 
The relevant committees would have 30 
days to consider this and review the de
ployment. Then a joint resolution 
would have to be enacted to allow the 
deployment. There are some escape 
clauses. 

Madam President, I would like to say 
that I think this is an unfortunate 
amendment. It seems to me that what 
we are going to be faced with many 
times as we go into the balance of this 
century and the first part of the next 
century is not major conflicts of the 
types we have been preparing for over 
so many years, namely with the Soviet 
Union. There are going to be a whole 
series of operations in unknown sec:.. 
tions of the world dealing with un
known individuals. 

I believe very strongly, Madam Presi
dent, somebody has to be in charge, in 
this case the President of the United 
States. I think we have to leave with 
the President the authority to have 
our troops serve in conjunction with 
other United Nations forces should 
that be his decision. Sometimes the 
United Nations commander will be a 
U.S. commander and sometimes it will 
be otherwise. 

If there is one thing I have discovered 
in hearing discussion about our troops 
going into foreign places, the argument 
is made: 

Well. we do not want to go it alone. There 
is a serious problem there. We recognize 
that. But do not have the United States do it 
alone. Let us see that the other countries 
pick up their share of the burden. 

This cry is heard incessantly, and 
rightfully so. But, Madam President, if 
we are going to have a situation where 
everybody who participates-and, in
deed, these involve combat troops fre
quently-is going to insist that their 
troops be under their commander, just 
as the United States insists that our 
troops be under our commander, it 
seems to me a formula for chaos. 

I can understand the motives of the 
distinguished sponsor of this legisla
tion, but I think it would be very un
fortunate. We have a President of the 
United States. He is elected by the peo
ple. We have to give him some leeway. 

There are 535 Members of Congress. If 
you took a secret poll, I suspect every 
one of them would feel he or she was fit 
to be President, and indeed probably 
better than the existing President or 
existing past Presidents. Humility is 
not a banner of those in Congress. How
ever, the fact is that we have not been 
elected President. Neither I nor any 
other Members of this body nor Mem
bers of the other body are President. 
We have a President. If we are going to 
let him make decisions, crisp decisions 
that have to be made, we have to give 
him some leeway. 

Now, Madam President, if things go 
wrong, the Congress has the power of 
the purse. It can always step in and cut 

off every nickel and dime that is spon
soring that undertaking, whether our 
forces are under the command of an
other nation's U.N. commander or 
whether they are under our own com
mand. 

Madam President, I hope that the 
Nickles amendment does not prevail. 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield just a moment? 

Mr. CHAFEE. Sure. 
Mr. STEVENS. How many times 

since the Senator and I have been in 
the Senate has the Congress stepped in 
as the Senator would say? How many 
times have we exerted this power? How 
many times have we told Presidents 
not to commit us to war? 

Mr. CHAFEE. I have only been here 
18 years so--

Mr. STEVENS. How many times in 
that 18 years? 

Mr. CHAFEE. How many times has 
the President gotten us to the verge of 
war? Since I have been here, we have 
had Desert Storm, we have had Pan
ama, we have had troops in Grenada, 
we have had troops in--

Mr. STEVENS. In Lebanon. 
Mr. CHAFEE. In Lebanon. 
Mr. STEVENS. We had a boat off of 

North Korea. 
Mr. FORD. Panama. 
Mr. CHAFEE. I mentioned Panama. 
Mr. STEVENS. I wonder if the Sen-

ator is really serious that we should 
not interfere with the exercise of the 
President's authority and state to the 
world and to the public that the con
stitutional power of the Congress to de
clare war really means that we have 
the functional duty of declaring we are 
at war rather than we should go to 
war? 

Mr. CHAFEE. I am not sure that the 
point is the Senator is trying to make. 
Is he saying we are at war in Panama? 
I would not quite label that "at war." 

Mr. NICKLES. Will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. CHAFEE. Sure, I am glad to 
yield. 

Mr. NICKLES. I heard my colleague's 
comments. I hope he will withhold 
judgment because I do not think his in
terpretation of the amendment is quite 
correct. 

Is the Senator aware of the fact that 
in our amendment we exempt medical, 
we exempt logistics, we exempt com
munication, we exempt humanitarian, 
training, temporary observer, liaison 
activities? This amendment really just 
applies to U.S. combat forces under the 
United Nations, under foreign com
mander. 

Frankly, I just looked at all the com
mitments we have had in U.N. peace
keeping operations going all the way 
back to 1945, and our amendment would 
not have restricted any of the 'r1 dif
ferent U.N. peacekeeping operations 
since 1945. 

So it is not so Draconian. It allows 
peacekeeping operations. It allows 
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logistical situations. It allows humani
tarian efforts. It does say-and I agree 
with the opening comment of the Sen
ator from Rhode Island that we want to 
know who is in charge. It does say that 
if we have U.S. combat forces, they 
should be under the President's charge. 
He is Commander in Chief, and he 
should not delegate that authority to 
the U.N. Secretary General. 

Mr. CHAFEE. Madam President, I am 
glad the sponsor of the amendment is 
in the Chamber because it seems to me 
we have to make a real decision on 
these matters. That is the point I was 
trying to make previously. 

We all agree that we do not want to 
go it alone, that we want to participate 
and want the others to bear their 
share. At the same time if every nation 
who participates just as we want them 
to participate will only play under 
their command it seems to me we truly 
do have a formula for chaos. If there is 
one thing that every military student 
agrees upon, somebody has to be in 
charge. When everybody is in charge it 
is clear that nobody is in charge. 

I believe if we are going to have to 
ensure the maximum safety of our 
troops that somebody has to be in 
charge. Plenty of times it will be the 
American commander in charge. Quite 
frequently we contribute most of the 
troops, and indeed that occasion calls 
for the American to be in charge, but 
not always. 

I am prepared to be corrected. But as 
I read the Senator's amendment when 
it is combat troop&-no matter how 
many we have-always they must be 
under United States command. I pre
sume that the U.N. commander, or the 
Britain who might be in charge, or the 
German, or the French, or whoever it 
may be, the Pakistani, Indian, the sole 
person that the United States troops 
respond to is the American com
mander. 

Mr. NICKLES. If the Senator will 
yield, I want the Senator to be aware 
of the fact that we have exempted 
NATO. I want the Senator to be aware 
of the fact-

Mr. CHAFEE. That is not such a big 
exemption since the United States has 
always be in command of NATO since 
it was founded. 

Mr. NICKLES. I understand. Other 
Senators have alluded to the fact we 
are denying the ability of the French 
to lead. I want to make sure the Sen
ator is aware of the fact that we have 
exempted NATO, we have exempted 
Korea, we made this prospective as far 
as international standing armies. But 
we are specific. We say that we do not 
want to have U.S. combat forces com
mitted to an international U.N. combat 
force, kind of a standing army that will 
be looking for a fire to put out. 

That has been proposed by the United 
Nations Secretary General. It has been 
supported at different times by Presi
dent Clinton and some of his advisers. 

So I am trying to say, wait a minute, 
let us not do that. We have not done 
that in the 48 years of U.N. history. We 
have not committed to a U.N. inter
national peacekeeping force looking 
for a problem to solve. 

I will agree with the Senator from 
Rhode Island. There are a lot of prob
lems out there. But I am saying we can 
have a commitment of troops. The 
President has that flexibility. But 
when you are talking about combat 
troops, that commitment is made, he 
should keep control of the troops which 
would solve the problem. That is what 
we have always done when we have 
United Nations involvement, that is, 
the Persian Gulf, that is, Korea. When 
we have had U.S. troops involved with 
NATO in combat situations, we have 
had United States control. 

I might even mention to the Senator, 
in Somalia, as I understand the Rang
ers are under U.S. Armed Forces con
trol not under the United Nations con
trol. the President has seen that. 

I also remember the President when 
he said he was going to send several 
thousand additional combat troops 
into Somalia that those would be under 
United States control not United Na
tion control. 

So I would like to tell the Senator, 
my colleague and friend from Rhode Is
land, this amendment would not affect 
any of the past alliances that we have 
created. It would not even deter if the 
President wanted to send troops to 
Haiti, if they are in a noncombat role 
or mission, it would not impact that. 

This amendment was drafted before 
Somalia, before Haiti. It was drafted 
with the intention of trying to keep 
the U.S. Armed Forces out of combat 
situations when you do not have U.S. 
control, when you do not have that 
chain of command, and also to keep us 
out of an international peacekeeping 
force which seems to be advocated by 
some supporters of the United Nations, 
which I think is not well thought out. 

We should reassert the President's 
constitutional authority as Com
mander in Chief. And also keep the au
thority vested in Congress; that is, the 
power not only of the purse but also 
the power to declare war, and not allow 
ourselves to be drawn into conflicts 
internationally. 

Mr. CHAFEE. I want to thank the 
Senator for that statement. But I 
would point out that clearly the in
stances where he has pointed out, 
Korea, and Desert Storm, the United 
States had the overwhelming majority 
of the troops and rightfully so. The 
Americans were in charge. 

Also, the threat or the suggestion 
that there is going to be some U.N. 
standing army set up that we had bet
ter be careful of that, it seems to me 
that is something that is not going to 
happen overnight. In responding to the 
question of the Senator from Alaska, 
clearly the U.S. Congress could step in 

with the power of the purse and deal 
with that situation. 

But what I worry about and I suppose 
the Senator's argument cuts both 
ways, he is saying that in the X num
ber, I have forgotten how many, the il
lustration, whenever it backs U.N. 
peacekeeping missions, the U.S. forces 
always should be under American com
mand. Well, if that is true, why do we 
bother having the amendment? That 
argument it seems to me cuts both 
ways. 

What worries me is that there are 
situations that are going to occur. Just 
as nobody had ever heard, or rarely 
heard about the problems in Desert 
Storm that emerged, and few people 
knew who Saddam Hussein was, and 
just as problems have come up in 
Bosnia, and other sections in the world 
where we have never heard the names 
before, so they do occur in other parts. 

I believe we have to leave some flexi
bility with the President of the United 
States. He is not going to go off on 
some wild tangent of his own. He rec
ognizes that he has to have the support 
of the people. But if we · bind him by 
law, and this is very, very strict, this 
law, that no U.S. forces can serve any
where in the world in a U.N. force ex
cept with the clear designation that 
they shall be completely under the con
trol of the U.S. command, I think, we 
are taking an unfortunate step. 

I want to thank the Chair. 
Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, again I 

appreciate my colleague's statement. I 
hope that he would understand the 
thrust of this amendment. This amend
ment is not as far-reaching I think as 
he envisions. 

I might respond also to his question. 
Say, why have this amendment? The 
President is not going to go off on half 
track and make commitments to the 
U.N. for U.S. combat forces to be serv
ing all across the world. I will tell my 
colleagues, that a lot of statements 
have been made by this President that 
leave very much open the possibility of 
committing U.S. combat forces world
wide. 

I will point to my colleague's infor
mation. A couple of articles in the 
Washington Post, talking about U.S. 
plans wider role in U.N. peacekeeping 
administration, drafting new criteria. 
This new criteria is envisioning-I will 
read a couple of paragraphs: 

The administration is drafting a new 
set of criteria for U.S. involvement in 
U.S. peacekeeping operations that 
would provide for a much wider role for 
U.S. military personnel, according to 
senior defense and diplomatic officials. 

I could go in. It talks about a pretty 
assertive U.N. peacekeeping effort 
which I might mention and apprise my 
colleague, U.N. peacekeeping efforts 
have ballooned in the last several 
years. In 1990, we had about 10,000 U.N. 
peacekeeping forces. Today it is over 
80,000. So this number has grown and 
grown substantially. 
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Now we have the U.S. representatives 

to the United Nations talking about 
expanding our role not just for peace
keeping but peacemaking and peace en
forcing. 

The President as recently as Septem
ber 27 says U .N. peacekeeping holds the 
promise to resolve many of this area's 
conflicts. But the strength is in our se
curity to protect our interests, to en
sure among the nations the cost and ef
fort of pursuing peace. 

President Clinton: 
We support the creation of a genuine U.N. 

peacekeeping headquarters with planning 
staff and access to timely intelligence with 
the logistics units that can be deployed on a 
minute's notice and a modern operations 
center with global communications. 

Concerning Bosnia, if the parties to 
that conflict in Bosnia take the hard 
steps needed to make the real peace, 
the international community including 
the United States must be ready to 
help in its effective implementation. 

The President and others have talked 
about committing 50,000 troops to the 
Bosnian peacekeeping efforts, 25,000 of 
those troops being United States 
forces. 

So I just mention to my colleague, 
here is a comment made by Madelein 
Albright, September 23. The Presi
dent's comments were all made Sep
tember 27, less than a month ago. Am
bassador Albright says the end of the 
cold war has opened up another avenue 
for multilateral cooperation that has 
long been limited by the United States
Soviet rivalry, and that is United Na
tions peacekeeping. 

Mr. FEINGOLD assumed the Chair. 
Mr. NICKLES. Again, peacekeeping 

is now being expanded into peace, not 
only peacekeeping, but peacemaking 
and peace enforcing. 

I will just mention one other com
ment, and this is again a Washington 
Post article talking about this new en
thusiasm for an expanded, wider U.N. 
role, police role that has been reported 
in the paper. · This is not something I 
have dreamed up. I think this adminis
tration, going back to the President's 
comments in his book, written in No
vember 1992, which says they promise 
the Clinton administration would sup
port the more recent active role in the 
United Nations in troubled spots 
around the world and pursue an estab
lishment of a voluntary U.N. rapid de
ployment force to deter aggression, 
provide humanitarian relief, and com
bat terrorism and drug trafficking. 

This is a big expansion in the U .N. 
role that has already grown by leaps 
and bounds. To go from 10,000 troops in 
1990 to over 80,000 in 1993 shows a very 
expanded U.N. role. And this President 
and the President's Ambassador to the 
United Nations has been talking about 
expanding that role even further. 

The U.N. Secretary General talked 
about the desire for a standing inter
national combat force. This amend-

ment would prohibit that. I do not stay under the operational control of 
think it would tie the President's . the United States, if you are talking 
hands. It would basically reassert the about combat. Yes, we can allow logis
President's constitutional responsibil- tics and peacekeeping efforts to go for
ity as Commander in Chief and say ward, and the President can delegate 
that in combat rolls, it should not be that, but when you talk about combat, 
delegated to the United Nations. it should not be delegated in what I 

The Secretary General of the United would say is a less-serious manner. 
Nations was not elected to anything in So let us make sure that the Presi
the United States, and the Constitu- dent, if he wishes to delegate that, 
tion clearly specifies that the Presi- would come to Congress and request a 
dent is Commander in Chief. If the waiver, or that he would give Congress 
President wants to send logistics, hu- the right to authorize that before we 
manitarian, or medical aid, he can do commit the lives of young men and 
so. When you are talking about combat women into combat around the world. I 
rolls, then the President would; first, yield the floor. 
have to keep it under U.S. command or Mr. EXON. Mr. President, I wonder if 
second, he would have to ask or request my colleague from Oklahoma would 
Congress for a waiver and receive that yield for a question or two, without my 
within 30 days. losing the right to the floor. 

So I think it is a reassertion of the Mr. NICKLES. I am happy to yield. 
President's responsibility. It basically Mr. EXON. I have heard through the 
says it should not be delegated to the amendment you are offering, and I 
United Nations. have heard the concerns raised by our 

One final comment. Does that mean colleague who has just addressed this 
that if our allies took a similar course matter. Let me first ask the Senator 
of action, we would have no effective from Oklahoma how well, in his opin
response in multilateral or multi- ion, does he believe that "combat role" 
national efforts? I say totally not. Our is defined in his amendment? 
allies responded in a vigorous way in Mr. NICKLES. I will be happy to re
probably the most successful multi- spond to my friend and colleague from 
national effort, in the Persian Gulf, Nebraska. We state that U.N. oper
and clearly this amendment would not ational or tactical control means exer
have violated or prohibited a Persian cising in the U.N. Security Council or 
Gulf-type effort. You had the United Secretary General the power of com
States taking the role and the lead mand usually given to the leader of the 
with U.S. leaders and commanders. military force, such as the authority to 
And clearly they did not have other na- coordinate direct mission-related ac
tions saying, no, we do not want to par- tivities of the units compromising such 
ticipate because we want to have our force. So really we are talking about 
individuals as commanders of these the supreme commander over such op
forces. It did not prohibit our efforts in erations-the person that controls, di
Korea and this amendment would not. rects, dictates the military operation 
Nor, likewise, would it prohibit our in whatever theater you are talking 
NATO alliance. about. 

So it would do nothing to deter the Mr. EXON. I thank my friend. Let me 
successful alliances that we have had further press him for an answer. After 
in the past. It would do nothing to your explanation of a combat role-it 
deter an alliance, a multilateral or was exactly what I suspected would be 
multinational alliance, a bilateral ef- the answer when I read the amend
fort. This could be done. The U.N. oper- ment. I would just like to add that I 
ational control. One of the reasons for would hope that at times in the future, 
that is the U.N. operational control- as outlined by the Senator from Rhode 
managing these 80,000 peacekeeping Island, that we could take and expect 
forces are about 80-some people. I read our allies and other members of the 
earlier in the RECORD-and I will not United Nations to take on the role to 
repeat it-where the commander in the carry out U.N. mandates, other than 
U.N. forces, peacekeeping forces, in always calling on the United States 
Yugoslavia is saying, if you have busi- being the police force of action. Unfor
ness to do, you better contact them be- tunately, we seem to · be falling into 
fore 5 o'clock on Friday. They are not that role, and I have had concerns 
there on weekends. It is really chaotic. about that. 

If you want to talk about chaos, it is However, let us assume for a moment 
the lack of leadership that we now that at some time in the future, the 
have under the United Nations because, United Nations decides to take some 
frankly, they have 80,000 troops. They appropriate action at some place in the 
are involved in 14 missions throughout world; that at this particular time, for 
the world today, and they only have 80 reasons that have been worked out, a 
people, 45 of which are military. So British commander and British troops 
they are already stretched too thin and primarily would be involved in a spe
not very well managed, in my opinion. cific action of some type; as under the 
And certainly, before we talk about auspices of the United Nations, hope
committing the lives of U.S. men and fully, without the United States p}ay
women to combat, I think we would be ing a role that in my opinion it all too 
better served if we say they should often does now, to be the police force. 
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Let us suppose that Brit command
Great Britain is a military ally of the 
United States of America. a key player 

· in the United Nations. Let us suppose 
that that particular British com
mander-who under the definition just 
outlined by the Senator from Okla
homa would indeed be the commander 
in that area-should find it. necessary 
to carry out a strategic move of some 
kind, either a selective aircraft attack 
of a stealthy nature, or the supply or 
resupply of ammunition to a British 
force somewhere in the world; and let 
us assume that for whatever reason. 
the United States of America would be 
the only nation that would have the 
wherewithal at that particular time to 
assist our British allies, with no Amer
ican troops on the ground; would the 
amendment offered by the Senator 
from Oklahoma prevent the President 
of the United States from even author
izing an airstrike. one airstrike, or the 
delivery of ammunition by plane or by 
boat someplace. to assist the Brit com
mander and the British troops that are 
on the ground in that particular area, 
carrying out the will of the United Na
tions? Would the amendment offered by 
the Senator prevent that? I suspect it 
would. 

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will yield. it can be done under 
two circumstances: The President 
could ask for a waiver and do it, or he 
could put the forces under U.S. control. 

You mentioned we were the only 
power that had the ability to do it. 
Then it might be logical to have it 
under U.S. control. Then this amend
ment would not apply. 

If that did apply, he could request a 
waiver. He could do it. He could declare 
an emergency. He could say it is in the 
national interest to do so and do it. 
Congress would have 30 days to review 
that request. 
· But the President would not be able 

to make long-term commitments of 
U.S. combat forces to serve under the 
U .N. auspices under foreign command 
indefinitely without Congress getting 
involved. 

Mr. EXON. Where does it say in the 
amendment offered by the Senator 
from Oklahoma that it could not be a 
long-term commitment? Is that so de
scribed in his amendment? 

Mr. NICKLES. Yes. If the Senator 
would just look at the amendment, it 
says the prohibition described in sec
tion A shall not apply if the President 
determined the national security inter
ests justify a waiver of such prohibi
tion and the President declares an 
emergency exists and informs Congress 
of his action. Then Congress has 30 
days to respond. 
· So we allow a Presidential waiver or 

exemption for an emergency. So they 
could respond if the President deter
mined it was in the national interest to 
do so. 

Mr. EXON. I am not sure that is re
sponsive to the question the Senator 
from Nebraska is trying to get at. 

Certainly, I recognize and realize 
that the Senator clearly has defined in 
the amendment, if the President wants 
to do this, he comes to us and we have 
30 days to act. 

My question goes back, I think, to 
the basic principle of what could be 
done on an emergency basis if it is nec
essary to help the British troops under 
the scenario that I outlined. I would 
not think it would be particularly ad
visable for use to wait 30 days or it 
might be too late. 

The point I try to bring home to the 
Senator from Oklahoma is I do not be
lieve, under the amendment, if the 
President felt it was necessary or ad
visable to assist our British allies who 
were really at risk for one strike or one 
delivery of action-I believe that the 
amendment, as offered by the Senator 
from Oklahoma, would prevent that 
unless the President came to us and 
sought approval, and we have 30 days 
to do that. 

Likewise, if the President would 
maintain the command over that one 
airplane that went in, seemingly the 
Senator was trying to describe the sit
uation to the Senate that that would 
not apply. Yet. I think it would be 
clear that that might be very fuzzy, if 
not hazy, under the Senator's amend
ment, because I still believe the Brit · I 
outlined in the scenario would be a for
eign commander in charge at least of 
directing the mission as I outlined in 
the scenario. 

Mr. President, I would like to, if I 
could, yield, without my losing the 
right to the floor, to the Senator from 
Oklahoma for an answer to my ques
tion. 

Mr. NICKLES. I am happy to respond 
to my friend from Nebraska. I have a 
couple of comments. 

The United States can enter into bi
lateral efforts if we want to. This 
amendment only restricts United Na
tions as operational contro'l. If we had 
a bilateral effort with the British, .that 
could be allowed. That would be pos
sible. That would not be prohibited. 

The only thing that would be prohib
ited in this is when we have U.S. com
bat forces under a foreign commander 
under U.N. pperations. So I mention 
that to my colleague. 

I also mention to my colleague that 
we have exempted NATO, which has 
proven to be an effective alliance in 
command. We also exempted Korea. 

Mr. EXON. I understand that. 
Mr. NICKLES. I want to make sure 

colleagues are aware of that. 
I hope my colleague is aware of the 

fact we have not prohibited even U.S. 
or U.N. efforts in noncombat missions, 
and I have looked at almost all the 
U .N. peacekeeping efforts going all the 
way back to 1945, almost none of which 
would have been restricted by this 

amendment. I do not believe any of 
those efforts would have, because ei
ther they were under U.S. control or 
they were authorized by Congress. 

So this amendment is not as restric
tive, I think, as some people would 
want, maybe not even as much as I 
would want. It does give the President 
some flexibility. It does not tie his 
hands. I think it reasserts his control 
basically as Commander in Chief. 

Mr. EXON. I thank my friend. 
I believe the Senator from Rhode Is

land would like to make further com
ments. I would be glad to yield 2 min
utes to him for any appropriate re
marks he would like to. make. 

The series of questions I have posed 
to the Senator from Oklahoma, . not
withstanding what I think is a well-in
tentioned amendment, I am very fear
ful that other nations around the world 
might view this as a unilateral action 
by the United States directing the 
President of the United States that the 
United States of America is either 
going to go it alone on every type of 
action that the United Nations takes 
in the future or we are not going to be 
involved. 

I believe that that is a rather mis
chievous type of amendment, one that 
we may find ourselves to regret if we 
go on down the road. I simply say that 
I believe I understand what the Sen
ator from Oklahoma is trying to do. I 
am not sure, though, that there are 
sufficient protections in the amend
ment as it has been offered. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen

ator from Oklahoma. 
Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, this is 

not a mischievous amendment. This 
amendment is not one that came up be
cause of the tragedy that happened in 
Somalia. Frankly, this amendment was 
drafted well before that. 

This amendment was drafted in light 
of the fact that we read where we are 
talking about in the United Nations 
having a multinational combat force, 
and I would like to prohibit that as a 
force looking for action, not with the 
defined mission but a force that is out 
there at the discretion or guidance of 
the Secretary General of the United 
Nations. 

I would also tell my friend and col
league from Nebraska the amendment 
is written because I have some concern 
about what may happen in Yugoslavia, 
because I have seen this President and 
others talking about committing 25,000 
troops, United States troops, out of a 
total force of 50,000, talking about com
mitting 25,000 troops into Yugoslavia, 
particularly into Bosnia, and at the 
same time listening to the United Na
tions Secretary General talking about 
he would make the decisions where the 
air strikes would be involved. I see that 
as chaos. I see that as confusion. 

One final comment, and that pertains 
to, well, if we do this, is not this the 
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United States going it alone? No, this 
would not prohibit the United States 
from putting together the forces such 
as we did in the Persian Gulf. That ef
fort would not be prohibited under this 
amendment in any way, shape, or form. 
So I mention in the cases where we 
have found it to our interests to leave 
the United Nations, and we have had 
remarkable success in working with 
other countries and even getting other 
countries to participate, with men and 
women and military personnel, but 
also the financial costs of it, so we 
have had some real successes through 
that operation that would not be pro
hibited in any way, shape, or form by 
this amendment. 

What we would prohibit would be an 
international standing army under the 
United Nations, and we would prohibit 
U.S. combat forces from being commit
ted to a combat role under United Na
tions operations under a foreign com
mander. We think the President of the 
United States should be making that 
decision. That is constitutional. 

We also think there is a constitu
tional role for Congress as well; both in 
the power to declare war and in the 
power of the purse. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent that Senator CRAIG be added as a 
cosponsor. 

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

Mr. NICKLES. I also ask unanimous 
consent that Senator THURMOND be 
added as a cosponsor. 

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

IMPACT AID PROVISIONS 

Mr. SIMON. Mr. President, I com
mend and thank my colleague from Ha
waii for his leadership on the fiscal 
year 1994 Department of Defense appro
priations bill, particularly for includ
ing appropriations for the impact aid 
program. 

Impact aid compensates local school 
districts that educate students con
nected with a Federal activity-such as 
a military base-but are not able to tax 
the Federal Government to raise the 
funds to cover the costs of educating 
them. But impact aid generally covers 
only one-third of the c·osts of educating 
military children. This leaves tax
payers with most of the burden-but 
without the tax base to pay for it. Not 
only does our Federal activity reduce 
revenue from local property taxes, but 
it can substantially increase the num
ber of students that local schools must 
educate. 

By not adequately reimbursing local 
schools for this cost, the Federal Gov
ernment is shortchanging these dis
trict-and in many areas local tax
payers are taking up the slack. For ex
ample, the people of north Chicago, IL 
have made every effort to provide a 
quality education for their students, 
including passing a referendum to raise 
property taxes to one of the highest 

rates in Illinois. Despite their effort, 
they are losing up to $4,000 per year per 
child because of the impact aid short
fall. Last year's budget shortfall forced 
them to cut 45 of 140 teachers. Other 
school districts throughout the coun
try face similar problems. Our students 
deserve better. 

Last year, former Senator. Alan 
Dixon and I passed an amendment ena
bling the Secretary of Defense to make 
payments to local school districts to 
mitigate the financial impact of De
partment of Defense dependents on 
these districts. North Chicago and 
other Illinois districts have received 
additional Federal funding as a result 
of this bill. I am pleased that a similar 
provision is included in this year's bill 
and that additional Federal funding 
will be available for schools that need 
it. 

DEBATE ON SOMALIA AMENDMENTS TO H.R. 3116 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, the de
bate about whether to keep United 
States forces in Somalia has taken 
some strange turns. 

With all due respect, it is not about 
supporting the President. Whether we 
agree or disagree with the President's 
announced policy, we do so with a com
mitment to vote for what is right for 
our country. 

However, let me make clear that I do 
not side with any who seize the Soma
lia debate as an occasion to embarrass 
or criticize President Clinton. The 
President is doing his utmost to man
age a military intervention that he in
herited upon assuming office. 

As U.S. Senators, our first obligation 
must be exercising our constitutional 
responsibility under article I on the 
issue of United States military forces 
in Somalia. As Senator BYRD has wise
ly reminded us, we must decide wheth
er to continue our present policy for 
several months or to begin the orderly 
withdrawal of those troops. 

This debate does not turn on using 
U.S. military force to establish peace 
and order in the world. It rests instead 
on whether we have a sound policy in 
Somalia. In my view, we do not. Be
cause we have slipped away from our 
original humanitarian mission, we now 
find ourselves in the quagmire of civil 
unrest in the Third World. 

Nor is the debate about cutting and 
running-by pulling our troops out of 
Somalia. The test is whether we place 
American men and women in continued 
peril without a clear mission and with
out a compelling national interest. 

QUESTIONS OF NATIONAL INTEREST 

In fact, the burden of proof for keep
ing United States troops in Somalia is 
whether it makes sense to do so. Let 
me ask my colleagues to examine this 
question with me. 

First, do we have a vital national in
terest at stake in Somalia? I find that 
we do not. No strategic interest, no 
economic lifeline, no concern about de
mocracy compels our military presence 
in Mogadishu and other Somali cities. 

Second, no clear humanit9.rian inter
est remains over which we have con
trol. We came to keep thousands of 
people from starving. We succeeded in 
that mission. Our early mission under 
Operation Provide Hope in Somalia 
provides a model of how military inter
vention can serve humanitarian goals. 

But our troops no longer pursue clear 
humanitarian goals. They have become 
the targets of ambushes and the agents 
of pursuing what are nonhumanitarian 
goals. Our mission has become con
torted into the vague and dangerous 
purauits of nation building or hunting 
down Somali warlords. 

Third, if we were to pursue nation 
building with the prerequisite of root
ing out hostile guerrillas the likes Gen
eral Aideed, then we would have to 
commit overwhelming military forces. 
Neither the President, the Congress, 
nor the American people are prepared 
to do so. Nor is the United Nations or 
the rest of the world, which waited 
until the United States took the initia
tive to keep Somalia from starving to 
death. 

I have no quarrel with restoring civil 
order in Somalia. In fact, I authored a 
law last year which provided resources 
and guidelines for recovery in the Horn 
of Africa. But that law contemplated 
political conflict resoulution and eco
nomic development, not combat mis
sions by heavily armed troops. 

We do have an interest in promoting 
peace, order, and development. But we 
will have to rely on the power of diplo
macy and economic resources, not the 
forces of arms, to achieve those worthy 
goals. And where force is needed as a 
last resort, it must be organized as a 
genuinely multinational effort with 
clear objectives and methods. 

In conclusion, this debate boils down 
to making the right choice. The two ef
fective choices are deploying a much 
larger United States force in Somalia 
to pacify the country, or arranging a 
prompt, orderly withdrawal. 

Unfortunately, the leadership con
sensus resolution proposes neither: It 
amounts to an unsuccessful com
promise that brings no order to Soma
lia nor any assurance of safety for 
American troops. 

We could have decided to follow Gen. 
Colin Powell's advice to never commit 
American forces in hostile zones unless 
we employ overwhelming forces. We 
did not and will not do so. That option 
is not before us tonight. 

THE RIGHT COURSE 

That leaves us with the third and re
maining option: the amendment of
fered by Senator McCAIN. The amend
ment simply limits funding to a 
prompt and orderly withdrawal of U.S. 
forces. It allows U.S. forces to protect 
American lives and secure the return of 
American prisoners of war or any per
sonnel missing in action. It prevents 
our government from keeping forces 
abroad when their mission has ended. 
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I say to my colleagues that, lacking 

a clear and compelling mission for 
United States forces in Somalia, we 
should remove them from harm's way 
and bring them home. Let the strategic 
policy quarterbacks puzzle over global 
pursuits with their computers rather 
than gamble with American lives. Our 
mission is over. Let's leave. 

And last, let us husband our national 
wealth here to form a more perfect 
union, to establish justice, to insure 
domestic tranquility, to promote the 
general welfare, and to secure liberty 
for future generations, even as we play 
a constructive role in the world in pro
moting peace and development. That 
would provide the best way to exercise 
leadership in the international commu
nity. 

To that end, I join in voting for the 
amendment to secure a prompt and or
derly withdrawal of United States 
forces from Somalia. 

DEFENSE CONVERSION 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. I would like to en
gage the distinguished chairman of the 
Defense Appropriations Subcommittee, 
Senator INOUYE, in a colloquy regard
ing some important defense conversion 
programs. 

As '1.1he chairman well knows, reduc
tions in defense spending and military 
base closures have hit Califof'nia espe
cially hard. More than 250,000 defense 
related jobs have been lost in Califor
nia in just the past 2 years, and by 1998, 
California's job loss due to defense 
downsizing and base closures is ex
pected to reach 650,000. From this lat
est base closure round alone, California 
will lose over 70,000 direct and indirect 
jobs, with the vast majority of the loss 
being born by the San Francisco Bay 
AreL . 

I would like to thank the chairman 
for his good work in drafting a com
prehensive Defense appropriations bill. 
In particular, I would like to thank the 
chairman for addressing many issues 
that are important to California and 
the entire Nation. At a time when de
fense downsizing is being felt by com
munities and individuals across the 
country, many of the programs, espe
cially the defense conversion programs, 
are very much welcomed. 

One issue I would like to address re
garding defense conversion programs 
involves action by the House of Rep
resentatives. The House has appro
priated nearly $69 million under oper
ations and maintenance-defense-wide, 
for a number of important defense con
version projects in California. Unfortu
nately, due to budget constraints, the 
Senate Defense Appropriations Sub
committee was unable to fund many 
worthy projects. Specifically, the 
House provided funds for the following: 

California State University system 
at Ford Ord: As one of the largest bases 
in California, Fort Ord's closure will 
have a devastating impact on the Mon
terey area. The reuse and redevelop-

ment plans call for the conversion of 
Fort Ord into a university research in
stitution. The House provided $25 mil
lion for the renovation of buildings at 
Fort Ord. To ensure the successful 
reuse of Fort Ord, I believe these ren
ovation funds are absolutely necessary. 

Monterey Institute Center for Inter
national Trade at Fort Ord: This pro
posed center will integrate business 
training with language skills, knowl
edge of foreign business cultures and 
foreign trade policy, and negotiating 
skills. The center will also build on the 
resources of the Monterey Institute of 
International Studies and the Defense 
Language Institute. This crucial fund
ing will be used to hire additional staff 
and supplement facilities already exist
ing at the Monterey Institute. Again, 
with the adverse impact of Fort Ord's 
closure, I believe this is an ideal de
fense conversion program for the area. 

California statewide economic devel
opment network: This network will 
vastly improve communications be
tween city colleges and businesses. In
creased communication is critical both 
for businesses that are having trouble 
finding workers, and for workers who 
are having trouble finding gainful em
ployment. This innovative program 
will allow displaced defense workers to 
tie into this network and provide them 
with useful information on retraining 
and employment opportunities. 

San Diego statewide economic devel
opment network: This center would re
tain displaced defense workers for jobs 
in California's emerging biomedical, 
environmental, and public health tech
nologies. As the entire State of Califor
nia-and southern California in par
ticular-continues to feel the affects of 
defense downsizing, this worker re
training program will help former de
fense and aerospace workers find jobs 
in a growing industry. 

San Francisco State University Cali
fornia economic recovery and environ
mental restoration project: This 
project will train displaced defense 
workers and disadvantaged youth in 
environmental restoration at closed 
military bases. Displaced workers will 
be given the skills needed for new jobs 
and environmental cleanup will pro
ceed quickly and effectively. As the 
San Francisco Bay Area stands to loose 
six major military bases, this proposal 
could not have come at a better time. 

Mare Island and Charleston Naval 
Shipyards conversion/reuse studies: 
These studies will determine the fea
sibility of converting these shipyards 
from military to commercial work. 
This ideal defense conversion program 
will help transition these shipyards 
and their workers to commercial work 
which could provide employment to 
many of the workers who wo,uld other
wise loose their jobs. 

Workers retraining for environ
mental restoration at Mare Island 
Naval Shipyard: Under this program, 

displaced workers will be retrained for 
the environmental cleanup which will 
be undertaken at Mare Island Naval 
Shipyard. Again, two purposes will be 
served. Displaced workers will be given 
the skills needed for new jobs, and en
vironmental cleanup at. a dangerously 
polluted site will proceed on course. 

I believe it is imperative that we, as 
a nation, do not leave those who helped 
us win the cold war out in the cold. 
That is why I believe it is vital to fund 
these important defense conversion 
programs. 

Therefore, I would like · to request 
that the chairman of the Defense Ap
propriations Subcommittee considers 
adopting the House position which pro
vides $68.5 million for these defense 
conversion programs in fiscal year 1994. 

Mr. INOUYE. I fully understand the 
concerns of the senior Senator from 
California and her interest in defense 
conversion programs. The committee 
received numerous requests from Sen
ators to fund specific defense conver
sion programs. But, as the Senator 
knows, the fiscal constraints facing the 
subcommittee precluded it from fund
ing many worthy programs. There sim
ply is not enough money to go around. 

In our bill the subcommittee pro
motes competition as the best mecha
nism for identifying and funding the 
most meritorious defense conversion 
programs, while recognizing that con
version funds should be targeted to 
areas most adversely affected by de
fense downsizing. We have done this in 
part because of the fiscal constraints 
we face, but only because this is per
haps the fairest way to assure that the 
Government receives the best return 
on its defense conversion dollars. 

Yes, the House added funds for a 
number of defense conversion pro
grams, including those mentioned by 
the distinguished Senator from Califor
nia, but it did so by failing to reason
ably meet the outlay funding targets 
prescribed in the budget resolution. My 
subcommittee's bill meets those outlay 
targets in a responsible manner. 

The senior Senator from California is 
certainly aware of my concern for 
those in her State and throughout this 
Nation who will experience hardship 
due to the defense draw down. I can as
sure her that, as the House and Senate 
meet in conference on this bill, I will 
do the best I can to make sure suffi
cient funds are provided for the most 
deserving of conversion program pro
posals. 

LAW ENFORCEMENT AND HEALTH CARE 
PROVIDER TRAINING 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. I would like to en
gage the distinguished chairman of the 
Defense Appropriations Subcommittee, 
Senator INOUYE, in a colloquy regard
ing an important program that, I be
lieve, is a win-win for the Nation. 

I would like to request that the 
chairman consider adopting the House 
position which provides $50 million for 
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the Department of Defense's proposed 
Law Enforcement and Heal th Care Pro
vider Training Program, better known 
as troops to cops. 

I believe this is an innovative and 
beneficial defense conversion pilot pro
gram. As the Senate Defense Appro
priations Committee report states, this 
program is designed to ease the impact 
of defense downsizing while strengthen
ing local law enforcement health care 
efforts. It will help phase-down the 
military, and phase-up local police and 
heal th care efforts. 

Troops to cops will encourage mili
tary police officers and others with 
military law enforcement experience, 
as well as those individuals who per
form health care tasks, to work for 
State and local police departments and 
heal th care agencies after completion 
of military service. This prcgram 
would help pay the salaries of police of
ficers and nurses-50 percent in the 
first year, 40 percent in the second 
year, and eventually reducing the Fed
eral share to zero over 5 years. Local
ities would still be responsible for 
supplementing the salary and provid
ing the necessary training and equip
men t. 

This program will help put more cops 
on the street and more nurses in the 
hospital. And, it will help ease the im
pact of defense downsizing on those in
dividuals who served our country in 
the Armed Forces. 

The House of Representatives author
ized the Law Enforcement and Health 
Care Provider Training Program in sec
tion 1332 of their version of the fiscal 
year 1994 Defense Authorization Act. 
Though the Senate version did not con
tain a similar provision, I am hopeful 
that after conference, the final version 
of the Defense Authorization Act will 
contain the House language. I further 
believe, and I understand that Chair
man DELLUMS concurs, that if this pro
gram is successful, it should be ex
panded to include all military person
nel who qualify. 

The House of Representatives also 
provided $50 million in fiscal year 1994 
for the program in its version of the 
Defense appropriations bill. Unfortu
nately, due to budget constraints on 
the Senate Appropriations Committee, 
no funds were provided for the program 
in its version of the Defense appropria
tions bill. 

Mr. INOUYE. I understand the con
cerns of the senior Senator from Cali
fornia regarding the Law Enforcement 
and Heal th Care Provider Training 
Program. The subcommittee believes 
this important program could ease the 
transition of certain military person
nel to civilian employment. But, as the 
Senator from California stated, the 
committee faced especially difficult 
constraints this year and was unable to 
fund many worthy projects. 

I assure the Senator, however, that I 
will give every consideration to her re-

quest . when we conduct negotiations 
with the House and will work to secure 
a funding level for this important pro
gram consistent with that authorized. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. I thank the distin
guished chairman very much. 

COUNTERNARCOTICS DRUG INTERDICTION 
PROGRAM 

Mr. MACK. Mr. President, in review
ing the subcommittee's report, I was 
particularly concerned with the section 
entitled "Counternarcotics Drug Inter
diction Overview," wherein the sub
committee expresses concern over the 
efficiency and effectiveness of Depart
ment of Defense counternarcotics ef
forts. The subcommittee further notes 
that DOD is conducting a bottom up 
review of its activities in this area and 
expresses a willingness to reduce fund
ing if the review so recommends. 

While I understand the subcommit
tee's desire to respond to the needs and 
recommendations of the Department of 
Defense, I am concerned about the 
problems which might arise if the DOD 
review suggests a decrease in funding 
and the subcommittee responds in 
kind, for I fear that such a reduction 
would be deeply harmful to the war 
against drugs. 

I have every confidence that the dis
tinguished chairman and ranking mem
ber of the subcommittee understand 
the concerns which my State of Florida 
and other coastal and border States 
would have if Federal support for ongo
ing interdiction efforts were suddenly 
reduced. And I ask them, should DOD 
recommend a reduction in their inter
diction effort, will the committee hold 
hearings and receive testimony during 
fiscal year 1994 about the impact such 
reductions might have on ongoing ef
forts to control the flood of narcotics 
into the United States, and the impact 
of such changes on relevant agencies, 
State and local law enforcement offi
cials, and DOD representatives. 

Mr. INOUYE. I understand the con
cerns of the Senator from Florida, and 
express to him my willingness to hold 
a hearing in the coming year on the 
role of DOD in their counternarcotics 
mission, including their coordination 
with relevant agencies, as well as State 
and local law enforcement officials. 

Mr. STEVENS. My colleague, Sen
ator MACK, raises a legitimate concern. 
Clearly, our coastal and border commu
nities deserve due consideration as 
they would bear the brunt of any re
duction in counternarcotics efforts. 
The committee has held hearings on 
this matter in the past and is certainly 
willing to work with him on any future 
hearings. 

Mr. MACK. I have seen persuasive in
formation indicating that DOD inter
diction efforts have been successful in 
the past, including testimony from 
DOD to the Armed Services Committee 
while I was a member of that commit
tee. I look forward to working with the 
chairman, the ranking member, and 

the subcommittee in the coming year, 
to ensure that this information is 
given full consideration when the vital 
matter of DOD's involvement in 
counternarcotics operations is taken 
up for fiscal year 1995. 

I thank the managers for their will
ingness to work with America's coastal 
and border States as they struggle to 
control the urban plague drugs have 
wrought upon our inner cities. 

F-14 AIR-TO-GROUND UPGRADE PROGRAM 

Mr. MACK. Mr. President, I rise in 
opposition to the portion of the defense 
appropriations bill which reduces 
RDT&E funding for the F-14 air-to
ground upgrade program. In August of 
1991, during debate of the Defense au
thorization bill, I addressed the issue of 
the future of naval aviation before this 
body. At that time, I supported the 
Navy's need to sustain its medium at
tack capability in the face of a rapidly 
declining Defense budget, but criticized 
the Navy's decision to terminate the 
best fighter aircraft in its inventory: 
the F-14D. 

Since April 1991, two decisions by the 
Department of Defense have fundamen
tally changed the future of naval avia
tion: cancellation of the A-X, and the 
decision to retire the A--6 early. In so 
doing, the Navy has chosen to place the 
future of naval aviation on the shoul
ders of the F/A-18E/F. My views on the 
F/A-18 are well known, and I will not 
reiterate them here; however, our expe
rience in Desert Stonn clearly illus
trates why we must cJntinue to field 
survivable, capable, and long-range 
strike aircraft. While the Navy canter
minate programs, it cannot terminate 
requirements. The simple act of cancel
ling the A-X and retiring the A--6 early 
did not make the long-range, precision, 
all-weather medium attack require
ment go away. And those same capa
bilities are essential for any aircraft 
which is to replace the A--6. 

In testimony before the House Armed 
Services Committee just 2 years ago, 
Chief of Naval Operations Frank Kelso 
said: 

The ability to strike at night and in all 
types of weather, when the enemy's defen
sive systems are least effective, is essential 
to operate against the difficult and highly 
sophisticated air defenses which are pro
liferating to many countries around the 
world. * * * Additionally, any follow-on to 
the A-6 has to carefully balance the require
ment for extended operational range with 
the need for maximum payload. Longer 
ranges provide the ability to launch sooner, 
achieve tactical surprise, capitalize on the 
mobility of the battle group, hold more tar
gets at risk, and strike deeper into enemy 
territory. 

The admiral clearly stated that range, 
payload, and survivability are the cor
nerstones of power projection, which 
allow us to proceed with as few politi
cal restraints as possible. So, what has 
changed in the past 2 years to make 
this requirement disappear? I submit 
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that current events in Bosnia and So
malia only serve to further dem
onstrate the continued need for our 
Navy to be able to project credible 
military power from the sea in all 
kinds of weather. 

Although the Senate Defense Appro
priations Subcommittee rightly ad
dressed the issue of the early retire
ment of the A--6E, and endorsed the 
need to upgrade the F-14 with air-to
ground capability, I am gravely con
cerned that the subcommittee appears 
to believe that upgrading the F-14 with 
a robust, precision, all-weather attack 
capability, which we currently possess 
in the A--6E, is militarily unjustified. If 
we are to retire the A--6E early, and the 
Navy agrees that all-weather attack 
capability is still required, why not up
grade the F-14 with such capability 
until the next generation strike air
craft is available? 

It is instructive to note that the 
other body wants to give the F-14 such 
precision, all-weather capability based 
on the F-14D aircraft. I hope that dur
ing conference negotiations, my col
leagues in the Senate will see the wis
dom of giving the F-14 this capability, 
which is remarkably similar to the F-
15E Strike Eagle's, which proved so 
valuable in Desert Storm. To that end, 
when conference begins, I would ask 
my colleagues to reconsider their deci
sion to cut F-14 RDT&E development 
funding and instruct the Navy to up
grade existing F-14's with precision, 
all-weather, strike capability. 

This decision is not a trivial. For as 
the defense budget continues to de
cline, we must make optimum use of 
every defense dollar. The F-14 upgrade 
represents such wisdom. 

UNANIMOUS-CONSENT AGREE-
MENT-CONFERENCE REPORT ON 
H.R. 2518 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that at 7:30 p.m. 
this evening the Chair lay before the 
Senate the conference report on H.R. 
2518, the Labor-HHS appropriations 
bill; that the yeas and nays be ordered 
on the conference report; that a vote 
on the conference report occur at 7:35 
p.m. this evening; that upon the dis
position of the conference report the 
motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table; that the Senate, without any in
tervening action or debate, concur en 
bloc in the House amendments to the 
Senate amendments; that the motions 
to reconsider be laid on the table en 
bloc; and that any statements thereon 
appear in the appropriate place in the 
RECORD as though read. 

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

UNANIMOUS-CONSENT AGREE-
MENT-CONFERENCE REPORT ON 
H.R. 2446 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that at 9:30 a.m. on 
Tuesday, October 19, the Chair lay be
fore the Senate the conference report 
accompanying H.R. 2446, the military 
construction appropriations bill; that 
upon disposition of the conference re
port, the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table; further that the Senate 
concur, en bloc, with the amendments 
of the House with the amendments of 
the Senate; that the motions to recon
sider be laid upon the table, en bloc, 
with all of the above occurring without 
intervening action or debate; that var
ious statements and colloquies regard
ing the conference report be placed in 
the RECORD at an appropriate place as 
if read. 

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

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I now 
ask that it be in order to request the 
yeas and nays on adoption of the mili
tary construction appropriations con
ference report. 

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

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I now 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the vote occur 
at 9:30 a.m. on Tuesday, October 19. 

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

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I 
thank my colleagues for their coopera
tion. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I now 
ask for the yeas and nays on the con
ference report on the Labor-HHS ap
propriations bill this evening. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, under 

this schedule a vote will occur on the 
Labor-HHS conference report at 7:35 
p.m. this evening; a vote will occur on 
the military constructions appropria
tions bill conference report at 9:30 a.m. 
tomorrow. 

Mr. CHAFEE. Mr. President, could I 
ask the distinguished majority leader 
if that will be the only vote tonight. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That will be the 
only vote this evening. 

I thank the colleagues for their co
operation. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. President, you have a 
unanimous consent agreement, I be
lieve, before the Senate for Labor-HHS 
at 7:30. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen
ate is correct. 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, HEALTH 
AND HUMAN SERVICES, AND 
EDUCATION, AND RELATED 
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS 
ACT, 199~CONFERENCE REPORT 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the clerk will re
port the conference report on H.R. 2518. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

The committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H.R. 2518) having met, after full 
and free conference, have agreed to rec
ommend and do recommend to their re
spective Houses this report, signed by 
all of the conferees. 

The Senate proceeded to the consid
eration of the conference report. 

(The conference report is printed in 
the House proceedings of the RECORD of 
October 5, 1993.) 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to report to the Members of the 
Senate that we have a very success
ful-and a very short-conference with 
the House. Not only were we able to 
preserve all the important funding ini
tiatives of the Senate, as well as those 

· of the administration, but we com
pleted acti.on on all 135 Senate amend
ments to the House bill in a record 2112 
hours. 

The conference agreement now before 
us is within our subcommittee's 602(b) 
ceiling and is well below the level re
quested by the President. The con
ference agreement totals $261.1 billion. 
Of that total, $67 .2 billion is for discre
tionary budget authority under the di
rect control of the subcommittee. The 
remaining $193.8 billion is for manda
tory programs funded by our sub
committee. 

I am particularly proud that the con
ferees have reached this agreement 
without resorting to any budgetary 
gimmicks. This report does not use any 
delayed obligations, nor does it impose 
an across-the-board cut of programs 
within our bill. 

Mr. President, there are many impor
tant features of this bill, but for the 
sake of time, I would like to mention 
just a few highlights. 

The conference agreement includes 
$1.475 billion .for the Low Income Home 
Energy Program, which represents a 
$38 million increase over last year's 
level. This also includes advance fund
ing for program year 1995, as was pre
viously authorized. 

For immunization, the conference re
port provides a $187 million increase, 
for a total of $528 million the con
ference agreement includes a $550 mil
lion increase over fiscal year 1993 for 
Head Start. 

This report includes a $630 million, or 
6.1 percent, increase for the National 
Institutes of Health, reflecting the con
ference's strong belief that the NIH is a 
vital investment program for our Na
tion. 
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For rural heal th, the conference rec

ommended more than $190 million for 
rural health programs, including the 
National Health Service Corps, rural 
heal th outreach, rural heal th research, 
rural hospital transition grants, and 
essential access community hospitals. 
In addition, $663 million is provided for 
community and migrant health cen
ters. 

I am also pleased that the conference 
recommended a $37 million increase for 
the substance abuse block grant, for a 
total of $1.167 billion. 

For the Department of Labor, the 
conference report provided an addi
tional $206 million for the Summer 
Youth Employment Program for the 
summer of 1994. This figure will assure 
that the Department has sufficient pro
grams to maintain the same number of 
slots next summer as were provided for 
the summer of 1993. In addition, the 
conferees recommended $100 million for 
the joint Department of Labor and De
partment of Education school-to-work 
transition initiative. 

Finally, the conference report pro
vided a total of $225 million for the ad
ministration's education reform initia
tives, including Goals 2000 and Safe 
Schools. For chapter I, the conferees 
recommended a $211 million increase 
over fiscal year 1993 levels. 

I also publicly thank Chairman 
NATCHER, my House counterpart, and 
his ranking member, Congressman 
PORTER, for their excellent cooperation 
this year. Their hard work and assist
ance was essential to completing this 
year's conference in record time. Con
gressman NATCHER is a true gentleman 
and a great appropriator, and I am 
proud to have had the opportunity to 
work so closely with him for the 4 
years I have served as chairman of the 
Labor, HHS, and Education Sub
committee. 

I now yield to Senator SPECTER, my 
ranking member, for any comments he 
may wish to make. I am deeply in
debted to Senator SPECTER and his 
staff for his excellent advise and his as
sistance throughout this process. Sen
ator SPECTER'S counsel is reflected 
throughout the process, beginning with 
hearings earlier this year, committee 
markup, and now conference. I am 
most grateful for all his help and as
sistance in bringing this bill to the 
floor. 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I join 
the chairman of the subcommittee, the 
distinguished Senator from Iowa, in 
supporting the conference report that 
is before the Senate today. I want to 
take this opportunity to thank Senator 
HARKIN as well as the other members of 
the subcommittee for bringing before 
the Senate such a comprehensive bill 
under very tight budget c.eilings. I also 
want to take this opportunity to thank 
the conferees for their willingness to 
compromise to bring about a swift res
olution to the differences between the 
House and Senate versions of the bill. 

The conference agreement before us 
today totals more than $261.1 billion, 
including $67 .2 billion in discretionary 
spending and addresses programs that 
improve the public health, educate our 
children, and retrain this Nation's 
work force. 

LIHEAP 

For the Low-Income Energy Assist
ance Program, which is of vital impor
tance to the people of the Common
weal th of Pennsylvania, the conference 
agreement includes $1,475,000,000. This 
is somewhat less than the Senate rec
ommendation of $1,507,408,000, but con
siderably above the funding level for 
the 1993 program. In addition, the 
President has the authority to request, 
on an emergency basis, $600,000,000 to 
meet unforseen energy needs. The 
House had not recommended any funds 
for this program and there was much 
debate during conference deliberations 
in order to come to agreement on this 
issue. 

BIOMEDICAL RESEARCH 

The conference agreement contains 
$10.9 billion for the National Institutes 
of Health, an increase of over $600 mil
lion above the fiscal year 1993 appro
priation. The increase provided will en
able scientists to pursue the most 
promising avenues of research into 
such dreaded diseases as AIDS, cancer, 
Alzheimer's, heart disease, mental dis
orders, and other illnesses that con
tinue to plague the citizens of this Na
tion. 

BREAST CANCER 

Breast cancer is the second leading 
cause of cancer deaths among women, 
surpassed only by lung cancer. The 
conference agreement provides for an 
expanded breast cancer research pro
gram in fiscal year 1994. The amount 
recommended includes a total of $78 
million for grants to States to develop 
comprehensive screening and education 
programs. 

LOW-BIRTHWEIGHT BABIES 

It is a human tragedy for a child to 
be born weighing 16 ounces with at
tendant problems which last a lifetime. 
I first saw a 1-pound baby in 1984 and it 
was an amazing thing for me to see a 
child of this size-about as big as my 
hand. Each year, about 7 percent, or 
287 ,000, of the 4,100,000 babies born in 
the United States are of low 
birthweight and therefore, at far great
er risk of death or disability. 

It is generally recognized that pre
natal care that begins in the first 
weeks of pregnancy and is appropriate 
to the mother's level of health risk can 
effectively prevent low birthweight 
births and improve birth outcomes. To 
address this issue, the conference 
agreement contains $1.6 billion, an in
crease of $104 million over the fiscal 
year 1993 level, for programs which sup
port education, counseling, and pre
natal services for pregnant women and 
women of child-bearing age who are at 
risk for poor birth outcomes. 

FAMILY VIOLENCE 

It is estimated that three to four mil
lion American women are battered 
each year; battering is the single larg
est cause of injury to women. The con
ference agreement includes $27.6 mil
lion, an increase of $3 billion over last 
year's appropriation, to provide imme
diate shelter for these women and their 
children. In addition, $9.8 million has 
been provided to the Centers for Dis
ease Control and Prevention to imple
ment a national program to prevent vi
olence against women. 

EDUCATION 

To strengthen this Nation's edu
cational system, the conference agree
ment includes $28.7 billion, including $8 
billion for student aid programs. The 
agreement also has restored campus
based aid programs to the fiscal year 
1993 funding levels, and provides for a 
maximum Pell grant award of $2,300. 

For education for disadvantaged chil
dren, the agreement provides $6.9 bil
lion, an increase of $215.5 million over 
the fiscal year 1993 level. Capital Ex
penses for private schools has increased 
to $41.4 million and the Even Start 
Program, funded as $89.1 million has 
increased to $91.3 million. 

The agreement also includes $146.3 
million for library programs, which re
stores $31.3 million in funding cuts pro
posed by the administration. 

BLACK LUNG COST-OF-LIVING INCREASE 

For those in this country who have 
been disabled by black lung disease or 
their survivors, the conference agree
ment exempts these beneficiaries from 
the freeze on the cost-of-living adjust
ments for next year. This language will 
permit a 2.2-percent pay increase to 
take effect in January of 1994. 

JOB TRAINING 

A total of $5 billion is included in the 
conference agreement for training and 
employment programs for this coun
try's adults and youth. The title III 
program to retrain dislocated workers 
is increased from $566 million to over 
$1.1 billion, and title II-B Summer 
Youth Employment Program is ex
panded modestly to afford this Nation's 
you th employment opportunities. 
HEALTH CARE PROGRAM ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS 

On Thursday of last week I spoke 
briefly on the Senate floor about the 
administrative aspects of President 
Clinton's proposed heal th care reform 
program. At the time, I stated that I 
share the objective of President Clin
ton to provide comprehensive heal th 
care for all Americans, but expressed 
reservations about the size of the bu
reaucracy and the cost of administra
tion of the President's reform proposal. 
As the Senate considers the conference 
report accompanying H.R. 2418.. the 
Labor, HHS, and Education and related 
agencies appropriations bill for fiscal 
year 1994, I want to reiterate those con
cerns. For I fear, that much of the ad
ministrative costs associated with the 
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plan will be borne by the Appropria
tions Committee generally, and more 
specifically, the Labor, HHS, and Edu
cation subcommittee. 

The conference agreement before the 
Senate today includes over $5.6 billion 
to help cover the State, local and Fed
eral administrative costs of the Medic
aid and Medicare Programs. In fiscal 
year 1993, over $18.3 billion was appro
priated in the Labor, HHS, and Edu
cation Appropriations bill for adminis
trative costs, $14.3 billion of which was 
for the administrative expenses of the 
Department of Health and Human 
Services. Increasingly, the subcommit
tee is finding it difficult to meet both 
the service demands and the adminis
trative costs of federally supported 
programs within the limited funding 
available. 

With funding for discretionary pro
grams frozen over the next 4 years, it is 
essential that the Appropriations Com
mittee, and the Congress, understand 
clearly the costs the committee would 
be forced to bear under the President's 
reform proposal. So I asked my staff to 
make a list of the new and expanded 
administrative agencies and costs asso
ciated with the plan. I was surprised, 
Mr. President, to find that the plan in
cludes 77 new entities, agencies, com
missions, councils, and advisory 
groups, and at least 54 existing entities 
will have new or expanded responsibil
ities or other functional changes. 

Under the President's plan there 
would be a national health board over
seeing the en tire program with enor
mous powers, which have yet to be 
fully delineated. There is a very com
plicated system of regional, State, and 
corporate heal th alliances. The plan 
expands the programmatic, adminis
trative, enforcement, and regulatory 
responsibilities of the Secretaries of 
Labor and Heal th and Human Services 
as well increases the role of the Sec
retary of Education in comprehensive 
health education. 

Chairman HARKIN and I currently 
face great difficulty in allocating the 
limited funds to the existing programs, 
such as medical research at the Na
tional Institutes of Health, the Low In
come Home Energy Assistance Pro
gram, job training for disadvantaged 
youth and dislocated workers, elemen
tary and secondary education pro
grams, and student financial assist
ance. In reviewing these programs and 
responsibilities and looking over the 
work of the Labor, Health and Human 
Services and Education Subcommittee, 
I am concerned about how we will pay 
for the agencies, advisory commis
sions, and expanded administrative re
sponsibilities that the health reform 
plan would set up. 

We do want to be sure that the 37 
million Americans now not covered are 
covered. We want to be sure that when 
a man or woman changes jobs, that 
that person will be able to have health 

coverage in his or her new job regard
less of health status and regardless of 
this change in employment. 

We want to be sure that the escalat
ing costs of care are reduced. But we 
have to be certain in this whole process 
that we do not unduly impact or harm 
the existing health care system which 
does cover 86 percent of the American 
people and which delivers the finest 
health care in the world. We also need 
to be sure that this process does not 
cripple the Appropriations Commit
tee's ability to provide support for the 
broad array of existing education, 
training and human service programs 
which deliver services to our most vul
nerable citizens. It, therefore, is my in
tention to request the Government Ac
counting Office to conduct an in-depth 
analysis of the Federal administrative 
costs associated with the President's 
health care reform plan once it is sub
mitted to the Congress in legislative 
form. 

In closing, Mr. President, I again 
want to thank Senator HARKIN and his 
staff and the other Senators on the 
subcommittee for their cooperation in 
a very tough budget year. 

Mr. President, this is an extraor
dinarily difficult subcommittee. Of the 
13, I think none is harder than perhaps 
this, and perhaps this is the hardest in 
trying to allocate funds among health 
and human services with the National 
Institutes of Health and the various 
diseases, education, and labor and 
safety. 

But we have made the allocations as 
best we could, and we have gone 
through a conference with the House, 
ironing out a great many differences of 
opinion. We are pleased to submit it to 
the full membership for a vote at this 
time. 

Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, I 
wanted to engage in a brief colloquy 
with the managers of the legislation 
before us. I wish to call attention to 
the need to improve coordination and 
collaboration among Federal depart
ments and agencies of social services 
programs. This is not my idea alone by 
a longshot. Last year this body passed 
provisions in H.R. 11 to require a coop
erative analysis of AFDC, Medicaid, 
and food stamps rules, and the Vice 
President's Report of the National Per
formance Review, "Creating a Govern
ment That Works Better and Costs 
Less," suggests the same. 

In this regard, I hope that the De
partment of Health and Human Serv
ices will cooperate with the Depart
ment of Agriculture on an analysis of 
these programs that shows how their 
rules differ; what benefits might result 
from eliminating differences; which 
rules require statutory action to 
achieve uniformity; and which rules 
could be made more uniform without 
statutory amendment. The analysis 
should evaluate program rules related 
to administrative procedures, defini-

tions of countable income, definitions · 
of income disregards and exemptions, 
quality control sanctions and incen
tives to combat fraud, work and train
ing requirements and programs, and 
the child support enforcement pro
gram. I would hope that the Depart
ments could provide this report to the 
committee prior to next year's hear
ings. 

Mr. HARKIN. I thank the distin
guished Senator from South Carolina 
for raising this issue and agree with his 
statements on this point. An analysis 
of overlapping rules in these programs 
will provide a basis for streamlining 
administration and improving services. 
A timely report would be very helpful 
to this committee and to others. 

Mr. SPECTER. I also thank the dis
tinguished Senator and the Chairman 
for their interest in cutting redtape 
and improving services. I think this is 
something we all can agree on and look 
forward to receiving this review. 

Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, I join 
the chairman of the subcommittee, the 
distinguished Senator from Iowa, in 
supporting the conference report that 
is before the Senate today. I commend 
Senators HARKIN and SPECTER, as well 
as the other members of the sub
committee, for crafting such a well 
balanced bill in a very difficult budget 
year. 

This agreement con ta ins $261.1 bil
lion, including $67.2 billion in discre
tionary spending, and encompasses a 
wide range of programs which will im
prove job opportunities, increase edu
cation excellence, and expand medical 
research. 

MEDICAL RESEARCH 

The conference agreement before us 
today contains $10.9 billion to continue 
the support of the National Institutes 
of Health. This is an increase of over 
$600 million from the fiscal year 1993 
appropriated level and $288 million 
above the President's budget. This in
crease of 6 percent will expand medical 
research into the causes, treatment, 
and cures of the vast array of diseases 
and illnesses that are only beginning to 
be understood. Maintaining a strong 
commitment to medical research must 
be a central mechanism in any strat
egy to contain the escalating costs of 
heal th care in this country and I am 
pleased the conference agreement re
flects that commitment. 

Specific increases have been provided 
to continue research on Alzheimer's 
disease, a disease that affects 4 million 
Americans. Funding for research on 
AIDS is expected to be $1.3 billion in 
fiscal year 1994, an increase of $227 mil
lion. In addition, high priority has been 
placed on expanding support for re
search on breast, ovarian and prostate 
cancers, on heart disease, on mental 
health, on skin and muscle diseases, 
and on the development of better hear
ing aids for the millions of Americans 
afflicted with poor hearing. The agree
ment also contains first time funding 
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for a National Center for Sleep Dis
orders Research which will work close
ly with other sleep-related research 
currently being undertaken by a vari
ety of institutes at the NIH. 

COMMISSION ON SOCIAL SECURITY NOTCH 

Mr. President, the conference agree
ment contains $1.8 million to fund the 
Commission on Social Security Notch. 
There is a great deal of concern among 
many Social Security beneficiaries in 
Oregon, and throughout the country, 
regarding inequities in benefit levels. 
Action needs to be taken to answer 
these concerns and resolve this matter. 
This special Commission will examine 
the notch controversy; whether inequi
ties exist in the treatment of Social 
Security beneficiaries born in different 
years; if legislative action should be 
taken to correct any inequities; and 
the effect of any such legislation on 
the Social Security trust fund. 

DISLOCATED WORKERS 

The agreement contains $1.1 billion 
to assist States in retraining dis
located workers. This $551.3 million in
crease will provide much needed assist
ance to dislocated workers in Oregon 
and the Pacific Northwest. These addi
tional funds combined with increases 
contained in the fiscal year 1993 appro
priations bill will help promote a rapid 
extension of services for disabled tim
ber workers throughout the Northwest. 

FAMILY VIOLENCE 

Battering is the single largest cause 
of injury to women and the medical 
costs associated with family violence 
totals over $3.5 billion annually. The 
agreement before us today, includes 
$27 .6 million, a $3 million increase 
above last year's amount. These funds 
will support grants to centers to pro
vide immediate shelter for battered 
women and their children. In addition, 
$9.8 million has been appropriated to 
the Centers for Disease Control and 
Prevention to implement a national 
program to prevent violence against 
women. 

EDUCATION 

Mr. President, by far the most direct, 
rewarding, and important investment 
in our youth is education. The con
ference agreement provides $28.7 billion 
for education programs. I am also 
pleased to report that funding for Ei
senhower math and science programs 
has been increased to $251 million. Also 
included, at my urging, is $13.9 million 
for math and science consortia and $5.4 
million for clearinghouse activities. 
Funding for campus-based aid pro
grams has been restored to the fiscal 
year 1993 appropriation's level, and the 
Pell grant award will continue at the 
fiscal year 1993 maximum of $2,300. 
Again, this year, the bill provides $146.3 
million for library services and con
struction, career training and literacy 
programs, an increase of $31.5 million 
above the amount requested by the ad
ministration. For preschool children, 

the agreement provides $3.3 billion for 
Head Start programs, an increase of 
$550 million over fiscal year 1993. 

URBAN GRANTS 

Finally, Mr. President, urban univer
sities in this Nation play an important 
role in meeting the needs and address
ing the priori ties of the cities in which 
they are located. The conference agree
ment includes $9.4 million to provide 
grants to urban universities to stimu
late community involvement, improve 
education and health, reduce crime, 
and enhance economic development. 

Again Mr. President, I want to thank 
the distinguished chairman and rank
ing minority member of the sub
committee, Senators HARKIN and SPEC
TER, for their work. 

Mr. DOMENIC!. Mr. President, I rise 
in support of the conference agreement 
to H.R. 2518, the Labor, Health and 
Human Services, and Education appro
priations bill for fiscal year 1993. 

The conference agreement provides 
$223.5 billion in budget authority and 
$183 billion in new outlays for pro
grams of the Department of Labor, 
Health and Human Services, Education 
and related agencies for fiscal year 
1994. When adjustments are made for 
prior-year outlays and other completed 
actions, the bill as adjusted totals 
$263.4 billion in budget authority and 
outlays for fiscal year 1994. 

On the whole this is a good bill. I am 
pleased that the conference agreement 
stays below its 602(b) allocation and 
that budget gimmickry has been kept 
to a minimum. 

I share the President's concern about 
a $600 million contingency fund for 
LIHEAP that must be designated as 
emergency spending to be released. 
These are expenses that can be antici
pated and should be funded through the 
regular appropriations process. 

I am pleased that an amendment I 
had adopted during the Senate consid
eration of the bill to direct funding to 
the Pell grant shortfall was retained in 
conference. As I said, at that time, if 
education reform legislation is not en
acted, there is no better use for those 
funds than to meet our previous obliga
tions under the Pell grant program. 

I am pleased however, that language 
was dropped from the bill, which would 
have denied Social Security disability 
payments to individuals confined in 
asylums as a result of court proceed
ings where in some cases, the individ
uals were found innocent by reason of 
insanity. 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF MENTAL HEALTH 

The conference report provides $613.4 
million in funding for the NIMH, a 5.2 
percent increase over fiscal year 1993 
funding. This increase will allow the 
institute to continue its many worth
while research initiatives, providing 
hope and promise to millions of indi
viduals and their families in this coun
try and around the world. 

I am disappointed that the $15 mil
lion increase in the discretionary fund 

of the Director of NIH was not accom
modated in the conference report. The 
Senate recommended that $12 million 
of this amount be devoted to the high 
priority research initiative known as 
the "Decade of the Brain." Instead, $7.5 
million was provided with no specific 
directive to support the "Decade of the 
Brain" activities. 

It is my hope that the "Decade of the 
Brain" will receive recognition and 
support by the Director, and that the 
NIMH will be recognized for the signifi
cant role it plays as one of the two lead 
institutes in this effort. 

HEALTH CARE FOR THE HOMELESS 

The conference report provides $63 
million for Health Care for the Home
less. This is $3 million higher than the 
Senate-passed bill and $5 million high
er than the fiscal year 1993 appropria
tion. I am encouraged by the support 
for this program which provides pri
mary health care to homeless individ
uals, many of whom are mentally ill. 

CENTERS FOR DISEASE CONTROL 

While lower than the Senate-passed 
level of $10 million, I am pleased that 
the conference report provides a S7.5 
million increase for infectious disease 
research at the CDC. 

This past May, the Four Corners area 
of New Mexico, Arizona, Colorado, and 
Utah experienced an outbreak of an un
usual respiratory illness associated 
with a previously unrecognized 
hantavirus. Seventy-five percent of 
those who have contracted this illness 
have died. I know that these funds will 
provide great assistance in the re
sponse to and hopeful eradication of 
this illness. 

NATIONAL YOUTH SPORTS 

Finally, I cosponsored an amendment 
during Senate floor consideration of 
H.R. 2518 to increase funding for the 
National Youth Sports Program to $12 
million. I am pleased that the con
ferees retained this language and in
cluded a 29-percent matching require
ment and competitive bidding. This 
will result in more and stronger pro
grams for our young people. 

It is my belief that providing rec
reational opportunities for young peo
ple will help build their self-esteem and 
discourage them from involvements in 
unsafe and unhealthy behavior such as 
drug and alcohol use and gang involve
ment. 

I thank the conferees for their sup
port for many important initiatives 
and urge the adoption of the conference 
report. 

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I 
rise to discuss the fate of two amend
ments that I offered during consider
ation of the Treasury-Postal and 
Labor-llllS appropriations bills. My 
amendments, PRO-FEDS, which would 
have made all Federal buildings 
smokefree and PRO-KIDS, which would 
have made all federally funded chil
dren's programs smokefree, were both 
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adopted by the Senate but unfortu
nately both were dropped by the re
spective conferees. I take the floor 
today to express my displeasure with 
these developments and to let my col
leagues know that I will be back again 
to offer these amendments to the next 
appropriate legislative vehicles. 

Mr. President, this is not a threat. It 
is a promise. 

Before I explain what happened to 
both of these amendments. I want to 
first remind my colleagues about the 
contents of an EPA report that was re
leased on January 7, 1993. This report 
concluded the following: 

Secondhand smoke is a group A car
cinogen, in the same class as benzene, 
asbestos, and arsenic. 

Secondhand smoke causes 3,000 lung 
cancer deaths per year. 

Secondhand smoke adversely affects 
children and is associated with thou
sands of lower respiratory infections, 
hv::;pitalizations, and asthmatic exacer
bations each year among our youth. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent to have printed in the RECORD the 
following EPA brochure entitled "Sec
ondhand Smoke," which details these 
findings, at the conclusion of my re
marks. 

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

(See exhibit 1.) 
Mr. LAUTENBERG. Now I would like 

to take my colleagues through what 
has happened to my amendments to 
protect adults and children from sec
ondhand smoke. First, during Senate 
consideration of the Treasury-Postal 
appropriations bill I offered an amend
ment to make all Federal buildings 
smokefree, including congressional 
buildings. 

I wanted our policy in Federal build
ings to be consistent. Right now, all 
HHS, EPA, Veterans Affairs and Postal 
Service buildings are smokefree. It is 
no surprise to me that the public 
health officials at HHS and EPA urged 
their respective agencies to be smoke 
free. 

Mr. President, when I offered this 
amendment, I entered into a time 
agreement of 1 hour. In return for this 
time agreement, I agreed not to ask for 
a rollcall vote. I felt compelled to do 
this because there were threats of a fil
ibuster against my amendment, which 
would have delayed action on the 
Treasury-Postal appropriations bill in
definitely. 

At the end of debate on my amend
ment, the Senate adopted my amend
ment by a voice vote on August 3, 1993. 
Even though there was not a rollcall 
vote, I believe that there is overwhelm
ing support for this amendment in the 
Senate. 

In September, the Treasury-Postal 
conferees convened to work out the dif
ferences between the House and Senate 
bills. My amendment to make Federal 
buildings smokefree was not included 

in the House bill, therefore it was a so
called conferenceable item. 

On September 9, 1993, I wrote to Sen
ator DECONCINI asking him to retain 
my amendment in the final conference 
report. I ask that this letter be printed 
in the RECORD following my remarks. 

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

(See exhibit 2.) 
Mr. LAUTENBERG. Just prior to 

this, Congressman RICHARD DURBIN and 
36 other House Members wrote to Con
gressman HOYER, chairman of the 
House Treasury-Postal Appropriations 
Subcommittee, asking him to accept 
the Lautenberg amendment. 

I want to point out to my colleagues 
that the distinguished Senator from 
Arizona, chairman of the Treasury
Postal Appropriations Subcommittee, 
supported my amendment and he 
fought for it in conference. I want to 
publicly commend him for these ef
forts. 

Unfortunately. the House conferees 
insisted on their position and my 
amendment was dropped. At this point 
I would like to read from an August 4, 
1993 article in the Louisville-Courier 
Post, where a reporter wrote: 

(Senator) Ford's strategy was to let the 
amendment go through with relatively little 
stir. and then try to kill it in the upcoming 
House-Senate conference where he" will have 
an influential ally in Rep. William Natcher 
D-Bowling Green. Chairman of the House 
Appropriations Committee. 

I ask unanimous consent that a copy 
of this article be printed in the RECORD 
following my remarks. 

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

(See Exhibit 3.) 
Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I 

was not a conferee on the Treasury
Postal appropriations bill, so I cannot 
confirm or substantiate this account of 
what was going to happen to my PRO
FEDS amendment. However, when I 
read the conference report language re
garding my amendment I noticed some 
inconsistency. After the amendment 
that eliminated my provision, the con
ferees stated the following: 

The conferees have agreed to eliminate 
this Senate provision which established a 
nonsmoking policy for federal buildings. The 
language proposed by the Senate is legisla
tive in nature and is currently under consid
eration by the appropriate legislative Com
mittees. 

Mr. President, I read this to mean 
that the conferees did not want to at
tach a legislative provision to an ap
propriations bill. 

Mr. President, I have heard this ob
jection many times. Members of Con
gress often say that a certain provision 
doesn't belong in an appropriations bill 
because it is legislation in nature. But 
in this case, Mr. President, I believe 
that my PRO-FEDS amendment was 
dropped because of subst;:Lntive objec
tions. 

If the conferees dropped every provi
sion in this Treasury-Postal con-

ference report that was legislation, 
there would not be much of a bill left. 
The Treasury-Postal conference report 
contains numerous legislative provi
sions that were agreed to by the con- · 
ferees. There is even an entire title of 
authorizing legislation regarding the 
revenue foregone program. This provi
sion, eight pages in length, makes per
manent statutory changes to title 39 of 
the United States Code. 

Therefore, it appears that those con
ferees who objected to my amendment 
because it was legislation on an appro
priations bill also agreed to a whole 
host of other legislative provisions. 

The fate of my PRO-KIDS amend
ment was strikingly similar. My PRO
KIDS amendment, which would have 
made all federally funded children's 
programs smoke free, was also dropped 
by the Labor-HHS conferees. 

Mr. President, on September 28, 1993, 
the Senate passed my PRO-KIDS 
amendment to the fiscal year 1994 
Labor-HHS appropriations bill by an 
overwhelming vote of 95 to 3. Even the 
distinguished Senator from Kentucky, 
the majority whip, who controlled time 
in opposition to my amendment and 
expressed some concerns about my pro
posal on the floor, voted for my amend
ment. 

Mr. President, following the adoption 
of my amendment and the passage of 
the Labor-HHS bill, I wrote to Senator 
HARKIN and the other Senate conferees 
urging them to retain the PRO-KIDS 
amendment in the final conference re
port. I ask unanimous consent that a 
copy of my letter to Senator HARKIN be 
printed in the RECORD following my re
marks. 

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

(See exhibit 4.) 
Mr. LAUTENBERG. I want to com

mend the Senator from Iowa, the dis
tinguished chairman of the Labor-HHS 
Appropriations Subcommittee for his 
efforts to retain my amendment in con
ference. He not only voted for this 
amendment but he is also an original 
cosponsor of the PRO-KIDS bill that I 
introduced in January of this year. He 
has also been a leader in the fight 
against the tobacco companies pushing 
their products on our Nation's chil
dren. 

Despite the overwhelming support for 
my amendment, the conferees dropped 
PRO-KIDS. I am not certain why it 
was dropped. Once again, like the 
Treasury-Postal appropriations bill, 
the Labor-HHS conference report con
tains numerous legislative provisions 
including the so-called Hyde amend
ment which the Senate Parliamentar
ian has confirmed is legislation on an 
appropriations bill. Thus, the argu
ment that PRO-KIDS was dropped be
cause it is legislative in nature does 
not adequately explain its ultimate 
fate in this instance. 

Mr. President, I feel that it is fair to 
deduce that these amendments were 
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dropped because some Members of Con
gress object to their substance. There
fore, I say to my House and Senate col
leagues, if you object to my actions to 
protect nonsmokers, let's debate the 
merits and not get into procedural 
matters that are clearly meaningless 
in this cases. 

Mr. President, in conclusion, I would 
like to summarize my remarks. First, I 
believe that both my PRO-FEDS and 
PRO-KIDS amendments were dropped 
for substantive reasons and not proce
dural reasons, despite what I feel is 
overwhelming support for both of them 
in the Senate. Second, I want to let all 
of my colleagues know that I will soon 
return to the Senate floor to offer both 
of these amendments to appropriate ve
hicles and I ask for a rollcall vote on 
both of them. I make this statement so 
that none of my colleagues will be sur
prised to see me on the floor trying to 
protect our children and Federal work
ers and visitors from the 1deadly car
cinogen called secondhand smoke. 

ExmBIT 1 

SECONDHAND SMOKE; WHAT You CAN Do 
ABOUT SECONDHAND SMOKE AS PARENTS, 
DECISIONMAKERS, AND BUILDING OCCUPANTS 

PROTECTING YOUR HEALTH 

In the home 
Don't smoke in your house or permit oth

ers to do so. 
If a family member insists on smoking in

doors, increase ventilation in the area where 
smoking takes place. Open windows or use 
exhaust fans. 

Do not smoke if children are present, par
ticularly infants and toddlers. They are par
ticularly susceptible to the effects of passive 
smoking. 

Don't allow baby-sitters or others who 
work in your home to smoke in the house or 
near your children. 
Where children spend time 

EPA recommends that every organization 
dealing with children have a smoking policy 
that effectively protects children from expo
sure to environmental' tobacco smoke. 

Find out about the smoking policies of the 
day care providers, pre-schools, schools, and , 
other care-givers for· your children. 

Help other parents understand the serious 
health risks to children from secondhand 
smoke. Work with parent/teacher associa
tions, your school board and school adminis
trators, community leaders, and other con
cerned citizens to make your child's environ
ment smoke free. 
In the workplace 

EPA recommends that every company 
have a smoking policy that effectively pro
tects nonsmokers from involuntary exposure 
to tobacco smoke. Many businesses and orga
nizations already have smoking policies in 
place but these policies vary in their effec
tiveness. 

If your company does not have a smoking 
policy that effectively controls secondhand 
smoke, work with appropriate management 
and labor organizations to establish one. 

Simply separating smokers and non
smokers within the same area, such as a caf
eteria, may reduce exposure, but nonsmokers 
will still be exposed to recirculated smoke or 
smoke drifting into nonsmoking areas. 

Prohibiting smoking indoors or limiting 
smoking to rooms that have been specially 

designed to prevent smoke from escaping to 
other areas of the building are the two op
tions that will effectively protect non
smokers. The costs associated with estab
lishing properly designed smoking rooms 
vary from building to building, and are like
ly to be greater than simply eliminating 
smoking entirely. 

If smoking is permitted indoors, it should 
be in a room that meets several conditions: 

Air from the smoking room should be di
rectly exhausted to the outside by an ex
haust fan. Air from the smoking room should 
not be recirculated to other parts of the 
building. More air should be exhausted from 
the room than is supplied to it to make sure 
ETS doesn't drift to surrounding spaces. 

The ventilation system should provide the 
smoking room with 60 cubic feet per minute 
(CFM) of supply air per smoker. This air is 
often supplied by air transferred from other 
parts of the building, such as corridors. 

Nonsmokers should not have to use the 
smoking room for any purpose. It should be 
located in a non-work area where no one, as 
part of his or her work responsibilities, is re
quired to enter. 

Employer-supported smoking cessation 
programs are an important part of any 
smoking policy. Approximately 25 percent of 
American adults still smoke. Many smokers 
would like to quit, but cigarette smoking is 
physically and psychologically addictive, 
and quitting is not easy. While working in a 
smoke-free building may encourage some 
smokers to quit, a goal of any smoking pol
icy should be to actively support smokers 
who want to kick the habit .. 

If there are designated outdoor smoking 
areas, smoking should not be permitted right 
outside the doors (or near building ventila
tion system air intakes) where nonsmokers 
may have to pass through smoke from smok
ers congregated near doorways. Some em
ployers have set up outdoor areas equipped 
with shelters and ashtrays to accommodate 
smokers. 
In restaurants and bars 

Know the law concerning smoking in your 
community. Some communities have banned 
smoking in places such as restaurants en
tirely. Others require separate smoking 
areas in restaurants, although most rely on 
simply separating smokers and nonsmokers 
within the same space, which may reduce 
but not eliminate involuntary exposure to 
ETS. , 

If smoking is permitted, placement of 
smoking areas should be determined with 
some knowledge of the ventilation· charac
teristics of the space to minimize nonsmoker 
exposure. For example, nonsmoking areas 
should be near air supply ducts while smok
ing areas should be near return registers or 
exhausts. 

Ask to be seated in nonsmoking areas as 
far from smokers as possible. 

If your community does not have a smok
ing control ordinance, urge that one be en
acted. If your local ordinances are not suffi
ciently protective, urge your local govern
ment officials to take action. 

Few restrictions have been imposed in bars 
where drinking and smoking seem to go to
gether. In the absence of state or local laws 
restricting smoking in bars, encourage the 
proprietor to consider his or her nonsmoking 
clientele, and frequent places that do so. 
In other indoor spaces 

Does your state or community have laws 
addressing smoking in public spaces? Many 
states have laws prohibiting smoking in pub
lic facilities such as schools, hospitals, air-

ports, bus terminals, and other public build
ings. Know the law. Take advantage of laws 
designed to protect you. Federal laws now 
prohibit smoking on all airline flights of six 
hours or less within the U.S. and on all inter
state bus travel. 
A special message for smokers 

This is a difficult time to be a smoker. As 
the public becomes more aware that smok
ing is not only a hazard to you but also to 
others, nonsmokers are becoming more out
spoken and smokers are finding themselves a 
beleaguered group. 

If you choose to smoke, here are some 
things you can do to help protect the people 
close to you: 

Don't smoke around children. Their lungs 
are very susceptible to smoke. If you are ex
pecting a child, quit smoking. 

Take an active role in the development of 
your company's smoking policy. Encourage 
the offering of smoking cessation programs 
for those who want them. 

Keep your home smoke free. Nonsmokers 
can get lung cancer from exposure to your 
smoke. Because smoke lingers in the air, 
people may be exposed even if they are not 
present while you smoke. If you must smoke 
inside, limit smoking to a room where you 
can· open windows for cross-ventilation. Be 
sure the room in which you smoke has a 
working smoke detector to lessen the risk of 
fire. 

Test your home for radon. Radon contami
nation in combination with smoking is a 
much greater health risk than either one in
dividually. 

Don't smoke in an automobile with the 
windows closed if passengers are present. 
The high concentration of smoke in a small, 
closed compartment substantially increases 
the exposure of other passengers. 

More than two million people quit smoking 
every year, most of them on their own, with
out the aid of a program or medication. If 
you want to quit smoking, assistance is 
available. Smoking cessation programs can 
help. Your employer may offer programs, or 
ask your doctor for advice. 

WHAT IS SECONDHAND SMOKE? 

What is secondhand smoke? 
Secondhand smoke is a mixture of the 

smoke given off by the burning end of a ciga
rette, pipe, or cigar, and the smoke exhaled 
from the lungs of smokers. 

This mixture contains more than 4,000 sub
stances, more than 40 of which are known to 
cause cancer in humans or animals and 
many of which are strong irritants. 

Secondhand smoke is also called environ
mental tobacco smoke (ETS); exposure to 
secondhand smoke is called involuntary 
smoking, or passive smoking. 
Secondhand smoke can cause lung cancer in 

nonsmokers 
Secondhand smoke has been classified by 

the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA) as a known cause of lung cancer in hu
mans (Group A carcinogen). 

Passive smoking is estimated by EPA to 
cause approximately 3,000 lung cancer deaths 
in nonsmokers each year. 
Secondhand smoke is a serious health risk to 

children 
The developing lungs of young children are 

also affected by exposure to secondhand 
smoke. 

Infants and young children whose parents 
smoke are among the most seriously affected 
by exposure to secondhand smoke, being at 
increased risk of lower respiratory tract in
fections such as pneumonia and bronchitis. 
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EPA estimates that passive smoking is re
sponsible for between 150,000 and 300,000 
lower respiratory tract infections in infants 
and children under 18 months of age annu
ally, resulting in between 7,500 and 15,000 
hospitalizations each year. 

Children exposed to secondhand smoke are 
also more likely to have reduced lung func
tion and symptoms of respiratory irritation 
like cough, excess phlegm, and wheeze. 

Passive smoking can lead to a buildup of 
fluid in the middle ear, the most common 
cause of hospitalization of children for an op
eration. 

Asthmatic children are especially at risk. 
EPA estimates that exposure to secondhand 
smoke increases the number of episodes and 
severity of symptoms in hundreds of thou
sands of asthmatic children. EPA estimates 
that between 200,000 and 1,000,000 asthmatic 
children have their condition made worse by 
exposure to secondhand smoke. Passive 
smoking may also cause thousands of non
asthmatic children to develop the condition 
each year. 
Other health implications 

Exposure to secondhand smoke causes irri
tation of the eye, nose, and throat. 

Passive smoking can also irritate the 
lungs, leading to coughing, excess phlegm, 
chest discomfort, and reduced lung function. 

Secondhand smoke may affect the cardio
vascular system, and some studies have 
linked exposure to secondhand smoke with 
the onset of chest pain. 
For more information 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, In
door Air Quality Information Clearinghouse 
(IAQ INFO), P.O. Box 37133, Washington, DC 
20013-7133, l--800--438-4318. 

Office on Smoking and Health/Centers for 
Disease Control and Prevention, Mail Stop 
K-50, 4770 Buford Highway, N.E., Atlanta, GA 
30341-3724, 404-488-5705. 

National Cancer Institute, Building 31, 
Room 10A24, 9000 Rockville Pike, Bethesda, 
MD 20892, 1--800-4--CANCER. 

National Heart, Lung, and Blood Institute 
Information Center, P.O. Box 30105, Be
thesda, MD 20824--0105, 301-951-3260. 

National Institute for Occupation Safety 
and Health, 4676 Columbia Parkway, Cin
cinnati, OH 4522&-1998, 1-800-35-NIOSH. 

EXHIBIT 2 
U.S. SENATE, 

Washington, DC, September 9, 1993. 
Hon. DENNIS DECONCINI, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Treasury, Postal 

Service, and General Government, Commit
tee on Appropriations, U.S. Senate, Wash-
ington, DC. · 

DEAR DENNIS: As Chairman of this Sub
committee, you will play a pivotal role in 
the Conference Committee deliberations on 
the Treasury-Postal Appropriations bill. 
This is why I am Writing to urge you to re
tain a provision that I authored in the Sen
ate passed Treasury-Postal Appropriations 
bill that would prohibit smoking in Federal 
buildings except in designated areas that are 
separately ventilated to the outside. Your 
leadership will be critical to whether or not 
this provision is included in the final Con
ference report. 

My amendment is based on legislation I in
troduced earlier this year called PRO-FEDS 
(S. 262). PRO-FEDS will prohibit smoking in 
all Federal buildings by expanding the cur
rent policy that exists at the Department of 
Health and Human Services, EPA, the Postal 
Service and the Veterans Administration to 
all other Federal agencies, including Con-

gress and the White House. It would exclude 
llving quarters and Veterans Administration 
hospitals. 

In cases where unusual extenuating cir
cumstances prevent total compliance, Fed
eral agencies could apply for a partial waiver 
from this provision if they protect people 
from exposure to secondhand smoke to the 
extent possible. My amendment also allows 
the smoke free policy to be adopted through 
colleqtive bargaining, if appropriate. 

It is time to protect people who work or 
visit Federal buildings from the killer called 
environmental tobacco smoke (ETS) or sec
ondhand smoke which the EPA has classified 
as a Group A carcinogen similar to arsenic, 
benzene and asbestos. ETS causes 3,000 lung 
cancer deaths per year and thousands more 
deaths from Heart disease. It also exacer
bates asthma in 200,000 to 1,000,000 children 
per year and sends 7,500 to 15,000 kids to the 
hospital with respiratory diseases. 

Despite this classification and all of this 
evidence, secondhand smoke is still preva
lent in many of our Federal buildings. So it 
is now time' for the entire Federal govern
ment to follow the lead of the Department of 
Health and Human Services, the EPA, the 
Veterans Administration, the Postal Service, 
the White House, and go smoke free unless 
the buildings have smoking rooms that are 
separately ventilated to the outside. 

Why do our country's Department of 
Health and Environmental Protection Agen
cy have smoke free policies in their build
ings? Because the health experts within 
these agencies know that tobacco smoke 
kills those who breath it as well as those 
who smoke. 

Now that the scientific data is in, we need 
to take action to protect Americans from 
this deadly carcinogen. The Congress has 
acted to rid our airplanes of secondhand 
smoke and in 1990, the Congress pass the 
Clean Air Act to regulate 189 hazardous air 
pollutants which were estimated to cause 
1,500 deaths per year. Now we must act to 
protect all our people who visit and work in 
our Federal buildings from an air pollutant 
which causes at least 3,000 deaths per year. I 
urge you to retain my amendment in the 
final Conference Report so that we can pro
vide a smoke free environment for millions 
of Americans. 

If you have any question about this provi
sion please feel free to call me or Sander 
Lurie 4-6822 on my staff. 

Sincerely, 
FRANK R. LAUTENBERG. 

EXlllBIT 3 
WASlllNGTON.-In an unmistakable sign of 

the tobacco industry's political weakness, 
the Senate yesterday agreed to restrict 
smoking in all federal buildings, including 
the U.S. Capitol. 

Sen. Wendell Ford argued strenuously 
against the measure but, bowing to what he 
later conceded was an inevitable outcome, 
allowed it to be attached to an appropria
tions bill on a voice vote in a nearly empty 
Senate chamber. 

Usually a Senator fighting an amendment 
will demand a roll-call vote and seek to mar
shal support for his cause as members troop 
to the floor. The Kentucky Democrat said in 
an interview, however, that if he had done 
that, even some senators who agreed with 
him privately would have backed the amend
ment. · 

"The imagery of voting for tobacco is pret
ty tough," he said. 

Instead, Ford's strategy was to let the 
amendment go through with relatively little 

stir, and then try to kill it in the upcoming 
House-Senate oonference where he will have 
an influential ally in Rep. William Natcher, 
D-Bowling Green, chairman of the House Ap
propriations Committee. 

The amendment, which was sponsored by 
New Jersey Democrat Frank Lautenberg, 
would ban smoking inside all federal build
ings except in spaces that are separately 
ventilated. Ford said that as a practical mat
ter it would be a complete ban because the 
government would not go to the "tremen
dous" expense of installing separate ventila
tion. 

A House committee has approved similar 
legislation, and an executive order restrict
ing smoking has been pending in the White 
House for months. But yesterday's Senate 
action is the first time either house of Con
gress has voted to impose a no-smoking pol
icy on federal workers, according to Amer
ican Heart Association spokesman Scott 
Ballin. 

Lautenberg, a longtime tobacco foe, at
tached his amendment to a bill appropriat
ing funds for the Treasury Department, 
Postal Service and several other agencies. 
The comparable House-passed bill includes 
no such provision, and so its fate will be up 
to the group of House and Senate nego
tiators. 

Arizona Democrat Dennis DeConcini, 
chairman of the Senate appropriations sub
committee responsible for the bill and thus 
the key Senate member of this conference, 
said in an interview that he supports Lau
tenberg's amendment. However, he also said 
Natcher opposes it "big time," and "my 
guess is we will have a hard time keeping" 
the amendment in the final bill because of 
Natcher's position. 

Natcher's district extends into the Louis
ville suburbs but includes numerous tobacco 
farmers in south-central Kentucky. He did 
not return a phone inquiry about the matter. 

Lautenberg, who sponsored the airline
smoking ban in 1987, said he thinks there is 

. a good chance the amendment will be re
tained by the conference. But if not, he 
vowed to continue offering the measure · on 
the floor until it does become law. 

In his floor speech, Ford, a heavy smoker, 
said he is not opposed to smoking restric
tions as part of a comprehensive policy to 
improve indoor air quality. But, he argued, 
addressing the problem on "a product-by
product basis" will lead to a morass of regu
lation. 

Eventually, he said, federal inspectors 
might stop Senate personnel from eating 
lunch at their desks because of the smell of 
onions. 

Lautenberg disagreed. 
"I think the evidence is irrefutable that 

tobacco smoke is different from smelly on
ions," said Lautenberg, who referred to the 
recent Environmental Protection Agency re
port classifying secondhand smoke as a 
cause of lung cancer. 

EXHIBIT 4 
U.S. SENATE, 

Washington, DC, October 4, 1993. 
Hon. TOM HARKIN. 
Hart Senate Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR TOM: Last week, I offered an amend
ment to the Labor-HHS Appropriations bill 
that would protect children from secondhand 
smoke while they are participating in pro
grams such as Head Start, WIC, Chapter 1, 
health care and child care. This amendment 
will require Federally funded programs to es
tablish a non-smoking policy if they provide 
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heal th services to children under the age 18 
or provide other social services primarily to 
children under the age of 18, including ele
mentary and secondary education. 

The amendment passed overwhelming, 95 
to 3. As the Conference Committee convenes, 
I strongly urge you to support the Senate po
sition on this amendment and include my 
amendment in the final conference report. 

As you may know. an EPA report released 
during the Bush Administration and sup
ported by the Clinton Administration, con
cluded what we already know, secondhand 
smoke kills. The EPA has labeled it a Group 
A carcinogen, the same category used for 
benzene, arsenic and asbestos. Consider what 
the EPA Report finds: 

Secondhand smoke causes: 
3,000 lung cancer deaths per year in non

smokers. 
But the affects of secondhand smoke espe

cially harm our kids. Consider the toll it 
takes on innocent children in our country: 

Secondhand smoke causes more than 
200,000 lower respiratory tract infections in 
young children annually including bronchitis 
and pneumonia, resulting in 7,500 to 15,000 
hospitalizations. 

Secondhand smoke exacerbates asthmatic 
symptoms in children and is associated with 
8,000 to 26,000 new asthma cases in children. 

In cases where unusual extenuating cir
cumstances prevent total compliance, pro
grams could apply for a partial waiver from 
this provision if they protect people from ex
posure to secondhand smoke to the extent 
possible. This amendment also allows the 
nonsmoking policy to be adopted through 
collective bargaining, if appropriate. 

Now that the scientific data is in, we need 
to take action to protect our children from 
this deadly carcinogen. The Congress has 
acted to rid our airplanes of secondhand 
smoke and the Department of Health and 
Human Services, Postal Service, VA and the 
EPA have acted to protect their workers. In 
1990, the Congress passed the Clean Air Act 
to regulate 189 hazardous air pollutants 
which were estimated to cause 1,500 deaths 
per year. Now we must act to protect our 
children from an air pollutant which causes 
at least 3,000 deaths per year. 

Once again, I strongly urge you to retain 
my amendment in the final conference 
agreement. If you have any questions please 
call me or Sander Lurie of my staff at 4--6822. 

Sincerely, 
FRANK R. LAUTENBERG. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the con
ference report. 

The yeas and nays have been ordered 
and the clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. FORD. I announce that the Sen

ator from Delaware [Mr. BIDEN], the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. PRYOR], 
and the Sena tor from Tennessee [Mr. 
SASSER], are necessarily absent. 

I further announce that, if present 
and voting, the Senator from Ten
nessee [Mr. SASSER], would vote "yea". 

Mr. SIMPSON. I announce that the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DUREN
BERGER] and the Senator from Wyo
ming [Mr. WALLOP], are necessarily ab
sent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber 
who desire to vote? 

The result was announced-yeas 80, 
nays 15, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 315 Leg.] 
YEAS----80 

Akaka Exon McCain 
Baucus Feingold McConnell 
Bennett Feinstein Metzenbaum 
Bingaman Ford Mikulski 
Bond Glenn Mitchell 
Boren Gorton Moseley-Braun 
Boxer Graham Moynihan 
Bradley Grassley Murkowski 
Breaux Harkin Murray 
Bryan Hatch Nickles 
Bumpers Hatfield Nunn 
Burns Hollings Packwood 
Byrd Inouye Pell 
Campbell Jeffords Reid 
Chafee Johnston Riegle 
Coats Kassebaum Robb 
Cochran Kennedy Rockefeller 
Cohen Kerrey Sar banes 
Coverdell Kerry Shelby 
D'Amato Lau ten berg Simon 
Danforth Leahy Simpson 
Dasch le Levin Specter 
DeConcini Lieberman Stevens 
Dodd Lott Thurmond 
Dole Lugar Wells tone 
Domenici Mack Wofford 
Dorgan Mathews 

NAYS-15 
Brown Gregg Kohl 
Conrad Heflin Pressler 
Craig Helms Roth 
Faircloth Hutchison Smith 
Gramm Kempthorne Warner 

NOT VOTING-5 
Biden Pryor Wallop 
Durenberger Sasser 

So the conference report was agreed 
to. 

The Senate concurred in House 
amendments to Senate amendment 
Nos. 6, 11, 15, 23, 24, 34, 441, 49, 54, 57, 58, 
65, 68, 69, 74, 92, 104, 108, 111, 117, 123, 124, 
129, and 133, as· follows: 

Resolved, That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Sen
ate numbered 6 to the aforesaid bill, and con
cur therein with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the first sum named in said 
amendment, insert "$206,000,000". 

Resolved, That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Sen
ate numbered 11 to the aforesaid bill, and 
concur therein with an amendment as fol
lows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment, insert "$3,376,617,000". 

Resolved, That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Sen
ate numbered 15 to the aforesaid bill, and 
concur therein with an amendment as fol
lows: 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
amendment, insert: ": Provided, That the 
Secretary of Labor is authorized to accept, 
retain and spend in the name of the Depart
ment of Labor all sums of money ordered to 
be paid to the Secretary of Labor, in accord
ance with the terms of the Consent Judg
ment in Civil Action No. 91--0027 of the Unit
ed States District Court for the District of 
the Northern Mariana Islands (May 21, 
1992)". 

Resolved, That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Sen
ate numbered 23 to the aforesaid bill, and 
concur therein with an amendment as fol
lows: 

In lieu of the matter stricken and inserted 
by said amendment, insert: 

For expenses necessary during the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 1994, and each fis
cal year thereafter, for the maintenance and 
operation of a comprehensive program of 

centralized services which the Secretary of 
Labor may prescribe and deem appropriate 
and advantageous to provide on a reimburs
able basis under the provisions of the Econ
omy Act (subject to prior notice to OMB) in 
the national office and field: Provided, That 
such fund shall be reimbursed in advance 
from funds available to agencies, bureaus, 
and offices for which such centralized serv
ices are performed at rates which will return 
in full cost of operations including services 
obtained through cooperative administrative 
services units under the Economy Act, in
cluding reserves for accrued annual leave, 
worker's compensation, depreciation of cap
italized equipment, and amortization of ADP 
software and systems (either acquired or do
nated): Provided further, That funds received 
for services rendered to any entity or person 
for use of Departmental facilities, including 
associated utilities and security services, 
shall be credited to and merged with this 
fund . 

Resolved, That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Sen
ate numbered 24 to the aforesaid bill, and 
concur therein with an amendment as fol-
lows: · 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
amendment, insert: 

SEC. 102. None of the funds in the Employ
ees' Compensation Fund under 5 U.S.C. 8147 
shall be expended for payment of compensa
tion, benefits, and expenses to any individual . 
convicted of a violation of 18 U.S.C. 1920, or ' 
of any felony fraud related to the application 
for or receipt of benefits under subchapters I 
or III of chapter 81 of title 5, United States 
Code. 

Resolved, That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Sen
ate numbered 34 to the aforesaid bill, and 
concur therein with an amendment as fol
lows: 

In lieu of the sum named in said amend
ment, insert "$7,000,000". 

Resolved, That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Sen
ate numbered 41 to the aforesaid bill, and 
concur therein with an amendment as fol
lows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment, insert "$2,125,178,000". 

Resolved, That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Sen
ate numbered 49 to the aforesaid bill, and 
concur therein with an amendment as fol
lows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment, insert "$20,183,775,000". 

Resolved, That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Sen
ate numbered 54 to the aforesaid bill, and 
concur therein with an amendment as fol
lows: 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
amendment, insert ": Provided; That reim
bursement to the Trust Funds under this 
heading for administrative expenses to carry 
out sections 9704 and 9706 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 shall be made, with in
terest, not later than September 30, 1996) 
Provided further, That not more than 
$1,800,000 is available until September 30, 1995 
for expenses necessary for the Commission 
on the Social Security "Notch" Issue, estab
lished by section 635 of Public law 102-393 as 
amended". 

Resolved, That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Sen
ate numbered 57 to the aforesaid bill, and 
concur therein with an amendment as fol
lows: 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
amendment, insert: 
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For making payments under title XXVI of 
the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 
1981, Sl,475,000,000 to be available for obliga
tion in the period October 1, 1994 through 
June 30, 1995. 

For making payments under title XXVI of 
the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 
1981, an additional $600,000,000: Provided, That 
all of the funds available under this para
graph are hereby designated by Congress to 
be emergency requirements pursuant to sec
tion 251(b)(2)(D) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985: Pro
vided further, That these funds shall be made 
available only after submission to Congress 
of a formal budget request by the President 
that includes designation of the entire 

. amount of the request as an emergency re
quirement as defined in the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

Resolved, That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Sen
ate numbered 58 to the aforesaid bill, and 
concur therein with an amendment as fol
lows: 

In lieu of the matter stricken and inserted 
by said amendment, insert "$464,224,000, of 
which $42,940,000 shall be for carrying out 
section 681(a) of the Community Services 
Block Grant Act, including $12,000,000 which 
shall be for carrying out the National Youth 
Sports Program: Provided, That payments 
from such amount to the grantee and sub
grantee administering the National Youth 
Sports Program may not exceed the aggre
gate amount contributed in cash or in kind 
by the grantee and subgrantee: Provided fur
ther, That amounts in excess of $9,400,000 of 
such amount may not be made available to 
the grantee and subgrantees administering 
the National Youth Sports Program unless 
the grantee agrees to provide contributions 
in cash over and above the preceding year's 
cash contribution to such program in an 
amount that equals 29 percent of such excess 
amount". 

Resolved, That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Sen
ate numbered 65 to the aforesaid bill, and 
concur therein with an amendment as fol
lows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment, insert "$94,431,000". 

Resolved, That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Sen
ate numbered 68 to the aforesaid bill, and 
concur therein with an amendment as fol
lows: 

In lieu of the matter stricken and inserted 
by said amendment, insert "1911(d) and sec
tion 1503". 

Resolved, That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Sen
ate numbered 69 to the aforesaid bill, and 
concur therein with an amendment as fol
lows: 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
amendment, insert: 

SEC. 207. For the purpose of carrying out 
subparts II and III of part B of title XIX of 
the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 
300x-21 et seq.) for fiscal year 1994, the Sec
retary of Health and Human Services shall 
obligate $7,532,065 from the amounts made 
available pursuant to section 1935(b) of that 
Act for fiscal year 1994 to those States and 
Indian tribes or tribal organizations for 
which the amounts specified in the award 
statement issued by the Substance Abuse 
and Mental Health Services Administration 
under those subparts on November 2, 1992, 
was greater than the amount specified in the 
award statement issued on August 6, 1993, in 
the amounts equal to those differentials. 

Resolved, That the House recede from its priation for Pell Grant awards for award 
disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- year 1994-1995 is insufficient to satisfy fully 
ate numbered 74 to the aforesaid bill, and all such awards for which students are eligi
concur therein with an amendment as fol- ble, as calculated under section 401(b) of the 
lows: Act, the amount paid for each such award 

In lieu of the matter stricken and inserted shall be reduced by either a fixed or variable 
by said amendment, insert "For carrying out percentage, or by a fixed dollar amount, as 
education reform activities authorized in determined in accordance with a schedule of 
law including activities authorized by the reductions established by the Secretary for 
Carl D. Perkins Vocational and Applied this purpose"· 
Technology Education Act, $155,000,000, of Resolved, That the House recede from its 
which $5,000,000, under section 402 of the Per- disagreement to the amendment of the Sen
kins Act, shall be used by the Secretary for ate numbered 117 to the aforesaid bill, and 

concur therein with an amendment as folactivities, including peer review of applica- lows: 
tions, related to school-to-work transition, In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend-
and $45,000,000 shall be used under section ment, insert "$893,688,000". 
420A of the Perkins Act for State grants and Resolved, That the House recede from its 
subgrants to initiate activities in States and disagreement to the amendment of the Sen
localities related to school-to-work transi- ate numbered 123 to the aforesaid bill, and 
tion: Provided, That $105,000,000 of the funds concur therein with an amendment as fol
provided shall be for carrying out activities lows: 
authorized by the Goals 2000: Educate Amer- In lieu of the matter stricken and inserted 
ica Act, or similar legislation, if enacted by said amendment, insert "$292,592,000: Pro
into law by April 1, 1994, of which $5,000,000 vided, That $31,000,000 shall be for research 
shall be used for "State Planning for lmprov- centers, including funds to extend the exist
ing Student Achievement Through Integra- ing award for a research center on the edu
tion of Technology Into the Curriculum"; cation of disadvantaged students for up to 
and that if such legislation is not enacted by one year; $38,032,000 shall be for regional lab
that date, the $105,000,000 shall be transferred oratories, including $9,508,000 for rural initia
to "Student Financial Assistance" to be tives; $32,500,000 shall be for activities under 
used to alleviate the funding shortfall in the the Fund for Innovation in Education; 
Pell Grant program under subpart 1 of part A $4,462,000 shall be for civic education activi
of title IV of the Higher Education Act of ties under section 4609; $5,396,000 shall be for 
1965, as amended: Provided further, That Grants for Schools and Teachers under sub
funds appropriated in this account shall be- part 1 and $3,687,000 shall be for Family 
come available on July 1, 1994 and remain School Partnerships under subpart 2 of part 
available through September 30, 1995.". B of title III of Public Law 100-297; $16,072,000 

Resolved, Th9.t the House recede from its shall be for national programs under section 
disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 2012, including not less than $5,472,000 for the 
ate numbered 92 to the aforesaid bill, and National Clearinghouse for Science and 
concur therein with an amendment as fol- Mathematics under section 2012(d); and 
lows: $13,871,000 shall be for regional consortia 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said under subpart 2 of part A of title II; 
amendment, insert ": Provided further, That $25,944,000 shall be foJ star schools, of which 
of the amount provided, $20,000,000 shall be $4,000,000 shall be aw.1.rded competitively for 
used for Department of Education activities' a demonstration of a statewide, two-way 
authorized under the Safe Schools Act, or interactive fiber optic telecommunications 
similar legislation, if such legislation is en- network, carrying voice, video, and data 
acted by April 1, 1994, except that if such leg- transmissions, and housing a point of pres
islation is not enacted by that date, this ence in every county; and $3,212,000 shall be 
amount shall be transferred to "Student Fi- for the National Writing Project". . 
nancial Assistance" to be used to alleviate Resolved, That the House recede from its 
the funding shortfall in the Pell Grant pro- disagreement to the amendment of t~e Sen
gram under subpart 1 of part A of title IV of ate numbere~ 124. to the aforesaid bill, and 
the Higher Education Act of 1965, as amend- concur therem with an amendment as fol
ed". 

Resolved, That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Sen
ate numbered 104 to the aforesaid bill, and 
concur therein with an amendment as fol
lows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment, insert "$1,000,000". 

Resolved, ·That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Sen
ate numbered 108 to the aforesaid bill, and 
concur therein with an amendment as fol
lows: 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
amendment, insert ". including $3,000,000 for 
model community education and employ
ment centers". 

Resolved, That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Sen
ate numbered 111 to the aforesaid bill, and 
concur therein with an amendment as fol
lows: 

In lieu of the matter stricken and inserted 
by said amendment, insert "$2,300; Provided 
further, That notwithstanding section 401(g) 

. of the Act, as amended, if the Secretary de
termines, prior to publication of the pay
ment schedule for award year 1994-1995, that 
the $6,303,566,000 included within this appro-

lows: 
In lieu of the matter stricken and inserted 

by said amendment, insert "$146,309,000, of 
which $17,792,000 shall be used to carry out 
the provisions of title II of the Library Serv
ices and Construction Act and shall remain 
available until expended, and $4,960,000 shall 
be for section 222 and $2,802,000 shall be for 
section 223 of the Higher Education Act, of 
which $2,500,000 shall be for demonstration of 
on-line and dial-in access to a statewide, 
multitype library bibliographic data base 
through a statewide fiber optic network 
housing a point of presence in every county, 
connecting library services in every munici
pality, to be awarded competitively". 

Resolved, That the House recede from its 
disagreement tv the amendment of the Sen
ate numbered 129 to the aforesaid bill, and 
concur therein with an amendment as fol
lows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment, insert "$312,000,000, of which $7,000,000 
shall be for Ready to Learn activities con
sistent with the purpose outlined in P .L. 102-
545". 

Resolved, That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Sen
ate number 133 to the aforesaid bill, and con
cur therein with an amendment as follows: 
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In lieu of the section number named i:t;i said 

amendment, insert "508". 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the motion to re
consider is laid on the table. 

Under the previous order, the Senate 
concurs en bloc in the amendments of 
the House to the amendments of the 
Senate. 

Mr. FORD. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. EXON. Mr. President, I ask unan
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Mr. EXON. Mr. President, I ask unan
imous consent that I be allowed to pro
ceed for no longer than 7 minutes as in 
morning business. 

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

HEALTH CARE REFORM AND 
ILLEGAL ALIENS 

Mr. EXON. Mr. President, I recently 
read with interest and great dis
appointment an item taken from an ar
ticle of the San Antonio Express News 
of September 26 concerning the Clinton 
administration's proposition on health 
care reform and illegal aliens. The arti
cle left the impression that the admin
istration will consider the verification 
of one's legal status before obtaining 
eligibility for health care to be a low 
priority. 

Even though the new heal th care 
plan did not generally contain coverage 
for illegal aliens, I have every concern 
that those here illegally could easily 
work their way into coverage under the 
plan. 

As Members of this body know, I 
have introduced a bill in this Senate 
for several years to prohibit the pay
ment of Federal benefits to illegal 
alieris. I have long felt that we must 
have a clear, unequivocal, and uniform 
policy in this regard. I will continue to 
work toward that goal. 

But as we begin the important and 
necessary task of heal th care reform, I 
think it is the appropriate time to clar
ify that all reasonable efforts should 
and will be made to ensure that our 
carefully crafted nationwide health 
plan, in fact, excludes those here ille
gally. 

There is a serious danger that the 
real or perceived availability of health 
care benefits to illegal aliens will cre
ate a further magnet for illegal immi
gration. I am not advocating a hard
heart position. I simply state the fact 
that we have limited resources to im
plement health care coverage for all 
Americans. The budget dollars which 
go to illegal aliens will necessarily be 
taken away from everyone else. The 

emergency medical services should and 
will be provided to all who need them, 
as is the case under the current law, 
and no one will be turned away during 
a life-threatening condition. But we 
must guard against illegal aliens tak
ing advantage of emergency hospital 
facilities for routine health care. 

I simply say that illegal aliens 
should not be included in the heal th 
care plan coverage period. Further
more, and more importantly, we should 
take explicit measures to enforce that 
exclusion. At a minimum, the adminis
tration should check on the legal sta
tus of individuals before issuing the 
heal th care plan card. 

I feel that the implementation of 
universal coverage and the issuance of 
individual cards provides a prime op
portunity for the verification of legal 
status. The Congress embraced this 
concept in 1986 when it passed, as part 
of the Immigration Reform Act, the 
SA VE Program. SA VE, the Systematic 
Alien Verification of Entitlements Pro
gram, establishes a method to ensure 
that entitlement benefits do not go to 
illegal aliens. The problem has been 
somewhat unclear, and the Federal pol
icy on entitlement eligibility, along 
with expansive court decisions, have 
made this program less successful than 
it could be or should be. 

We already require employers to 
make a good-faith effort to verify the 
legal status of their employees upon 
their hiring through a review of their 
documentation. An employer certainly 
has a stake in his employee's health 
care plan, and I would think that it 
would be to the benefit of the employer 
to verify employees' legal status. By 
doing so we may thus screen out those 
ineligibles that could draw benefits 
from the plan which would normally go 
to our own citizens. 

Before we implement a new health 
care plan, we should take this oppor
tunity to sharpen the distinction be
tween citizens and resident aliens enti
tled to universal coverage and those 
who have no legal right to be in this 
country. Illegal aliens should right
fully be excluded from that coverage. 

If one's initial entry into the plan is 
through an employer, the employer al
ready has responsibility to verify one's 
legal status. If one's entry .into the 
plan is through an alliance, then the 
same obligation should apply to the al
liance. In any event, the U.S. Congress 
should clearly state a policy against 
providing benefits to those who are in 
this country illegally and should get 
very serious about enforcing that pol
icy. 

In our enthusiasm to craft a plan 
that fits all of our citizens, we should 
be careful and not create yet another 
incentive for people to come here ille
gally. 

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Presi
dent, that the newspaper article ref
erenced in my statement be printed in 
the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Omaha World-Herald, Sept. 26, 
1993) 

UNDOCUMENTED WORKERS WON'T BE 
SEARCHED OUT 

SAN ANTONIO, TX.-Some undocumented 
workers may receive health care under 
President Clinton's health-reform plan, and 
the administration will not aggressively at
tempt to root them out. according to the 
president's top health adviser. 

"We're not also going to set up some kind 
of a policing system that links the health-se
curity system to immigration systems," said 
Ira Magaziner, director of the administra
tion's health-care task force. 

Magaziner. who spoke to reporters last 
week through a satellite teleconference, said 
the administration would not "take away 
from people what is available for them 
today.'' 

"So, for example, if an undocumented per
son is working-and may be not even doing 
so legally-we're not going to ask a whole 
separate set of questions about their immi
gration status if they receive a health-secu
rity card through their employers." 

Although the plan is designed to exclude 
undocumented immigrants from comprehen
sive health coverage, the administration has 
set aside funds to reimburse hospitals that 
care for them. 

"Undocumented people today are eligible 
for emergency services, pregnancy-related 
services, and are serviced by community
health centers and hospitals. That system 
will continue," Magaziner said. 

Mr. EXON. I thank the Chair and I 
yield the floor. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

I withhold the request. 

MORNING BUSINESS 
Mr. FORD. Mr. President, I ask unan

imous consent that we have a period of 
morning business for Senators to speak 
therein. 

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

NOTIFICATION TO AMEND THE 
STANDING RULES OF THE SENATE 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, in ac
cordance with rule V of the Standing 
Rules of the Senate, I would like to 
give notice of my intention to amend 
the Standing Rules of Senate with the 
following: 

S. RES. 25 
Resolved, That rule VIII of the Standing 

Rules of the Senate is amended by striking 
the "." at the end of paragraph 2 and insert
ing the following: "; except those motions to 
proceed made by the Majority Leader, or his 
designee, on which there shall be a time lim
itation for debate of two hours equally di
vided between the Majority and the Minority 
Leaders, or their designees. Provided that 
any motion to proceed, by the Majority 
Leader, or any other Senator, to any motion, 
resolution, or proposal to change any of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate shall be debat
able." . 

S. RES. 26 
Resolved, That rule XXII of the Standing 

Rules of the Senate is amended by striking 
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the "." at the end of paragraph 3 of section 
2 and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 
", such appeals shall require an affirmative 
vote of three-fifths of the Senators duly cho
sen and sworn-except on a measure or mo
tion to amend the Senate rules, in which 
case the necessary affirmative vote shall be 
two-thirds of the Senators present and vot
ing.". 

S. RES. 27 
Resolved , That rule XXII of the Standing 

Rules of the Senate is amended by adding at 
the end of paragraph 3 of section 2 the fol
lowing: 

In the case of a measure that has been re
ported by a committee that contains rec
ommended committee amendments, such 
amendments shall be considered germane. 

S. RES. 28 
Resolved, That rule XXII of the Standing 

Rules of the Senate is amended by striking 
the " ." after speaks in paragraph 3 of section 
2 and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 
", with the time consumed by quorum calls 
being charged to the Senator who requested 
the call of the quorum.". 

S. RES. 29 
Resolved , That rule XV of the Standing 

Rules of the Senate is amended by adding 
the following: 

6. That whenever the Senate has in its pos
session a measure that has been passed by 
both Houses it shall be in order, once the 
measure has been placed before the Senate, 
to make one non-divisible motion that con
tains the following: to insist on the Senate 
amendment(s), or disagree to the House 
amendment(s); to request a conference with 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses, or agree to the request of the 
House for the same; and that the Presiding 
Officer be authorized to appoint the Senate 
conferees. 

S. RES. 30 
Resolved, That rule XXVIII of the Standing 

Rules of the Senate is amended by striking 
"and shall be determined without debate." in 
paragraph 1. and inserting in lieu thereof the 
following: " notwithstanding a request for 
the reading of the conference report, and 
shall be determined without debate." . 

S. RES. 31 
Resolved, That rule XV of the Standing 

Rules of the Senate is amended by adding at 
the end thereof the following new paragraph: 

" 6. (a) At any time following the second 
day of consideration of a measure , regardless 
of the pendency, it shall twice be in order 
during a calendar day to move that no 
amendment, other than the reported com
mittee amendments, which is not relevant to 
the subject matter of the measure or to the 
subject matter of an amendment proposed by 
the committee which reported the measure, 
shall thereafter be in order. The motion shall 
be privileged and shall be decided after two 
hours of debate, without any intervening ac
tion, to be equally divided and controlled by 
the Majority and the Minority leaders or 
their designees. 

"(b) If a motion made under subparagraph 
(a) is agreed to by an affirmative vote of 
three-fifths of the Senators voting, a quorum 
being present, no amendment not already 
agreed to (except amendments proposed by 
the committee which reported the measure) 
which is not relevant to the subject matter 
of the measure, or the subject matter of an 

amendment proposed by the committee 
which reported the measure, shall be in 
order. 

"(c) When a motion made under subpara
graph (a) has been agreed to as provided in 
subparagraph (b) with respect to a measure, 
points of order with respect to questions of 
relevancy of amendments shall be decided 
without debate. except that the Presiding Of
ficer may entertain debate for his own guid
ance prior to ruling on the point of order. 
Appeals from the decision of the Presiding 
Officer on such points of order shall be de
cided without debate. 

"(d) Whenever an appeal is taken from a 
decision of the Presiding Officer on the ques
tion of relevancy of an amendment, or when
ever the Presiding Officer submits the ques
tion of relevancy of an amendment to the 
Senate, the vote necessary to overturn the 
decision of the Presiding Officer or hold the 
amendment relevant shall be three-fifths of 
the Senators voting, a quorum being present. 
No amendment proposing sense of the Senate 
or sense of the Congress language that does 
not directly relate to the measure or matter 
before the Senate shall be considered rel
evant. 

S. RES. 32 
Resolved, That rule VIII of the Standing 

Rules of the Senate is amended by striking 
the "." at the end of paragraph 2 and insert
ing the following: "; except those motions to 
proceed made by the Majority Leader, or his 
designee, on which there shall be a time lim
itation for debate of two hours equally di
vided between the Majority and the Minority 
Leaders, or their designees. Provided that 
any motion to proceed, by the Majority 
Leader, or any other Senator, to any motion, 
resolution, or proposal to change any of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate shall be debat
able.". 

That rule XXII of the Standing Rules of 
the Senate is amended by striking the"." at 
the end of paragraph 3 of section 2 and in
serting in lieu thereof the following: ", such 
appeals shall require an affirmative vote of 
three-fifths of the Senators duly chosen and 
sworn-except on a measure or motion to 
amend the Senate rules, in which case the 
necessary affirmative vote shall be two
thirds of the Senators present and voting.". 

That rule XXII of the Standing Rules of 
the senate is amended by adding at the end 
of paragraph 3 of section 2 the following: 

In the case of a measure that has been re
ported by a committee that contains rec
ommended committee amendments, such 
amendments shall be considered germane. 

That rule XXII of the Standing Rules of 
the Senate is amended by striking the "." 
after speaks in paragraph 3 of section 2 and 
inserting in lieu thereof the following: ", 
with th~ time consumed by quorum calls 
being charged to the senator who requested 
the call of the quorum.". 

That rule XV of the Standing Rules of the 
Senate is amended by adding the following: 

6. that whenever the Senate has in its pos
session a measure that has been passed by 
both Houses it shall be in order, once the 
measure has been placed before the Senate, 
to make -0ne non-divisible motion that con
tains the following : to insist on the Senate 
amendment(s). or designee to the House 
amendment(s); to request a conference with 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses. or agree to the request of the 
House for the same; and that the Presiding 
Officer be authorized to appoint the Senate 
conferees. 

That rule XXVIII of the Standing Rules of 
the Senate is amended by striking "and shall 

be determined without debate." in paragraph 
1. and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 
"notwithstanding a request for the reading 
of the conference report, and shall be deter
mined without debate.". 

The rule XV of the Standing Rules of the 
Senate is amended by adding at the end 
thereof the following new paragraph: 

"6. (a) At any time following the second 
day of consideration of a measure, regardless 
of its pendency. it shall twice be in order 
during a calendar day to move that no 
amendment, other than the reported com
mittee amendments, which is not relevant to 
the subject matter of the measure or to the 
subject matter of an amendment proposed by 
the committee which reported the measure, 
shall thereafter be in order. The motion shall 
be privileged and shall be decided after two 
hours of debate, without any intervening ac
tion, to be equally divided and controlled by 
the Majority and the Minority leaders or 
their designees. 

"(b) If a motion made under subparagraph 
(a) is agreed to by an affirmative vote of 
three-fifths of the Senators voting, a quorum 
being present, no amendment not already 
agreed to (except amendments proposed by 
the committee which reported the measure) 
which is not relevant to the subject matter 
of the measure, or the subject matter of an 
amendment proposed by the committee 
which reported the measure, shall be in 
order. 

"(c) When a motion made under subpara
graph (a) has been agreed to as provided in 
subparagraph (b) with respect to a measure, 
points of order with respect to questions of 
relevancy of amendments shall be decided 
without debate, except that the Presiding Of
ficer may entertain debate for his own guid
ance prior to ruling on the point of order. 
Appeals from the decision of the Presiding 
Officer on such points of order shall be de
cided without debate. 

"(d) Whenever an appeal is taken from a 
decision of the Presiding Officer on the ques
tion of relevancy of an amendment. or when
ever the Presiding Officer submits the ques
tion of relevancy of an amendment to the 
Senate, the vote necessary to overturn the 
decision of the Presiding Officer or hold the 
amendment relevant shall be three-fifths of 
the Senators voting, a quorum being present. 
No amendment proposing sense of the Senate 
or sense of the Congress language that does 
not directly relate to the measure or matter 
before the Senate shall be considered rel
evant. 

RECOGNITION OF THE 20TH ANNI
VERSARY OF THE CONGRES
SIONAL SCIENCE AND ENGINEER
ING FELLOWSHIP PROGRAM OF 
THE AMERICAN ASSOCIATION 
FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF 
SCIENCE 
Mr. INOUYE. Mr. President, this year 

the. Congressional Science and Engi
neering Fellowship Program is cele
brating its 20th anniversary, which is 
an occasion as significant for the U.S. 
Congress as it is for the 500 scientists 
who have participated in the program. 

It has been my privilege to have sev
eral congressional fellows work in my 
office, so I can personally attest to the 
valuable contributions that these high
ly trained scientists and engineers 
make, by bringing their expertise to 
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bear on a wide range of complicated fices in Washington. Mr. Halfpenny was 
and highly technical issues confronting . one of Chicago's leading antitrust and 
the Congress. tax attorneys. He also became one of 

In 1973, the fledgling program had the country's leading specialists in the 
seven scientists and engineers, who formation and representation of trade 
were placed in both the House and the associations. Mr. Halfpenny was no 
Senate, on personal and committee stranger to Washington; he often ap
staffs. The program grew quickly, as peared as an expert witness on issues 
word spread about the quality of the affecting small business. 
fellows, with a total of some 500 serv- Mr. Halfpenny brought an equal 
ing over the two decades. Many of the amount of enthusiasm and creativity 
program's alumni have stayed on the to his other activities. He was active in 
Hill, with several currently serving in a number of associations and charities 
senior staff positions, including three and served as the assistant State treas
who are now the staff directors of urer early in his career. 
science-focused committees in the Throughout his long and distin-
House and Senate. guished life, Mr. Halfpenny was a 

The American Association for the source of strength and commitment. I 
Advancement of Science coordinates join many in Illinois in paying tribute 
the program for the 20 national sci- to him. 
entific and engineering societies who 
participate each year. Each society 
competitively selects one or more con
gressional fellows, who are available 
without charge to serve on the per
sonal staffs of Members of Congress or 
on committee and subcommittee staffs. 

Congressional science and engineer
ing fellows serve as free agents, work
ing for offices of their own choosing, on 
issues that will allow them to contrib
ute to policymaking, while learning 
about the legislative process. AAAS 
prepares them for working in the Con
gress through an intensive orientation 
program and an ongoing series of semi
nars. 

Dr. Debra Dunivin is an American 
Psychological Association congres
sional fellow who began working on my 
staff last year. She has contributed her 
professional skills on a variety of so
cial policy issues, and with such suc
cess that I've asked her to stay on for 
an additional year. She is an invalu
able member of my staff. 

I would suggest that my Senate col
leagues who have not availed them
selves of the Congressional Science and 
Engineering Fellowship Program 
should take advantage of this program, 
which provides an opportunity to 
strengthen their staff with highly 
knowledgeable and competent profes
sionals. AAAS hosted a symposium and 
reception on September 30, in the Sen
ate Caucus Room, to mark this occa
sion for congressional staff as well as 
former fellows. It was an occasion 
worth noting. 

A TRIBUTE TO HAROLD 
HALFPENNY 

Mr. SIMON. Mr. President, last 
month, Illinois lost a longstanding 
civic and legal leader, Harold T. 
Halfpenny. Born and raised in Streator, 
IL, Mr. Halfpenny put himself through 
both undergraduate and law school at 
the University of Illinois. 

In 1930, he founded the Chicago law 
firm of Halfpenny, Hahn, Roche & Mar
chese, a firm he led until his retire
ment in 1992. The firm now also has of-

IRRESPONSIBLE CONGRESS? HERE 
IS TODA Y'S BOXSCORE 

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, the Fed
eral debt stood at $4,401,817,309,864.52 as 
of the close of business Friday, October 
15. Averaged out, every man, woman, 
and child in America owes a part of 
this massive debt, and that per capita 
share is $17,137.10. 

THE 1954 WOOL ACT 
Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I rise 

today disappointed by what this body 
has done. Late last Thursday night, 
this body approved a measure which 
will phase out the 1954 Wool Act during 
the next 2 years. Over the last several 
months, we have voted to kill the wool 
program on several different occasions. 
This misguided action will prove very 
detrimental-to Montana, to the Amer
ican West, and to the Nation. The com
promise we passed will ease the pain 
felt by sheep producers. But make no 
mistake about it, even this gradual 
elimination of the Wool Act will hurt a 
lot of good, hard-working people. 

We can already see this taking place. 
The sheep industry, an industry of 
350,000 people, is in total chaos. One 
Wyoming report indicates that 40,000 
ewes were consigned for sale during 
just 1 week. In this fire sale atmos
phere prices have plummeted, bankers 
and county officials have become nerv
ous, and producers have been confused. 

For no good reason the wool program 
has become a whipping boy. Yet, iron
ically, this program is sound policy 
which is free of cost to the taxpayers of 
this country. Revenue to pay for this 
program is raised from a tariff on for
eign wool and woolen products. As we 
import two-thirds of the wool used in 
America, we let wool importers pay to 
support a sheep industry in America. 

The sheep industry in my State, and 
in the West, faces numerous obstacles. 
This year alone, they have faced the 
specter of increased grazing fees for 
those who graze on public land. They 
have had control of coyotes and other 

predators by the USDA shut down, due 
to the inability of bureaucrats to com
plete environmental impact state
ments. Low prices have plagued them 
much of the year. 

Yet, as the summer and fall offered 
improved prices, the foundation of 
their wool price has crumbled. They 
have now had the rug yanked out from 
under them by the U.S. Senate. 

We have heard that this program is 
unnecessary. We have heard that it 
serves very few people. We have heard 
that it benefits the rich, not the family 
farmer we want to help out. Mr. Presi
dent, I disagree. In Garfield County, 
MT, this program provides Sl.5 million 
in payments to a county with $32.5 mil
lion in annual farm income. This coun
ty of 1,600 people has no other industry 
of this size. While this directly hits the 
farmers it will indirectly hit the cafe, 
the grocery store, the gas stations, the 
saddlery, and the bars in Jordan, the 
only town in the county. They cannot 
go to work in the next town-it is 65 
miles away and the economic outlook 
is the same. 

My point is this: Elimination of this 
program does not square with the 
President's commitment to create jobs. 
While we injure the existing economy 
of towns like Jordan and Ekalaka, MT, 
we create more costs than we elimi
nate. I mentioned that Garfield County 
receives $1.5 million for 1,600 residents. 
This is a county of 4,500 square miles 
that $937 per person which keeps the 
county economy operating be replaced 
with any job creation efforts or welfare 
at that price-I think not. I have 
heard people claim that the program 
benefits only the wealthy. That, some
how, this program puts people in nice 
houses and Lincolns in their garages. 
That is just not the case. I encourage 
you to travel out and take a look at 
how people live in Jordan, MT. You 
will find hard-working people living 
modestly. You will meet people who 
are frugal because they have to be. 

The media has had a field day with 
this program. This whipping boy for 
farm programs has repeatedly endured 
calls for its elimination. I have even 
heard that well-known rancher Sam 
Donaldson received payments from this 
program. He claims he does not need 
the program-thereof it must be unnec
essary. Mr. Donaldson may not need 
these payments but thousands of hard
working sheep ranchers do. I doubt 
they will take this phaseout as lightly 
as Mr. Donaldson. 

THE 1954 WOOL ACT 
Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, last 

Thursday, the Senate passed S. 1548, 
legislation to phase out the Wool and 
Mohair Program, known as the Wool 
Act, over the next 2 years. Beginning 
in 1996, incentive payments that have 
been available since the program's in
ception in 1954 will be prohibited. I 
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note this bill had to pass the Senate 
before the Senate would take final ac
tion on the fiscal year 1994 Department 
of Agriculture appropriations bill con
taining funding for the 1993 incentive 
payments. This situation, unfortu
nately, demonstrates the political re
ality surrounding the Wool and Mohair 
Program. Misconceptions were ramp
ant about the program, starting with 
Vice President GORE's office and pro
ceeding on down through the halls of 
Congress. 

The Wool Act will be effectively ter
minated in 2 years time. This raises 
several questions. 

What will this action mean to the do
mestic sheep industry? No one seems to 
know. 

Will domestic producers provide suf
ficient wool to satisfy the demands of 
our Nation's textile industry? No one 
has the answer. 

How will the industry's foreign com
petitors, which receive government 
subsidies, react to the program's de
mise? No one has asked them. 

Do we need to continue the tariff as
sessed on imported wool that has gen
erated more than $7 billion during the 
past 30 years, funneling 30 percent of 
that amount to domestic producers? No 
one has been forthcoming with a pro
posed plan. 

One would think from the consider
able rhetoric that floated around this 
Chamber in recent months that the an
swer to our deficit problems is elimi
nation of the Wool Act. Certainly, 
every Federal program should be care
fully scrutinized and proper changes in
stituted that will reduce Government 
spending. But, if we are serious about 
reducing the deficit by phasing out or 
eliminating agricultural programs, 
then let us not pick and choose be
tween the various programs. Instead, 
such action warrants consideration of 
proposals that scrutinize all programs 
across-the-board, especially those that 
can be classified as providing subsidies 
to specific groups. 

Last month, when this issue was first 
raised, I mentioned the importance of 
agriculture to Utah's overall economy 
and that elimination of the Wool Act 
would devastate a key segment of this 
economy. 

There are approximately 2,300 Utah 
families involved in the sheep and wool 
industry who regularly receive incen
tive payments under the Wool and Mo
hair Incentive Program. These are fam
ilies, not large corporations, who are 
working hard to maintain this rural 
lifestyle. The incentive payments are 
not a luxury, but are basic to preserv
ing the livelihoods of these families. 

I would like to state three basic rea
sons why I supported continuation of 
the Wool Act. 

First, the program has been helpful 
in stabilizing rural communities. Most 
sheep operations are located in regions 
where few, if any, replacement jobs 

exist. I know this is the case in Utah, 
where the large majority of sheep oper
ations are located outside of the 
Wasatch Front, or in rural Utah. These 
are the most heavily affected commu
nities, and they are among the lowest 
income levels in the Nation. The loss of 
the industry in these areas would in
crease the burden of U.S. taxpayers 
through lost tax revenues, user fees, 
and unemployment costs. Helping to 
maintain the U.S. sheep industry is far 
less costly than the potential loss of ir
replaceable rural American jobs. 

The effect of the Wool Act goes be
yond the direct payment provided to 
woolgrowers, since these funds are pri
marily invested back into the sheep op
eration or items directly related to the 
operation. For example, hay for sheep 
is purchased from local farmers, graz
ing land is in some cases rented from 
local private landowners, and transpor
tation must be secured from local com
panies to transport sheep between loca
tions. As in most items involving rural 
areas, the wool incentive payment is 
intricately intertwined in the success, 
or failure, and progress of rural econo
mies. 

Second, it compensated for wool im
ports from foreign countries that have 
encouraged surplus production and pro
vided subsidies for such production. 
Without the Wool Act, it is possible 
that U.S. producers could be put at a 
comparative disadvantage. The Wool 
Act provided price stabilization for 
America's wool producers that enabled 
them to be more competitive in their 
operations. 

And, third, it encouraged the produc
tion and marketing of high quality 
wool in America. We have heard con
siderable discussion in recent years 
about "Made in the U.S.A.," and how 
U.S. consumers should seek items that 
contain this label. Without the Wool 
Act in place, there will be, more than 
likely, fewer wool products available in 
U.S. stores that can claim they are 
"Made in the U.S.A." 

As my colleagues know, the Wool Act 
provided supplemental income to farm 
and ranch families vital to the continu
ation of domestic wool and mohair in
dustry, at no direct cost to the tax
payer. The program was funded en
tirely by tariffs on imported wool and 
wool products and put more dollars 
into the U.S. Treasury than growers re
ceived in payments. The program used 
less than half the funds available-it 
was entitled to 70 percent of tariffs by 
law-since its inception in 1954. The 
lifetime earnings of the program to
talled $7.4 billion; payments over the 
program's 39-year history totalled just 
over $2.3 billion. The remaining 
amount-over $5 billion-remained in 
taxpayer pockets to support other Gov
ernment programs. 

In addition, many members of the 
Navajo nation raise sheep as an impor
tant part of Navajo culture and as a 

main source of income. Elimination of 
the Wool Act will be disastrous to 
many economically disadvantaged 
Navajo families who live on the Utah 
portion of the Navajo Reservation. 

For these reasons, I opposed efforts 
to eliminate the Wool Act, and I hope 
a reasonable wool program can be de
veloped soon that is fair, affordable, 
and has the support of Congress. 

I also must say that I was dismayed 
that during consideration of S. 1548, 
there was discussion as to which side-
those supporting elimination of the Na
tional Wool Act and those of us oppos
ing such action-won on this issue. Our 
concern should center more on those 
who are the real losers in this debate: 
the thousands of Americans through
out the Midwest and West engaged in 
the domestic sheep industry. The large 
majority of them are second, third, and 
fourth generation sheep producers. 
They are not weal thy landlords, and 
most are in the business because of 
nonmonetary reasons rather than pure
ly financial interests. They are good 
stewards of the land and, to remove 
them from the land, which will happen 
in the near future, is not in the best in
terests of this country. Their liveli
hoods are being imperiled by actions 
we are taking. 

So, before we begin beating our own 
chests in the name of some legislative 
victory, we should consider the rip
pling effects of our action as well as 
those who will ultimately lose by it. 

TRIBUTE TO DR. PHILLIP ALLEN 
SHARP 

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, it is 
with great pride that I take this oppor
tunity to honor Dr. Phillip Allen 
Sharp. As my colleagues may know, 
Dr. Sharp recently received the 1993 
Noble Prize for Medicine for his re
search on the composition of 
deoxyribonucleic acid [DNA]. 

Dr. Sharp is a native of Falmouth, 
KY, and attended Union College in 
Barbourville for his undergraduate 
studies in chemistry and mathematics. 
He completed his doctoral work at the 
University of Illinois at Champaign-Ur
bana, and currently serves as director 
of the Massachusetts Institute of Tech
nology's [MIT] Center for Cancer Re
search. 

From his classroom days at Union 
College to the leadership of one of 
America's finest research institutes, 
Dr. Sharp has maintained his patient, 
dedicated quest for scientific knowl
edge and -'community integrity. Dr. 
Sharp has devoted close to 20 years of 
his career to genetic research, and his 
revolutionary discoveries have en
hanced significantly the development 
of biotechnology, and particularly ge
netic engineering. 

Above all his accomplishments, Dr. 
Sharp values most his role as a guide 
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in his student's challenging explo
ration of biological science. His fun
damental dedication as an educator is 
clearly exemplified by his choice in 
1990 not to seek the prestige of MIT's 
presidency, so he could remain with his 
students in active research. 

Mr. President, we often hear on the 
floor of the Senate fearful predictions 
about our Nation's future because of 
the failures in our education system 
and the demise of initiative and disci
ple among America's youth. Today, 
however, I present to my colleagues 
the notable success Dr. Sharp has de
rived from his determined faith in re
search and education an example of the 
potential American ingenuity and prin
ciple still hold. 

I ask my colleagues to join me in 
congratulating Dr. Phillip Sharp on 
the great rewards his work has brought 
to the scientific world and our Nation. 

TRIBUTE TO HARVEY E. MODER 
Mr. D'AMATO. Mr. President, I rise 

today to honor Harvey E. Moder, a man 
who has dedicated much of his life to 
the pursuit of answers to seemingly un
answerable questions regarding our 
American prisoners of war and Ameri
cans missing in action. 

More than 88,000 United States serv
ice personnel are still listed as missing 
from World War II, Korea, Vietnam, 
and other conflicts. As Americans we 
must do everything possible to ensure 
that these Americans are not forgot
ten, and that every reasonable step is 
taken to find and fully account for our 
POW/MIA's. Harvey Moder has distin
guished himself as an American who 
has not forgotten. 

The POW/MIA issue is a matter of 
the highest national priority. Amer
ican soldiers throughout history have 
been selfless and courageous individ
uals proudly representing the United 
States. The fact that even one Amer
ican soldier remains unaccounted for is 
unacceptable and intolerable. These 
brave Americans left their families and 
friends to defend the United States and 
protect democracy. These soldiers are 
heroes in the hearts of us all. Harvey 
E. Moder is a soldier, a leader, and an 
inspiration to us all. But most of all, 
Harvey E . Moder is a real life American 
hero. 

Nothing has done more to keep this 
"issue alive than the unwavering dedica
tion of friends, family members, and 
concerned Americans who simply 
refuse to abandon the hope that an
swers might be found regarding our 
missing service men and women. Har
vey Moder has shown that unwavering 
dedication. 

As a former member of the U.S. Navy 
and an active leader in the American 
Legion, Harvey Moder, has personified 
the commitment to the issue of POW/ 
MIA's. In Washington, DC, he helped 
organize a rally in front of the White 

House. In New York he stood in front of 
the United Nations in the freezing cold 
to bring attention to this issue. I sa
lute Harvey Moder as a patriotic Amer
ican. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. President, all the re
quests I am about to make to the chair 
have been cleared by the Republican 
leader. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 
Mr. FORD. Mr. President, I ask unan

imous consent the Senate proceed to 
executive session to consider the fol
lowing nominations: calendar 405, 458, 
459, 460, 461, 462, 463, 464, 465, 466, 467, 
468, 469 and 470. I further ask unani
mous consent that the nominees be 
confirmed en bloc; that any statements 
appear in the RECORD as if read; that 
upon confirmation of nominees the mo
tions to reconsider be laid upon the 
table en bloc; that the President be im
mediately notified of the Senate's ac
tion, and that the Senate return to leg
islative session. 

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

The nominations considered and con
firmed en bloc are as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

George Munoz, of Illinois, to be Chief Fi
nancial Officer, Department of the Treasury . 

THE JUDICIARY 

Pierre N. Leval. of New York. to be U.S. 
Circuit Judge for the Second Circuit. 

Deborah K. Chasanow, of Maryland, to be 
U.S. District Judge for the District of Mary
land. 

Peter J. Messitte, of Maryland, to be U.S. 
District Judge for the District of Maryland. 

Leonie M. Brinkema, of Virginia, to be 
United States District Judge for the Eastern 
District of Virginia. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Paul Edward Coggins, of Texas, to be U.S. 
attorney for the Northern District of Texas 
for the term of 4 years. 

Henry Lawrence Solano, of Colorado, to be 
U.S. attorney for the District of Colorado for 
the term of 4 years. 

Jon Ernest DeGuilio, of Indiana, to be U.S. 
attorney for the Northern District of Indiana 
for the term of 4 years. 

Christopher Droney, of Connecticut, to be 
U.S. attorney for the District of Connecticut 
for the term of 4 years. 

Peggy A. Lautenschlager, of Wisconsin, to 
be U.S. attorney for the Western District of 
Wisconsin for the term of 4 years . 

Thomas Paul Schneider, of Wisconsin, to 
be U.S. attorney for the Eastern District of 
Wisconsin for the term of 4 years. 

Emily Margaret Sweeney, of Ohio. to be 
U.S. attorney for the Northern District of 
Ohio for the term of 4 years. 

Michael Rankin Stiles, of Pennsylvania, to 
be U.S. attorney for the Eastern District of 
Pennsylvania for the term of 4 years. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

George Munoz, of Illinois, to be an Assist
ant Secretary of the Treasury . 

STATEMENT ON THE NOMINATION 
OF LEONIE M. BRINKEMA TO BE 
U.S. DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF 
VIRGINIA 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I rise 
today to strongly support the nomina
tion of Mrs. Leonie M. Brinkema of 
Fairfax County, VA, who has been 
nominated by the President of the 
United States to be U.S. district court 
judge for the Eastern District of Vir
ginia. 

Since 1985 Leonie Brinkema has 
served as U.S. magistrate judge at the 
U.S. District Court for the Eastern Dis
trict of Virginia-Alexandria division. 
Mrs. Brinkema also served as an ad
junct faculty member at the Northern 
Virginia Community College during 
the 1985 academic year. She had a solo 
practice in Alexandria, VA, during the 
years 1984-85. Mrs. Brinkema 's practice 
concentrated on defending criminal 
cases in both State and Federal court. 
During the time she worked in private 
practice, Mrs. Brinkema was also a 
part-time instructor in criminal law at 
the Northern Virginia Criminal Justice 
Academy. 

Mrs. Brinkema served as a trial at
torney in the Criminal Division's Of
fice of International Affairs at the U.S. 
Department of Justice during the years 
1983-84. She served as a Federal pros
ecutor as an assistant U.S. attorney at 
the U.S. Attorney's Office for the East
ern District of Virginia during the 
years 1977-83. 

Mrs. Brinkema is a member of the 
Virginia, American, and the District of 
Columbia Bar Associations. Mediation 
and participating as a lecturer in legal 
education programs are two important 
activities Mrs. Brinkema is involved in 
while serving in her present position. 

Mrs. Brinkema received a B.A. degree 
with honors from Douglass College in 
1966. she received a master of library 
science degree from Rutgers Graduate 
School of Library and Information 
Service in 1970. Mrs. Brinkema received 
her J.D. degree with honors from the 
Cornell Law School in 1976. 

Mr. President, Leonie Brinkema's ex
periences thus far in the legal profAs
sion have allowed her to gain the 
knowledge and legal tools necessary to 
perform in an exemplary manner as a 
U.S. district court judge. 

I wish Mrs. Brinkema much success 
in her new position as a U.S. district 
court judge for the Eastern District of 
Virginia. 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re
turn to legislative session. 
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MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 

RECEIVED DURING RECESS 
REPORT ON THE FISHERMAN'S 

PROTECTIVE ACT (PELL Y 
AMENDMENT) CONCERNING PAN
AMA-MESSAGE FROM THE 
PRESIDENT RECEIVED DURING 
RECESS-PM 54 

Under the authority of the order of 
the Senate of January 5, 1993, the Sec
retary of the Senate on October 15, 
1993, received the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was referred to the Com
mittee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
Pursuant to section 8(b) of the Fish

ermen's Protective Act of 1967, as 
amended (22 U.S.C. 1978(b)), generally 
known as the Pelly Amendment, I am 
notifying you that on August 18, 1993, 
in accordance with section lOl(a) of the 
Marine Mammal Protection Act 
(MMPA), the Secretary of Commerce 
certified to me that a ban on the im
portation of yellowfin tuna and yellow
fin tuna products from Panama has 
been in effect since December 22, 1992. 
This ban is the result of a finding by 
the Assistant Administrator for Fish
eries, National Marine Fisheries Serv
ice, that Panama's marine mammal 
program was not comparable to that of 
the United States, as required by the 
MMPA. 

By the terms of the MMP A, such cer
tification is deemed to be a certifi
cation for the purposes of the Pelly 
Amendment, which requires that I con
sider and, at my discretion, order the 
prohibition of imports into the United 
States of any products from the cer
tified country to the extent that such 
prohibition is sanctioned by the Gen
eral Agreement on Tariffs and Trade. 
The Pelly Amendment also requires 
that I report to the Congress any ac
tions taken under this subsection and, 
if no import prohibitions have been or
dered, the reasons for this action. 

After thorough review, I have deter
mined that additional sanctions 
against Panama will not be imposed at 
this time. The Government of Panama 
is currently engaged in developing a. 
marine mammal progTam that is com
parable to that of the United States. 
The results of these efforts should be 
evident in an anticipated annual report 
and request for a finding of com
parability for 1994 from Panama. 

WILLIAM J. CLINTON. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, October 15, 1993. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 
A message from the President of the 

United States was communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Thomas, one of his 
secretaries. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 
As in executive session the Presiding 

Officer laid before the Senate a mes-

sage from the President of the United 
States submitting a nomination which 
was referred to the Committee on Gov
ernmental Affairs. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

BLOCKING PROPERTY OF PERSONS 
OBSTRUCTING DEMOCRATIZA
TION IN HAITI-MESSAGE FROM 
THE PRESIDENT-PM 55 

The Presiding Officer laid before the 
Senate the following message from the 
President of the United States, to
gether with accompanying papers; 
which was referred to the Committee 
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af
fairs. 

To the Congress of the United States: 
Pursuant to section 204(b) of the 

International Emergency Economic 
Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. section 1703(b), 
and section 301 of the National Emer
gencies Act, 50 U.S.C. section 1631, I 
hereby report that I have again exer
cised my statutory authority to issue 
an Executive order with respect to 
Haiti that, effective 11:59 p.m., e.d.t., 
Monday, October 18, 1993, that: 

(a) Blocks all property in the United 
States or within the possession or con
trol of United States persons, including 
their overseas branches, of persons: 

(1) who have contributed to the ob
struction of the implementation of 
United Nations Security Council Reso
lutions 841 and 873, the Governor's Is
land Agreement of July 3, 1993, or the 
activities of the United Nations Mis
sion in Haiti; 

(2) who have perpetuated or contrib
utea to the violence in Haiti; or 

(3) who have materially or finan
cially supported any of the foregoing; 
and 

(b) Prohibits any transaction subject 
to U.S. jurisdiction that evades or 
avoids, or has the purpose of evading or 
avoiding, or attempts to violate, the 
prohibitions in the new order, or in Ex
ecutive Orders Nos. 12775, 12779, or 
12853, except to the extent now author
ized pursuant to the relevant Executive 
order. 

I am enclosing a copy of the Execu
tive order that I have issued. 

The new Executive order is necessary 
to further the implementation of the 
Governors Island Agreement by reach
ing persons who are supporting the 
groups fomenting violence and oppos
ing the restoration of constitutional 
government in Haiti. The new Execu
tive order is to be implemented by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in consulta
tion with the Secretary of State. 

WILLIAM J. CLINTON. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, October 18, 1993. 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 
SIGNED 

Under the authority of the order of 
the Senate of January 5, 1993, the Sec
retary of the Senate, on October 15, 
1993, during the recess of the Senate, 
received a message from the House of 
Representatives announcing that the 
Speaker has signed the following en
rolled bills and joint resolutions: 

H.R. 2399. An act to provide for the settle
ment of land claims of the Catawba Indian 
Tribe of Indians in the State of South Caro
lina and the restoration of the Federal trust 
relationship with the tribe, and for other 
purposes. 

R.R. 2493. An act making appropriations 
for Agriculture, Rural Development, Food 
and Drug Administration, and Related Agen
cies programs for the fiscal year ending Sep
tember 30, 1994, and for other purposes. 

S.J. Res. 92. Joint resolution to designate 
the month of October as "National Down 
Syndrome Awareness Month." 

H.J. Res. 218. Joint resolution designating 
October 16, 1993, and October 16, 1994 each as 
"World Food Day." 

H.J. Res. 265. Joint resolution to designate 
October 19, 1993, as "National Mammography 
Day." 

Under the authority of the order of 
the Senate of January 5, 1993, the en
rolled bills and joint resolutions were 
signed on October 15, 1993, during the 
recess of the Senate by the President 
pro tempore (Mr. BYRD). 

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 

At 11:53 a.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Hays, one of its reading clerks, an
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bill without amendment: 

S. 1548. An act to amend the National Wool 
Act of 1954 to reduce the subsidies that wool 
and mohair products receive for the 1994 and 
1995 marketing years and to eliminate the 
wool and mohair programs for the 1996 and 
subsequent marketing years, and for other 
purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
House has passed the following bills, in 
which it requests the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

R.R. 1804. An act to improve learning and 
teaching by providing a national framework 
for education reform; to promote the re
search, consensus building, and systemic 
changes needed to ensure equitable edu
cational opportunities and high levels of 
educational achievement for all American 
students; to provide a framework for reau
thorization of all Federal education pro
grams; to promote the development and 
adoption of a voluntary national system of 
skill standards and certifications; and for 
other purposes. 

R.R. 2351. An act to authorize appropria
tions for fiscal years 1994 and 1995 to carry 
out the National Foundation on the Arts and 
the Humanities Act of 1965, and the Museum 
Services Act. 

R.R. 2739. An act to amend the National 
Airport and Airway Improvement Act of 1982 
to authorize appropriations for fiscal years 
1994, 1995, and 1996, and for other purposes. 
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H.R. 3167. An act to extend the emergency 

unemployment compensation program, to es
tablish a system of worker profiling, and for 
other purposes. 

MEASURES REFERRED 
The following bills were read the first 

and second times, by unanimous con
sent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 2739. An act to amend the National 
Airport and Airway Improvement Act of 1982 
to authorize appropriations for fiscal years 
1994, 1995, and 1996, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 

The following bill was read the first 
and second times, by unanimous con
sent, and placed on the calendar: 

H.R. 1804. An act to improve learning and 
teaching by providing a national framework 
for education reform; to promote the re
search, consensus building, and systemic 
changes needed to ensure equitable edu
cational opportunities and high levels of 
educational achievement for all American 
students; to provide a framework for reau
thorization of all Federal education pro
grams; to promote the development and 
adoption of a voluntary national system of 
skill standards and certifications; and for 
other purposes. 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc
uments, which were referred as indi
cated: 

EG-1652. A communication from the Sec
retary of Education, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, notice of final funding priorities
Program for Children and Youth with Seri
ous Emotional Disturbance; to the Commit
tee on Labor and Human Resources. 

EG-1653. A communication from the Sec
retary of Health and Human Services, trans
mitting, pursuant to law, a report entitled 
"National Estimates on the Number of 
Boarder Babies, the Cost of Their Care, and 
the Number of Abandoned Infants"; to the 
Committee on Labor and Human Resources. 

EG-1654. A communication from the Sec
retary of Health and Human Services, trans
mitting, pursuant to law, a report on the im
plementation of the Breast and Cervical Can
cer Mortality Prevention Act of 1990; to the 
Committee on Labor and Human Resources. 

EG-1655. A communication from the Sec
retary of the Interior, transmitting, pursu
ant to law, a report relative to the Walker 
River Paiute Tribe Judgment Funds; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
The following reports of committees 

were submitted: 
By Mr. ROCKEFELLER, from the Commit

tee on Veterans Affairs, with an amendment 
in the nature of a substitute: 

S. 843. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to improve reemployment 

rights and benefits of veterans and other 
benefits of employment of certain members 
of the uniformed services (Rept. No. 103-158). 

By Mr. MOYNIHAN, from the Committee 
on Finance, without amendment: 

S .J. Res. llO. A joint resolution approving 
the extension of nondiscriminatory treat
ment (most-favored-nation treatment) to the 
products of Romania (Rept. No. 103-159). 

By Mr. BAUCUS, from the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works, without 
amendment: 

H.R. 927. A bill to designate the Pittsburgh 
Aviary in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania as the 
National Aviary in Pittsburgh. 

By Mr. RIEGLE, from the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs, with
out amendment: 

S. 469. A bill to require the Secretary of 
the Treasury to mint coins in commemora
tion of the Vietnam Women's Memorial. 

S. llll. A bill to authorize the minting of 
coins to commemorate the Vietnam Veter
ans' Memorial in Washington, D.C. 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second time by unanimous con
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. SIMON: 
S. 1553. A bill to amend the National Labor 

Relations Act and the Labor Management 
Relations Act, 1947, to permit additional 
remedies in certain unfair practice cases, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Labor and Human Resources. 

By Mr. SIMON (for himself and Mr. 
WELLSTONE): 

S. 1554. A bill to amend the National Labor 
Relations Act to require the arbitration of 
initial contract negotiation disputes, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Labor 
and Human Resources. 

By Mr. SIMON (for himself, Ms. 
MOSELEY-BRAUN, Mr. HARKIN, and 
Mr. GRASSLEY): 

S. 1555. A bill to clarify the treatment of 
the Centennial Bridge, Rock Island, Illinois, 
under title 23, United States Code, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Envi
ronment and Public Works. 

By Mr. LEVIN: 
S . 1556. A bill to require commercial tele

vision stations to maintain, and provide cop
ies of, commercials and program promotions, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. KOHL (for himself and Mr. 
FEINGOLD): 

S. 1557. A bill to amend the Dairy Produc
tion Stabilization Act of 1983 to require that 
members of the National Dairy Promotion 
and Research Board be elected by milk pro
ducers and to prohibit bloc voting by cooper
ative associations of milk producers in the 
election of the producers, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu
trition, and Forestry. 

By Mr. FEINGOLD (for himself and Mr. 
KOHL): 

S . 1558. A bill to amend the Agricultural 
Act of 1949 to require producers of an agri
cultural commodity for which an acreage 
limitation program is in effect to pay cer
tain costs as a condition of agricultural 
loans, purchases, and payments, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Agri
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

S. 1559. A bill to direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to submit a plan to Congress to 

achieve full and fair payment for Bureau of 
Reclamation water used for agricultural pur
poses, and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on Energy. and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. MOYNIHAN (for himself, Mr. 
PACKWOOD, Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. PRYOR, 
Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. BRADLEY, Mr. RIE
GLE, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, Mr. HAT
FIELD, Mr. JEFFORDS, and Ms. MIKUL
SKI): 

S. 1560. A bill to establish the Social Secu
rity Administration as an independent agen
cy, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

By Mr. STEVENS (for himself and Mr. 
MURKOWSKI): 

S. 1561. A bill to amend the Internal Reve
nue Code of 1986 to allow a charitable con
tribution deduction for certain expenses in
curred by whaling captains in support of Na
tive Alaskan subsistence whaling; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. FEINGOLD: 
S. 1562. A bill to terminate the Uniformed 

Services University of the Health Sciences; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. RIEGLE: 
S. 1563. A bill to provide assistance to em

ployees who -are subject to a plant closing or 
mass layoff because their work is transferred 
to a foreign country that has low wages or 
unhealthy working conditions, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Labor and 
Human Resources. 

By Mr. FEINGOLD (for himself and Mr. 
KOHL): 

S. 1564. A bill to amend the Dairy Produc
tion Stabilization Act of 1983 to ensure that 
all persons who benefit from the dairy pro
motion and research program contribute to 
the cost of the program, to terminate the 
program on December 31, 1996, and to pro
hibit bloc voting by cooperative associations 
of milk producers in connection with the 
program, and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For
estry. 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following Senate resolution was 
read, and referred (or acted upon), as 
indicated: 

By Mr. NICKLES (for himself, Mr. 
SHELBY, Mr. COVERDELL, Mrs. 
HUTCillSON, Mr. LOTT, Mr. MACK, Mr. 
McCAIN, and Mr. WALLOP): 

S. Res. 152. A resolution to amend the 
Standing Rules of the Senate to prohibit the 
consideration of any retroactive tax increase 
unless three-fifths of all Senators duly cho
sen and sworn waive the prohibition by roll
call vote; to the Committee on Rules and Ad
ministration. 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. SIMON: 
S. 1553. A bill to amend the National 

Labor Relations Act and the Labor 
Management Relations Act, 1947, to 
permit additional remedies in certain 
unfair practice cases, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Labor 
and Human Resources. 

By Mr. SIMON (for himself and 
Mr. WELLSTONE): 

S. 1554. A bill to amend the National 
Labor Relations Act to require the ar
bitration of initial contract negotia
tion disputes, and for other purposes; 
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to the Committee on Labor and Human 
Resources. 

LABOR RELATIONS LEGISLATION 

• Mr. SIMON. Mr. President, today I 
am introducing two bills to add to the 
series of labor law reform bills I intro
duced October 7, 1993. 

The first bill, the Labor Relations 
Remedies Act of 1993, awards employ
ees who have been unfairly discharged 
for union activities back pay equal to 
three times the employee's wage at the 
time of discharge. Further, employees 
will have the right to sue for compen
satory and punitive damages in district 
or State court. 

In addition, on behalf of myself and 
Senator WELLSTONE, I am introducing 
the Labor Relations First Contract Ne
gotiations Act of 1993. This will facili
tate the consummation of the first con
tract between an employer and the cer
tified bargaining representative. Brief
ly, this bill requires selection of a me
diator when a new labor representative 
and an employer are unable to settle 
first contract disputes within 60 days 
after the representatives has been cer
tified. If the employer and represen ta
ti ve have still not reached an agree
ment 30 days after a mediator has been 
chosen, either side may transfer mat
ters for binding arbitration. 

There has been a drastic decline in 
labor union membership during the 
past 20 years. I believe that the main 
reason for this decline is public policy 
which has frustrated efforts by employ
ees to organize. The two bills I am in
troducing today along with the five 
bills I introduced last week are an at
tempt to remedy the inequities which 
plague current labor laws. We need to 
level the playing field. Employers and 
employees must have equal footing 
when negotiating and these bills go a 
long way toward ensuring fairness in 
the workplace.• 

By Mr. LEVIN: 
S. 1556. A bill to require commercial 

television stations to maintain, and 
provide copies of, commercials and pro
gram promotions, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

LEGISLATION RELATING TO VIOLENT 
COMMERCIALS ON TV 

• Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, today I 
am introducing legislation to better 
enable parents and other citizens, of
fended by violent commercials aired 
during nonviolent, family programs, to 
register complaints with their local TV 
stations, cable companies, and/or the 
national networks. 

For some time I have been. troubled 
by the large number of violent com
mercials and promotional spots which 
air during family viewing hours, when 
viewers are supposed to be assured of 
nonviolent shows. These commercials 
can defeat parents' best efforts to pro
tect their children from violence on 
television. While a parent can prevent 

a child from watching a TV show which 
is known to be violent, it is impossible 
for a parent to prevent a child from 
watching a violent or offensive scene 
when it is part of a commercial tucked 
into an otherwise nonviolent, family
oriented show. A parent has no prior 
warning, and the en tire commercial 
can be aired before a parent has time 
to react. 

The commercials I'm talking about 
aren't subtle or indirect; they are com
mercials that contain graphic, violent 
acts. For example, a commercial for 
the movie "The Mobsters" shown dur
ing "The Cosby Show" depicted a man 
begging for his life in the face of a gun 
pointed at his head and then being 
killed in cold blood- all in less than 30 
seconds. Another commercial, aired 
during a Sunday afternoon basketball 
game, showed and described a young 
teacher seducing her pupil and getting 
him to kill her husband. Another scene 
in that commercial showed a terror
stricken man with a large knife at his 
throat, begging for his life. 

The problem of violent commercials 
has been gaining increasing attention. 
In fact, troubling TV commercials were 
the subject of a feature article in the 
February 1, 1993, issue of U.S. News and 
World Report. The staff of U.S. News, 
assisted by researchers who study vio
lence on television, did an informal 
survey of 50 hours of television pro
gramming to gain a sense of the fre
quency of violent or inappropriate TV 
commercials. The staff and researchers 
identified a dozen commercials that 
were questionable, the majority of 
which were aired during the late after
noon and early evening- prime viewing 
hours for children. 

In October 1991, I wrote to over 10 TV 
network and cable station executives 
urging them to keep violent commer
cials out of family programming. Some 
executives, including those working for 
the three major networks, replied that 
they had standards in place and indi
cated that they were seeking to take 
an active role in policing violence in 
their own programming; some indi
cated they had standards but it was un
clear as to how actively they were en
forcing them; and some never bothered 
to respond. 

On January 30, 1992, I won passage of 
a resolution putting the Senate on 
record in support of cable and tele
vision networks and local television 
stations establishing and following 
"voluntary guidelines to keep commer
cials depicting acts or threats of vio
lence out of family programming 
hours." And since that time, there ap
pears to be some progress. For exam
ple, when the major networks issued 
their guidelines for the depiction of vi
olence in TV programs in December 
1992, two of the guidelines specifically 
addressed the issue of violent commer
cials during family viewing hours. 

Standard No. 11 states: 

Realistic portrayals of violence as well as 
scenes, images or events which are unduly 
frightening or distressing to children should 
not be included in any program specifically 
designed for that audience. 

Standard No. 14 .states: 
The scheduling of any program, commer

cial or promotional material including those 
containing violent depictions, should take 
into consideration the nature of the pro
gram. its content and the likely composition 
of the intended audience. 

These standards will be meaningless, 
however, if broadcasters do not follow 
them, and it is the viewers who are 
able to hold the broadcasters account
able. One way to accomplish this goal 
is for viewers to make their voices 
heard by filing specific complain ts 
with their local stations and/or the 
networks regarding programming of 
violent commercials or promotional 
material during family viewing hours. 

That sounds simple enough, but it is 
not an easy task as my own staff found 
out earlier this year. When they con
tacted a national network and local 
station to obtain a copy of a violent 
commercial which they had seen, they 
were simply unable to get it. Neither 
the national network nor the local sta
tion had a copy of the commercial. 

· Each referred my staff to the other. 
Yet, obtaining a copy of the commer
cial is key to demonstrating such a 
commercial shouldn't have been run in 
the first place. In order to demonstrate 
and effectively complain about the in
appropriateness of a commercial, it is 
important to show the network or sta
tion the actual commercial the com
plaint is about. But currently, TV sta
tions and networks are under no obli
gation to make available copies of pro
gram promotions and commercials to 
the public. In effect, then, the viewers 
are denied the evidence upon which to 
base a complaint. 

The legislation I am introducing 
today directs the FCC to require local 
stations, networks, and cable operators 
to maintain commercial spots for at 
least 30 days after they have been aired 
and to require that such materials be 
available for a reasonable fee. My pro
posal also requires that local stations, 
networks and cable operators maintain 
a record of the complaints they receive 
regarding violent commercial program
ming and make that information avail
able to the public. The expectation is, 
of course, that increased attention to 
violent commercial programming will 
persuade broadcasters to take their 
promises and this issue seriously. 

Excessive violence in all facets of the 
entertainment industry is a deeply dis
turbing trend. And there are now many 
documented studies which confirm that 
watching the graphic depiction of vio
lence on television and in our movie 
theaters can increase the violence in 
ourselves. 

Trying to restrict violence on TV 
through the Federal Government raises 
major constitutional issues. But those 
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concerns are not present when the 
mechanism for modernization is the 
public itself, through its direct re
sponse to the broadcasters. That's what 
this legislation is designed to facili
tate. It makes it possible for the people 
to protest one facet of the violence 
that permeates the airwaves. I wel
come the support of my colleagues and 
urge the swift passage of this legisla
tion. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
full text of the bill be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the bill was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

s. 1556 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep

resentative of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION l. MAINTENANCE OF COMMERCIALS 

AND PROGRAM PROMOTIONS. 
The Federal Communications Commission 

shall prescribe a regulation requiring each 
commercial television broadcast station li
censee and cable operator-

(1) to maintain a copy of any commercial 
or program promotion for a period of 30 days 
following its broadcast or transmission; 

(2) to provide to any person. upon timely 
request, a video copy of any commercial or 
program promotion, subject to the payment 
of a reasonable charge for the cost of dupli
cation; 

(3) to maintain a copy of each complaint, 
including any video which contains the sub
ject of such complaint it receives, regarding 
violent commercials or program promotions 
for a period of 12 months following the re
ceipt of such complaint; 

(4) to compile and maintain a record of 
each such complaint referred to in paragraph 
(3) and the number of such complaints re
ceived during the preceding 12 months; and 

(5) to make a copy of the material com
piled pursuant to paragraphs (3) and avail
able, upon a written request. to the public. 
SEC. 2. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

The regulation under section 1 shall be 
published for comment not later than 60 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act.• 

By Mr. KOHL (for himself and 
Mr. FEINGOLD): 

S. 1557. A bill to amend the Dairy 
Production Stabilization Act of 1983 to 
require that members of the National 
Dairy Promotion and Research Board 
be elected by milk producers and to 
prohibit bloc voting by cooperative as
sociations of milk producers in the 
election of the producers, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Agri
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

NATIONAL DAIRY PROMOTION REFORM ACT OF 
1993 

• Mr. KOHL. Mr. President, this year 
we celebrate the 220th anniversary of 
the Boston Tea Party, an event which 
sticks in the mind of many Americans 
as a symbol of the hard-won democracy 
on which this Nation was founded. Yet 
for some in this Nation, taxation with
out representation is not a thing of the 
past. The dairy farmers of this Nation 
know all too well that taxation with
out representation continues today. 

They live with that reality in their 
businesses every day. 

Dairy farmers are required to pay a 
15-cen t tax, in the form of an assess
ment, on every 100 pounds of milk that 
they sell. This tax goes to fund dairy 
promotion activities, such as those 
conducted by the National Dairy Pro
motion and Research Board, commonly 
known as the National Dairy Board. 
Yet these same farmers that pay hun
dreds, or in some cases thousands, of 
dollars every year for these mandatory 
promotion activities have no direct say 
over who represents them on that 
Board. 

This past summer, a national ref
erendum was held giving daily produc
ers the opportunity to vote on whether 
or not the National Dairy Board should 
continue. The referendum was held 
after 16,000 dairy producers, more than 
10 percent of dairy farmers nationwide, 
signed a petition to the Secretary of 
Agriculture calling for the referendum. 

Farmers signed this petition for a 
number of reasons. Some felt they 
could no longer afford the promotion 
assessment, others were frustrated 
with what they perceived to be a lack 
of clear benefits from the promotion 
activities, and still others were 
alarmed by certain promotion activi
ties undertaken by the Board which 
they did not condone. But overriding 
all of these concerns was, and contin
ues to be, the fact that dairy farmers 
have no direct power over the pro
motion activities which they fund from 
their own pocket. 

Mr. President, last Friday Secretary 
Espy announced the outcome of the 
referendum on the National Dairy 
Board. Although 71 percent of the votes 
were cast in support of the National 
Dairy Board, I do not believe the issue 
has been put to rest. Because nearly 90 
percent of all votes cast in favor of 
continuing the National Dairy Board 
were cast by bloc-voting cooperatives, 
there is skepticism among dairy farm
ers about the validity of the vote. 

While I believe that dairy promotion 
activities are important for enhancing 
markets for dairy products, my opin
ions on this subject are of little con
sequence. I do not pay for these pro
motion activities. Nor does the Federal 
Government. Dairy farmers do. 

It is for this reason that I rise today 
to introduce the National Dairy Pro
motion Reform Act of 1993. The intent 
of this legislation is not to rehash the 
referendum debate, which has been a 
contentious one. Instead, the intent is 
to look forward. 

This bill would give dairy farmers a 
more direct role in the selection of 
their representatives on the National 
Dairy Board. Whereas current law re
quires that members of the National 
Dairy Board be appointed by the Sec
retary of Agriculture, this legislation 
would require that the Board be an 
elected body. 

Further, although the legislation 
would continue the right of farmer co
operatives to nominate individual 
members to be on the ballot, bloc vot
ing by cooperatives would be prohib
ited for the purposes of the election it
self. There are many issues for which 
the cooperatives can and should rep
resent their members. But on this 
issue, farmers ought to speak for them
selves. 

It is my hope that the legislation 
that I am introducing today will help 
restore the confidence of the U.S. dairy 
farmer in dairy promotion. To achieve 
that confidence, farmers need to know 
that they have direct power over their 
representatives on the Board. This bill 
gives them that power. 

I welcome my colleague from Wiscon
sin, Senator FEINGOLD, as an original 
cosponsor of this bill. He will also be 
introducing important legislation 
today on the subject of dairy pro
motion reform, which I am pleased to 
be an original cosponsor, as well. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the bill was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

s. 1557 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ''National 
Dairy Promotion Reform Act of 1993 .. . 
SEC. 2. DAIRY VOTING REFORM. 

Section 113(b) of the Dairy Production Sta
bilization Act of 1983 (7 U.S .C. 4504(b)) is 
amended-

(1) by designating the first and second sen
tences as paragraphs (1) and (2), respectively; 

(2) by designating the third through fifth 
sentences as paragraph (3); 

(3) by designating the sixth sentence as 
paragraph (4); 

(4) by designating the seventh and eighth 
sentences as paragraph (5); 

(5) by designating the ninth sentence as 
paragraph (6); 

(6) in paragraph (1) (as so designated), by 
striking "and appointment .. ; 

(7) by striking paragraph (2) (as so des
ignated) and inserting the following new 
paragraph: 

"(2)(A)(i) Subject to clause (ii). members of 
the Board shall be milk producers nominated 
in accordance with subparagraph (B) and 
elected by a vote of producers through a 
process established by the Secretary. 

''(ii) In carrying out clause (i), the Sec
retary shall not permit an organization cer
tified under section 114 to vote on behalf of 
the members of the organization. 

"(B) Nominations shall be submitted by or
ganizations certified under section 114. or. if 
the Secretary determines that a substantial 
number of milk producers are not members 
of, or the interests of the producers are not 
represented by, a certified organization. 
from nominations submitted by the produc
ers in the manner authorized by the Sec
retary . In submitting nominations. each cer
tified organization shall demonstrate to the 
satisfaction of the Secretary that the milk 
producers who are members of the organiza
tion have been fully consulted in the nomi
nation process."; 
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(8) in the first sentence of paragraph (3) (as 

so designated), by striking "In making such 
appointments," and inserting " In establish
ing the process for the election of members 
of the Board,"; and 

(9) in paragraph (4) (as so designated)-
(A) by striking "appointment" and insert

ing "election"; and 
(B) by striking "appointments" and insert

ing "elections".• 

By Mr. FEINGOLD (for himself 
and Mr. KOHL): 

S. 1558. A bill to amend the Agricul
tural Act of 1949 to require producers of 
an agricultural commodity for which 
an acreage limitation program is in ef
fect to pay certain costs as a condition 
of agricultural loans, purchases, and 
payments, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri
tion, and Forestry. 

S. 1559. A bill to direct the Secretary 
of the Interior to submit a plan to Con
gress to achieve full and fair payment 
for Bureau of Reclamation water used 
for agricultural purposes, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 
AGRICULTURAL IRRIGATION DEFICIT REDUCTION 

LEGISLATION 

• Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce two related pieces 
of legislation aimed at terminating 
western agricultural irrigation sub
sidies that cost the Federal taxpayers 
millions of dollars each year. The first 
bill, S. 1558, would amend the Agricul
tural Act of 1949 to require producers of 
an agricultural commodity for which 
an acreage limitation program is in ef
fect to pay the full cost of water pro
vided by the Federal Government. The 
second bill, S. 1559, would require the 
Secretary of the Interior to submit ·to 
Congress a plan for elimination of irri
gation subsidies for agricultural pro
ducers in non-program crop areas. 

I am pleased to be joined in introduc
ing these measures by my colleague 
from Wisconsin, Senator KOHL. These 
bills are aimed at achieving deficit re
duction by eliminating subsidies that 
can no longer be justified in light of 
our enormous annual deficit and na
tional debt. 

Mr. President, the first bill would 
eliminate an apparant contradiction in 
our law which provides Federal crop 
subsidies on the one hand to agricul
tural producers who are required to 
limit production of certain surplus 
crops and on the other hand provides 
federally subsidized water to the same 
producers to produce these crops. It 
provides simply that if an agricultural 
producer is receiving payments under a 
Federal program with acreage limi ta
tion requirements. that producer is not 
eligible to receive below-cost water 
from the Federal Government. 

In this difficult time of high deficits, 
we have gradually reduced the size of 
the payments producers are allowed to 
receive under Federal commodity pro
grams. It would be inconsistent to con-

tinue to allow this double subsidy for a 
small group of farmers when we have 
asked so many producers to sacrifice. 

"Managing the Federal Government; 
A Decade of Decline," a December 1992 
staff report to the House Committee on 
Government Operations listed $66 mil
lion annually as a conservative esti
mate of irrigation subsidy costs for 
continuing this policy. This estimate 
was based on a 1990 Department of In
terior inspector general report using 
1986 Bureau of Reclamation figures. In 
1988, the House Subcommittee on Gen
eral Oversight and Investigations re
leased a report entitled, "Department 
of Interior's Efforts to Estimate the 
Cost of Federal Irrigation Subsidies: A 
Record of Deceit,'' which criticized 
DOI's cost estimation techniques, and 
asserted that yearly irrigation sub
sidies to grow surplus crops were actu
ally $830 million. In either case, termi
nation of the current policy will save 
millions and millions of dollars for the 
Federal treasury. This is clearly a sub
sidy that should be eliminated for both 
fiscal and policy reasons. 

It should also be noted that currently 
somewhere between one-third and one
half of the subsidized Bureau of Rec
lamation water is used to grow surplus 
crops. 

Mr. President, this is not a new prob
lem. In fact, elimination of western ag
ricultural water subsidies, particularly 
regarding surplus crops, has been pro
posed in a number of deficit reduction 
proposals and the conflicting policies 
of the Federal Government in this area 
are often cited as examples of Federal 
waste and abuse. Some have described 
this as a case where one Federal agen
cy pays farmers not to grow a surplus 
crop while another _agency provides fed
erally subsidized water to grow the 
same crop. Obviously, the purposes be
hind the acreage limitation program 
are far more complex, but the public 
perception remains that the Federal 
Government is spending taxpayer funds 
in an irrational manner. 

A very similar provision to eliminate 
the dual subsidies was included in leg
islation passed by the House of Rep
resentatives as part of the major re
forms in the Reclamation Projects Au
thorization and Adjustment Act of 
1992. Unfortunately, this provision did 
not survive conference committee. 

This is not the only way to curb dual 
subsidies. Other approaches have been 
advanced in past years, and I would 
welcome a discussion of all alter
na ti ves. 

What is clear, however, is the fact it 
is important that reforms be enacted 
to terminate the present policy of ask
ing the Federal taxpayers to subsidize 
the cost of this water. 

I am certain that some opponents of 
this legislation will call this an 
antifarmer bill. It is not. I believe the 
current contradictory Federal farm 
policy that benefits only a few, and 

mostly a very rich few, undermines the 
credibility and public support for the 
average farmer enrolled in agriculture 
programs. 

Eliminating the dual subsidy will 
also level the playing field for farmers 
who have to compete in the agricul
tural marketplace against farmers who 
receive input cost subsidies in the form 
of cheap irrigation. 

Halting this particular abuse of tax
payer funds is a first, and obvious step; 
The second bill I am introducing today 
is based on a broader principle that 
reclamation water subsidies more gen
erally are economically wasteful and 
environmentally harmful. 

The second bill directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to develop a plan to 
phase out water subsidies and require 
full and fair payment for the costs of 
delivery of Bureau of Reclamation 
water for agricultural purposes. 

The Congressional Budget Office esti
mates that since 1902, irrigation sub
sidies have cost our Government and 
our taxpayers between $33.7 and $70.3 
billion. 

This enormous expenditure to keep 
water prices artificially low has seri
ously devalued this precious natural 
resource. It has encouraged wasteful 
practices and discouraged conservation 
and cost-efficient production practices. 

Careless use of water has destroyed 
wetlands and other migratory bird 
habitats, diverted river and stream 
flows, and negatively impacted tourism 
and recreation. High concentrations of 
selenium, cadmium and arsenic in irri
gation runoff are poisoning waterfowl. 
Yet, we continue to pour more and 
more money down this subsidy drain. 

Nor is it just wildlife that has been 
adversely affected by these policies. 
During the worst years of the Califor
nia drought, some city dwellers paid 50 
to 100 times as much for their water as 
agricultural producers, while the pro
ducers consumed more than 80 percent 
of the State's water. In fact, water to 
irrigate just one crop-alfalfa-used 
more water in 1990 than all of the resi
dential users in San Diego, Los Ange
les, and San Francisco combined. 

Last year Congress succeeded in re
forming some of the worst water usage 
offenses. Those reforms were a tremen
dous and noteworthy step in the his
tory of water subsidies. But we still 
have far to go, and both our conscience 
and our pocketbook demand that we 
act promptly. 

Mr. President, as we look ahead to 
the 1995 farm bill, to Wetlands and En
dangered Species Act reforms, and to 
future Federal budgets, we have the op
portunity to improve policy in each 
area in a manner that could also save 
as much as $2.2 billion in water sub
sidies per year. You do not get an op
portunity like this every day. 

Mr. President, I am committed to 
achieving deficit reduction, and that is 
what these two bills are designed to do . 
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The Bureau of Reclamation water 

program, at its inception, was viewed 
as a pay-as-you-go program. The bene
ficiaries were to bear full cost of water 
delivery. This, I believe, should be our 
goal once again. 

Mr. President, I encourage my col
leagues to join me in developing a fis
cally responsible plan to eliminate ag
ricultural water subsidies more gen
erally. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
text of these bills be printed in the 
RECORD at the conclusion of my re
marks. 

There being no objection, the bills 
were ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

S. 1558 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the "Agricultural 
Irrigation and Deficit Reduction Act of 
1993". 
SEC. 2. PAYMENT OF CERTAIN COSTS UNDER 

ACREAGE LIMITATION PROGRAMS. 
Titl e I of the Agricultural Act of 1949 (7 

U.S.C. 1441 et seq.) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new section: 
"SEC. 116. PAYMENT OF CERTAIN COSTS UNDER 

ACREAGE LIMITATION PROGRAMS. 
"(a) IN GENERAL.- If an acreage limitation 

program is announced for a crop a commod
ity under this title. as a condition of eligi
bility for loans. purchases. and payments for 
the c rop under this ti tie. the producers on a 
farm shall pay to the Secretary of the Inte
rior an amount that is equal to the full cost 
incu rred by the F ederal Government of the 
delivery to the farm of water that is used in 
the product ion of the crop. as determined by 
the Secretary of the Interior . 

"(b) APPLICAT!ON.-
.. (1) IN GENERAL.-Subsection (a) shall not 

apply to the delivery of water pursuant to a 
contract that is ente red into before January 
1. 1995. under any provision of F ederal rec
lamation law. 

"(2) RENEWAL Oil AMENDMENT.- If a con
tract described in paragraph (1) is renewed or 
amended on or after January 1. 1995. sub
section <a> shall apply to the delivery or 
water beginning on the date of renewal or 
amendment.". 

S. 1559 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep

resentat,ires of the United States of America in 
Co ngress assembled. 
SECTION l. WATER RECLAMATION PROJECTS. 

(A) I:-< GE:-<ERAL.- The Secretary of the In
terior shall develop a plan for charging the 
recipient of water from a water reclamation 
project conducted by the Bureau of Reclama
tion the full and fair value of water received 
that is used for agricultural purposes. 

<bl REl'Oln.- Not la ter than September 1. 
1994. the Secretary of the Interior shall 
transmit the plan developed under sub
section (al to the Congress .• 

By Mr. MOYNIHAN (for himself, 
Mr. PACKWOOD, Mr. MITCHELL, 
Mr. PRYOR, Mr. GRASSLEY, Mr. 
BRADLEY, Mr. RIEGLE, Mr. 
ROCKEFELLER, Mr. HATFIELD, 
Mr. JEFFORDS, and Ms. MIKUL
SKI) : 

S. 1560. A bill to establish the Social 
Security Administration as an inde
pendent agency, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Finance. 

SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 
INDEPENDENCE ACT OF 1993 

• Mr. MOYNIHAN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce legislation to re
move the Social Security Administra
tion from the Department of Health 
and Human Services and reestablish it 
as an independent agency of the execu
tive branch of the Government. I do so 
with my distinguished colleagues and 
cosponsors, Senators PACKWOOD, 
MITCHELL, PRYOR, GRASSLEY, BRADLEY, 
RIEGLE, ROCKEFELLER, HATFIELD, JEF
FORDS, and MIKULSKI. With this pro
posal, we hope to increase public con
fidence in Social Security by giving 
the agency more visibility and ac
countability, by improving administra
tive efficiency, and by insulating the 
agency from partisan politics. 

Making Social Security an independ
ent agency is not a new notion. The So
cial Security program was originally 
administered by an independent agency 
in the 1930's. By the late 1970's, there 
were proposals to return the agency to 
this status. In 1980, the National Com
mission on Social Security rec
ommended it. In 1993, the National 
Commission on Social Security Re
form, the so-called Greenspan Commis
sion, on which I served with the distin
guished Republican leader, Senator 
DOLE, repeated the call to make SSA 
an independent agency. In the Social 
Security Amendments of 1983, Congress 
empaneled a study group to report on 
the best way to implement the pro
posal. This study panel, headed by the 
distinguished former Comptroller Gen
eral of the United States, Elmer 
Staats. reported its findings and rec
ommendations in 1984. Our bill is based 
on those recommendations. 

Under this legislation, the Social Se
curity Administration will be led by a 
Commissioner, appointed by the Presi
dent, with the advice and consent of 
the Senate. The Commissioner will 
serve a 4-year term that coincides with 
that of the President. In addition, the 
bill establishes a seven-member, bipar
tisan, part-time advisory board, to 
make recommendations to the Com
missioner on policy issues concerning 
Social Security. 

Proposals to make SSA an independ
ent agency have the support of nearly 
every organization with an interest in 
the administration of the Social Secu
rity program, including the American 
Association of Retired Persons, the Na
tional Council of Senior Citizens, and 
the AFL-CIO. The proposal enjoys 
broad-based support for a number of 
reasons. First , the sheer size of the 
agency argues for independence . SSA 
employs 64,000 workers in a national 
network of 1,300 offices. This is more 
than twice the number of employees at 
the State Department and three times 

the number of workers employed by 
the Department of Labor. And with a 
budget of more than $300 billion, SSA 
will spend more this year than the De
partment of Defense and nearly 10 
times as much as the Department of 
Education. In fact, SSA's outlays this 
year will be larger than the combined 
outlays of 11 Federal departments. It 
simply defies common sense for an 
agency this large to be included under 
an umbrella bureaucracy. 

Next is the matter of public con
fidence in Social Security. While the 
Social Security program is our most 
successful domestic program, public 
opinion surveys consistently show that 
a majority of nonretired adults are not 
confident that the program will be 
there for them when they need it. I be
lieve one reason for this is that you 
send in your FICA contributions every 
week, but you never hear back from 
SSA. A few years ago I got a provision 
enacted into law that will require SSA 
to start sending out annual statements 
to all workers by the end of the decade. 
This should help. But it cannot help for 

. SSA to be buried in the Department of 
Health and Human Services. An agency 
that directly serves virtually every 
American that administers a program 
as important as Social Security, that 
maintains earnings records for 132 mil
lion workers and sends benefits to 42 
million recipients--that agency should 
be visible and accountable to inspire 
the public confidence that the program 
needs and deserves. 

Good administration is at the heart 
of the public trust in any program, and 
unfortunately, tha administration of 
Social Security has not been up to the 
standards of quality we learned in 
times past to expect from this great 
public institution. During the past dec
ade, the staff has been reduced by more 
than 20 percent, with little regard for 
how this reduction affects public serv
ice . The disability program has grown 
rapidly in recent years, for reasons 
that no one can explain . Large back
logs of disability claims are pending in 
the State disability determination 
services- over 700,000 and rising , we are 
told, to 1.3 million by the end of fiscal 
year 1994. The length of time required 
to make a determination on a person's 
disability claim currently averages 97 
days and is projected to increase to 185 
days in 1994. A similar situation pre
vails in SSA's hearings offices. Some 
500,000 hearing requests were filed in 
1993-almost 200,000 more than were 
filed in 1990-and it took, on average, 
265 days--almost 9 months--for a 
claimant to receive a decision from an 
administrative law judge on his Social 
Security application. Further, it is ex
pected that by 1995, it will take 420 
days- more than a year-for an ALJ to 
decide a case. 

To make matters worse, SSA has 
failed in recent years to conduct re
quired periodic reviews to determine 
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the continuing eligibility of those on 
the disability rolls. This is extremely 
shortsighted budgeting, since for every 
dollar the agency spends conducting 
these reviews, it saves over $3 in bene
fits that otherwise are paid erro
neously to people who are no longer el
igible for disability benefits. 

Compounding these management 
problems is instability of leadership. In 
my 17 years on the Finance Committee, 
there have been 12 Commissioners, of 
whom 5 have been acting Commis
sioners. The position of Commissioner 
was vacant for a year before we re
ceived a nomination, whereupon the 
nominee was promptly confirmed on 
October 7. This turmoil at the top must 
end. This bill provides for a strong 
Commissioner, with a 4-year term of 
office, to provide the vigorous, stable 
leadership that Social Security must 
have. 

Another important feature of this 
proposal is the creation of a bipartisan 
advisory board, to provide advice to 
the Commissioner concerning Social 
Security policy. A bipartisan advisory 
board will produce a more deliberative 
decisionmaking process on important 
issues of Social Security policy, and 
help to maintain stability and integ
rity in the administration of the Social 
Security program. It will also help fu
ture leaders of the program avoid seri
ous policy errors, such as we experi
enced some years ago in the disability 
program, when Congress ultimately 
had to step in to assure that bene
ficiaries were not unjustly deprived of 
benefits. 

Finally, Mr. President, I would make 
the point that this bill will enhance 
the capacity of the Department of 
Heal th and Human Services to deal 
with the enormous task before it. In re
cent years the principal focus of the 
Department has been on health. This 
focus stemmed in part from the inter
est of the two previous Secretaries, 
both of whom were medical doctors. 
But it also stems from the importance 
of the issue. And as we focus on how 
best to restructure the health care sys
tem-which comprises some 14 percent 
of our domestic economy-it is essen
tial that the leadership of the Depart
ment of HHS has the time and energy 
this undertaking requires. Removing 
SSA from the Department will facili
tate the Secretary's participation in 
this important task. 

Mr. President, it is time to take ac
tion on this important matter. This 
bill will soon be marked up by the 
Committee on Finance, and will then 
come before this body for consideration 
by the full Senate. Legislation to make 
SSA an independent agency has been 
passed by the House of Representatives 
on three occasions with substantial bi
partisan majorities. The Finance Com
mittee has twice before favorably re
ported an independent agency bill. I 
hope this legislation will .receive the 

favorable consideration of my col
leagues. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
text of the bill be printed in the 
RECORD at the conclusion of my re
marks. 

There being no objection, the bill was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

s. 1560 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; AMENDMENT OF SO

CIAL SECURITY ACT; TABLE OF CON
TENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.-This Act may be cited as 
the "Social Security Administration Inde
pendence Act of 1993". 

(b) AMENDMENT OF SOCIAL SECURITY ACT.
Except as otherwise expressly provided, 
whenever in this Act an amendment is ex
pressed in terms of an amendment to or re
peal of, a section or other provision, the ref
erence shall be considered to be made to that 
section or other provision of the Social Secu
rity Act. 

(C) TABLE OF CONTENTS.-The table of con
tents of this Act is as follows: 
Sec. 1. Short title; amendment of Social Se

curity Act; table of contents. 
TITLE I-ESTABLISHMENT OF NEW 

INDEPENDENT AGENCY 
Sec. 101. Establishment of Social Security 

Administration as a separate, 
independent agency. · 

Sec. 102. Commissioner and Deputy Commis
sioner of Social Security. 

Sec. 103. Social Security Advisory Board. 
Sec. 104. Personnel; budgetary matters; seal 

of office. 
Sec. 105. Transfers to the new Social Secu

rity Administration. 
Sec. 106. Transitional rules. 
Sec. 107. Effective dates. 

TITLE II-CONFORMING AMENDMENTS 
Sec. 201. Amendments to titles II and XVI of 

the Social Security Act. 
Sec. 202. Other amendments. 
Sec. 203. Rules of construction. 
Sec. 204. Effective dates. 

TITLE I-ESTABLISHMENT OF NEW 
INDEPENDENT AGENCY 

SEC. 101. ESTABLISHMENT OF SOCIAL SECURITY 
ADMINISTRATION AS A SEPARATE. 
INDEPENDENT AGENCY. 

Section 701 (42 U.S.C. 901) is amended to 
read as follows: 

"SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 
"SEC. 701. There is hereby established, as 

an independent agency . in the executive 
branch of the Government, a Social Security 
Administration (hereafter in this title re
ferred to as the 'Administration'). It shall be 
the duty of the Administration to administer 
the old-age, survivors, and disability insur
ance program under title II and the supple
mental security income program under title 
XVI.". 
SEC. 102. COMMISSIONER AND DEPUTY COMMIS

SIONER OF SOCIAL SECURITY. 
Section 702 (42 U.S.C. 902) is amended to 

read as follows: 
"COMMISSIONER AND DEPUTY COMMISSIONER 

"Commissioner of Social Security 
"SEC. 702. (a)(l) There shall be in the Ad

ministration a Commissioner of Social Secu
rity (hereafter in this title referred to as the 
'Commissioner') who shall be appointed by 
the President, with the advice and consent of 
the Senate. 

"(2) The Commissioner shall be com
pensated at the rate provided for level I of 
the Executive Schedule. 

"(3) The Commissioner shall be appointed 
for a term of 4 years coincident with the 
term of the President, or until the appoint
ment of a qualified successor. 

"(4) The Commissioner shall be responsible 
for the exercise of all powers and the dis
charge of all duties of the Administration, 
and shall have authority and control over all 
personnel and activities thereof. 

"(5) The Commissioner may prescribe such 
rules and regulations as the Commissioner 
determines necessary or appropriate to carry 
out the functions of the Administration. The 
regulations prescribed by the Commissioner 
shall be subject to the rulemaking proce
dures established under section 553 of title 5, 
United States Code. 

"(6) The Commissioner may establish, 
alter, consolidate, or discontinue such orga
nizational units or components within the 
Administration as the Commissioner consid
ers necessary or appropriate, except that 
this paragraph shall not apply with respect 
to any unit, component, or provision pro
vided for by this Act. 

"(7) The Commissioner may assign duties, 
and delegate, or authorize successive redele
gations of, authority to act and to render de
cisions, to such officers and employees of the 
Administration as the Commissioner may 
find necessary. Within the limitations of 
such delegations, redelegations, or assign
ments, all official acts and decisions of such 
officers and employees shall have the same 
force and effect as though performed or ren
dered by the Commissioner. 

"(8) The Commissioner and the Secretary 
of Health and Human Services (hereafter in 
this title referred to as the 'Secretary') shall 
consult, on an ongoing basis, to ensure-

"(A) the coordination of the programs ad
ministered by the Commissioner, as de
scribed in section 701, with the programs ad
ministered by the Secretary under titles 
XVIII and XIX of this Act; and 

"(B) that adequate information concerning 
benefits under such titles XVIII and XIX 
shall be available to the public. 

"Deputy Commissioner of Social Security 
"(b)(l) There shall be in the Administra

tion a Deputy Commissioner of Social Secu
rity (hereafter in this title referred to as the 
'Deputy Commissioner') who shall be ap
pointed by the President, with the advice 
and consent of the Senate. 

"(2) The Deputy Commissioner shall be ap
·pointed for a term of 4 years coincident with 
the term of the Commissioner, or until the 
appointment of a qualified successor. 

"(3) The Deputy Commissioner shall be 
compensated at the rate provided for level II 
of the Executive Schedule. 

"(4) The Deputy Commissioner shall per
form such duties and exercise such powers as 
the Commissioner shall from time to time 
assign or delegate. The Deputy Commis
sioner shall be Acting Commissioner of the 
Administration during the absence or dis
ability of the Commissioner and, unless the 
President designates another officer of the 
Government as Acting Commissioner, in the 
event of a vacancy in the office of the Com
missioner.''. 
SEC. 103. SOCIAL SECURITY ADVISORY BOARD. 

Section 703 (42 U.S.C. 903) is amended to 
read as follows: 

"SOCIAL SECURITY ADVISORY BOARD 
"Establishment of Board 

"SEC. 703. (a) There shall be established a 
Social Security Advisory Board (hereinafter 
referred to as the 'Board'). 
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"Functions of the Board 

"(b) The Board shall advise the Commis
sioner on policies related to the old-age, sur
vivors, and disability insurance program 
under title II and the supplemental security 
income program under title XVI. Specific 
functions of the Board shall include-

"(1) analyzing the Nation's retirement and 
disability systems and making recommenda
tions with respect to how the old-age, survi
vors, and disability insurance program and 
the supplemental security income program, 
supported by other public and private sys
tems, can most effectively assure economic 
security; 

"(2) studying and making recommenda
tions relating to the coordination of pro
grams that provide health security with pro
grams described in paragraph (1); 

"(3) making recommendations to the 
President and to the Congress with respect 
to policies that will ensure the solvency of 
the old-age, survivors, and disability insur
ance program, both in the short-term and 
the long-term; 

"(4) making recommendations to the 
President of candidates to consider in select
ing nominees for the position of Commis
sioner and Deputy Commissioner; 

"(5) reviewing and assessing the quality of 
service that the Administration provides to 
the public; 

"(6) reviewing and making recommenda
tions with respect to policies and regulations 
regarding the old-age, survivors, and disabil
ity insurance program and the supplemental 
security income program; 

"(7) increasing public understanding of the 
social security system; 

"(8) in consultation with the Commis
sioner, reviewing the development and im
plementation of a long-range research and 
program evaluation plan for the Administra
tion; 

"(9) reviewing and assessing any major 
studies of social security as may come to the 
attention of the Board; and 

"(10) conducting such other reviews and as
sessments that the Board determines to be 
appropriate. 

"Structure and Membership of the Board 
"(c) The Board shall be composed of 7 

members who shall be appointed as follows: 
"(1) 3 members shall be appointed by the 

President, with the advice and consent of the 
Senate. Not more than 2 of such members 
shall be from the same political party. 

"(2) 2 members (each member from a dif
ferent political party) shall be appointed by 
the President pro tempore of the Senate with 
the advice of the Chairman and the Ranking 
Minority Member of the Senate Committee 
on Finance. 

"(3) 2 members (each member from a dif
ferent political party) shall be appointed by 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
with the advice of the Chairman and the 
Ranking Minority Member of the House 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

"Terms of Appointment 
"(d) Each member of the Board shall serve 

for a term of 6 years, except that-
"(1) a member appointed to fill a vacancy 

occurring prior to the expiration of the term 
for which a predecessor was appointed, shall 
be appointed for the remainder of such term; 
and 

"(2) the terms of service of the members 
initially appointed under this section shall 
expire as follows: 

"(A) The terms of service of the members 
initially appointed by the President shall ex
pire as designated by the President at the 
time of nomination, 1 each at the end of-

"(i) 2 years; 
"(ii) 4 years; and 
"(iii) 6 years. 
"(B) The terms of service of members ini

tially appointed by the President pro tem
pore of the Senate shall expire as designated 
by the President pro tempore of the Senate 
at the time of nomination, 1 each at the end 
of-

"(i) 4 years; and 
"(ii) 6 years. 
"(C) The terms of service of members ini

tially appointed by the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives shall expire as designated 
by the Speaker of the House of Representa
tives at the time of nomination, 1 each at 
the end of-

"(i) 3 years; and 
"(ii) 5 years. 

"Chairman 
"(e) A member of the Board shall be des

ignated by the President to serve as Chair
man for a term of 4 years, coincident with 
the term of the President, or until the des
ignation of a successor. 

"Compensation 
"(f) Members of the Board shall be com

pensated as follows: 
"(1) Members shall be paid at a rate equal 

to 25 percent of the rate for level III of the 
Executive Schedule. 

"(2) For days when the Board or any au
thorized subcommittee of the Board meets, 
members who attend meetings on such days 
(including travel time) shall receive addi
tional compensation in an amount equal to 
the daily equivalent of the rate for level III 
of the Executive Schedule. 

"(3) While serving on business of the Board 
away from their homes or regular places of 
business, members may be allowed travel ex
penses, including per diem. in lieu of subsist
ence, as authorized by section 5703 of title 5, 
United States Code, for persons in the Gov
ernment employed intermittently. 

"(4) Service on the Board shall not be 
treated as Federal service or employment for 
purposes of receiving any benefits under 
chapters 83, 84, and 87 of title 5, United 
States Code. 

"(5) A member of the Board may elect cov
erage of a health benefits plan under chapter 
89 of title 5, United States Code. Such a 
member electing coverage shall have the ap
plicable employee contributions under sec
tion 8906 of such title withheld from pay for 
service as a member of the Board. The Ad
ministration shall pay the applicable Gov
ernment contributions under such section 
8906 for such member. The Office of Person
nel Management shall promulgate regula
tions to apply the provisions of chapter 89 of 
such title to Board members electing cov
erage as provided under this paragraph. 

''Meetings 
"(g) The Board shall meet not less than 6 

times each year to consider a specific agenda 
of issues, as determined by the Chairman in 
consultation with the other members of the 
Board. 

"Federal Advisory Committee Act 
"(h) The Board shall be exempt from the 

provisions of the Federal Advisory Commit
tee Act (5 U.S.C. App.). 

''Personnel 
"(i)(l) The Board shall, without regard to 

title 5, United States Code, appoint a Staff 
Director who shall be paid at a rate equiva
lent to a rat3 for the Senior Executive Serv
ice. 

"(2) The Board is authorized, without re
gard to title 5, United States Code, to ap-

point and fix the compensation of such addi
tional personnel as the Board determines to 
be necessary to carry out the functions of 
the Board. 

"(3) In fixing the compensation of addi
tional personnel under paragraph (2), the 
Board shall not authorize that any individ
ual appointed under such paragraph be com
pensated at a rate that is greater than the 
rate of compensation of the Staff Director 
described in paragraph (1)." 

"Authorization of Appropriation 
"(j) There are authorized to be made avail

able for expenditure, out of the Federal Dis
ability Insurance Trust Fund, the Federal 
Old Age and Survivors Insurance Trust Fund, 
and the general fund in the Treasury, such 
sums as the Congress may deem appropriate 
to carry out the purposes of this section.". 
SEC. 104. PERSONNEL; BUDGETARY MATTERS; 

SEAL OF OFFICE. 
Section 704 is amended to read as follows: 

"ADMINISTRATIVE DUTIES OF THE 
COMMISSIONER 

''Personnel 
"SEC. 704. (a)(l) The Commissioner shall 

appoint such additional officers and employ
ees as the Commissioner considers necessary 
to carry out the functions of the Administra
tion under this Act. Except as otherwise pro
vided in any other provision of law, such offi
cers and employees shall be appointed, and 
their compensation shall be fixed, in accord
ance with title 5, United States Code. 

"(2) The Commissioner may procure the 
services of experts and consultants in ac
cordance with the provisions of section 3109 
of title 5, United States Code. 

"(3) Notwithstanding any requirements of 
section 3133 of title 5, United States Code, 
the Director of the Office of Personnel Man
agement shall authorize for the Administra
tion a total number of Senior Executive 
Service positions which is substantially 
greater than the number of such positions 
authorized in the Social Security Adminis
tration in the Department of Health and 
Human Services as of immediately before 
the date of the enactment of the Social Secu
rity Administration Independence Act of 1993 
to the extent that the greater number of 
such authorized positions is specified in the 
comprehensive work force plan as estab
lished and revised by the Commissioner 
under subsection (b)(l). The total number of 
such positions authorized for the Adminis
tration shall not at any time be less than the 
number of such authorized positions as of 
immediately before such date. 

"Budgetary Matters 
"(b)(l) Appropriations requests for staffing 

and personnel of the Administration shall be 
based upon a comprehensive work force plan, 
which shall be established and revised from 
time to time by the Commissioner. 

"(2) Appropriations for administrative ex
penses of the Administration are authorized 
to be provided on a biennial basis. 

"(3) Funds appropriated for the Adminis
tration to be available on a contingency 
basis shall be apportioned upon the occur
rence of the stipulated contingency, as deter
mined by the Commissioner and reported to 
the Congress. 

"Employment Restriction 
"(c) The number of positions in the Admin

istration which may be excepted from the 
competitive service, on a temporary or per
manent basis, because of the confidential or 
policy-determining character of such posi
tions, may not exceed at any time the equiv
alent of 10 full-time positions. 
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"Seal of Office 

"(d) The Commissioner shall cause a seal 
of office to be made for the Administration 
of such design as the Commissioner shall ap
prove. Judicial notice shall be taken of such 
seal.". 
SEC. 105. TRANSFERS TO THE NEW SOCIAL SECU

RITY ADMINISTRATION. 
(a) FUNCTIONS.- There are transferred to 

the Social Security Administration all func
tions carried out by the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services with respect to the pro
grams and activities the administration of 
which is vested in the Social Security Ad
ministration by reason of this title and the 
amendments made thereby. The Commis
sioner of Social Security shall allocate such 
functions in accordance with sections 701, 
702, 703, and 704 of the Social Security Act 
(as amended by this title). 

(b) PERSONNEL, ASSETS, ETC.-(1) There are 
transferred from the Department of Health 
and Human Services to the Social Security 
Administration, for appropriate allocation 
by the Commissioner of Social Security in 
the Social Security Administration-

(A) the personnel employed in connection 
with the functions transferred by this title 
and the amendments made thereby; and 

(B) the assets, liabilities, contracts, prop
erty, records, and unexpended balance of ap
propriations, authorizations, allocations, 
and other funds employed, held, or used in 
connection with such functions, arising from 
such functions, or available, or to be made 
available, in connection with such functions. 

(2) Unexpended funds transferred pursuant 
to this subsection shall be used only for the 
purposes for which the funds were originally 
authorized and appropriated. 

(3) Any individual who is an employee of 
the Department and who was not employed 
on the date of the enactment of this title, in 
connection with functions transferred by 
this title to the Administration, but who was 
so employed on the day before the date es
tablished pursuant to section 107(a), may be 
transferred from the Department of Health 
and Human Services to the Social Security 
Administration by the Commissioner under 
subparagraph (A) of paragraph (1), after con
sultation with the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services, if the Commissioner deter
mines such transfer to be appropriate. 

(4) Any individual who is an employee of 
the Department and who was employed on 
the date of the enactment of this title, solely 
in connection with functions transferred by 
this title to the Administration, and who 
was so employed on the day before the date 
established pursuant to section 107(a), shall 
be transferred from the Department of 
Health and Human Services to the Social Se
curity Administration. 

(c) ABOLISHMENT OF OFFICE OF COMMIS
SIONER IN THE DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES.- Effective upon the ap
pointment of a Commissioner of Social Secu
rity pursuant to section 702 of the Social Se
curity Act (as amended by this title)-

(1) the position of Commissioner of Social 
Security in the Department of Health and 
Human Services is abolished; and 

(2) section 5315 of title 5, United States 
Code, is amended by striking the following: 

" Commissioner of Social Security, Depart
ment of Health and Human Services." . 
SEC. 106. TRANSITIONAL RULES. 

(a) TRANSITION DIRECTOR.-(!) Within 30 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, a transition director shall be appointed 
by the President, who shall be selected on 
the basis of experience and knowledge of the 
operation of the Government. 

(2) The transition director shall conduct 
activities necessary to ensure the transition 
of the Social Security Administration to the 
status of an independent agency in the exec
utive branch of the Government. In conduct
ing such activities before the appointment of 
the Commissioner of Social Security, the 
transition director shall consult regularly 
with the Director of the Office of Manage
ment and Budget. Upon such appointment, 
the transition director shall conduct such 
activities at the direction of the Commis
sioner of Social Security. 

(3) The transition director shall be com
pensated at' the rate provided for level IV of 
the Executive Schedule. 

(4) Expenditures to carry out the purposes 
of this subsection shall be made out of the 
Federal Old Age and Survivors Insurance 
Trust Fund and the Federal Disability Insur
ance Trust Fund. 

(b) INTERIM AUTHORITY FOR APPOINTMENT 
AND COMPENSATION.-

(!) APPOINTMENT OF COMMISSIONER.-Within 
60 days of the date of the enactment of this 
title, the Commissioner of Social Security 
shall be appointed by the President pursuant 
to section 702 of the Social Security Act (as 
amended by this title). If the appointment is 
made pursuant to such section before the 
date established pursuant to section 107(a), 
the Commissioner of Social Security shall 
also perform the duties assigned to the Com
missioner of Social Security in the Depart
ment of Health and Human Services. 

(2) OTHER APPOINTMENTS.-At any time on 
or after the date of the enactment of this 
title any of the other officers provided for in 
sections 702 and 703 of the Social Security 
Act (as amended by this title) may be nomi
nated and appointed, as provided in such sec
tions. 

(3) COMPENSATION.-Funds available to any 
official or component of the Department of 
Health and Human Services, functions of 
which are transferred to the Commissioner 
of Social Security or the Social Security Ad
ministration by this title, may with the ap
proval of the Director of the Office of Man
agement and Budget, be used to pay the com
pensation and expenses of any officer ap
pointed pursuant to this subsection until 
such time as funds for that purpose are oth
erwise available. 

(C) CONTINUATION OF ORDERS, DETERMINA
TIONS, RULES, REGULATIONS, ETC.-All or
ders, determinations, rules, regulations, per
mits, contracts, collective bargaining agree
ments (and ongoing negotiations relating to 
such collective bargaining agreements), rec
ognitions of labor organizations, certificates, 
licenses, and privilege&-

(!) which have been issued, made, promul
gated, granted, or allowed to become effec
tive, in the exercise of functions (A) which 
were exercised by the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services (or the Secretary's dele
gate), and (B) which relate to functions 
which, by reason of this title, the amend
ments made thereby, and regulations pre
scribed thereunder, are vested in the Com
missioner of Social Security; and 

(2) which are in effect immediately before 
the date established pursuant to section 
107(a), 
shall (to the extent that they relate to func
tions described in paragraph (l)(B)) continue 
in effect according to their terms until modi
fied, terminated, suspended, set aside, or re
pealed by such Commissioner, except that 
any collective bargaining agreement shall 
remain in effect until the date of termi
nation specified in such agreement. 

(d) CONTINUATION OF PROCEEDINGS.-The 
provisions of this title (including the amend-

ments made thereby) shall not affect any 
proceeding pending before the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services immediately be
fore the date established pursuant to section 
107(a), with respect to functions vested (by 
reason of this title, the amendments made 
thereby, and regulations prescribed there
under) in the Commissioner of Social Secu
rity, except that such proceedings, to the ex
tent that such proceedings relate to such 
functions , shall continue before such Com
missioner. Orders shall be issued under any 
such proceeding, appeals taken therefrom, 
and payments shall be made pursuant to 
such orders, in like manner as if this title 
had not been enacted, and orders issued in 
any such proceeding shall continue in effect 
until modified, terminated, superseded, or 
repealed by such Commissioner, by a court of 
competent jurisdiction, or by operation of 
law. · 

(e) CONTINUATION OF SUITS.-Except as pro
vided in this subsection-

(!) the provisions of this title shall not af
fect suits commenced before the date estab
lished pursuant to section 107(a); and 

(2) in all such suits proceedings shall be 
had, appeals taken, and judgments rendered, 
in the same manner and effect as if this title 
had not been enacted. 
No cause of action, and no suit, action, or 
other proceeding commenced by or against 
any officer in such officer's official capacity 
as an officer of the Department of Health 
and Human Services, shall abate by reason of 
the enactment of this title. Causes of action, 
suits, actions, or other proceedings may be 
asserted by or against the United States and 
the Social Security Administration, or such 
official of such Administration as may be ap
propriate, and, in any litigation pending im
mediately before the date established pursu
ant to section 107(a), the court may at any 
time, on the court's own motion or that of a 
party, enter an order which will give effect 
to the provisions of this subsection (includ
ing, where appropriate, an order for substi
tution of parties). 

(f) CONTINUATION OF PENALTIES.-This title 
shall not have the effect of releasing or ex
tinguishing any criminal prosecution, pen
alty, forfeiture, or liability incurred as a re
sult of any function which (by reason of this 
title, the amendments made thereby, and 
regulations prescribed thereunder) is vested 
in the Commissioner of Social Security. 

(g) JUDICIAL REVIEW.-Orders and actions 
of the Commissioner of Social Security in 
the exercise of functions vested in such Com
missioner under this title (and the amend
ments made thereby) shall be subject to judi
cial review to the same extent and in the 
same manner as if such orders had been 
made and such actions had peen taken by the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services in 
the exercise of such functions immediately 
before the date established pursuant to sec
tion 107(a). Any statutory requirements re
lating to notice, hearings, action upon the 
record, or administrative review that apply 
to any function so vested in such Commis
sioner shall continue to apply to the exercise 
of such function by such Commissioner. 

(h) EXERCISE OF FUNCTIONS.-In the exer
cise of the functions vested in the Commis
sioner of Social Security under this title, the 
amendments made thereby, and regulations 
prescribed thereunder, such Commissioner 
shall have the same authority as that vested 
in the Secretary of Health and Human Serv
ices with respect to the exercise of such 
functions immediately preceding the vesting 
of such functions in such Commissioner, and 
actions of such Commissioner shall have the 
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same force and effect as when exercised by 
such Secretary. 

(i) REPORT.-Within 120 days of the date of 
the enactment of this title, the transition di
rector and the Commissioner of Social Secu
rity shall report to the Congress on the sta
tus of the transition to an independent So
cial Security Administration, and on any 
significant internal restructuring or man
agement improvements that are proposed to 
be undertaken. 
SEC. 107. EFFECTIVE DATES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Except as provided in 
subsection (b), this title, and the amend
ments made by such title shall take effect on 
the earlier of-

(1) the date which is 180 days after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, or 

(2) a date designated by the President. 
(b) TRANSITIONAL RULES.-Section 106 shall 

take effect on the date of the enactment of 
this title. 

TITLE II-CONFORMING AMENDMENTS 
SEC. 201. AMENDMENTS TO TITLES II AND XVI OF 

THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.-Title II (42 U.S.C. 401 et 

seq.) (other than section 201, section 218(d), 
section 23l(c), section 226, and section 226A) 
and title XVI (42 U.S.C. 1382 et seq.) (other 
than sections 1614(f)(2)(B) and 1616(e)(3)) are 
each amended-

(!) by striking, wherever it appears there
in, "Secretary of Heal th and Human Serv
ices" and. inserting "Commissioner of Social 
Security"; 

(2) by striking, wherever it appears there
in, "Department of Health and Human Serv
ices" and inserting "Social Security Admin
istration"; 

(3) by striking, wherever it appears there
in, "Department" (but only if it is not imme
diately succeeded by the words " of Health 
and Human Services", and only if it is used 
in reference to the Department of Health and 
Human Services) and inserting "Administra
tion"; 

(4) by striking, wherever it appears there
in, each of the following words (but, in the 
case of any such word only if such word re
fers to the Secretary of Heal th and Human 
Services): "Secretary" , " Secretary's", " his", 
" him" , "he" , " her", and "she", and inserting 
(in the case of the word "Secretary") " Com
missioner of Social Security" . (in the case of 
the word "Secretary's") " Commissioner's", 
(in the case of the word " his" ) "the Commis
sioner's" , (in the case of the word "him") 
" the Commissioner" . (in the case of the word 
"her") "the Commissioner" or "the Commis
sioner's", as may be appropriate, and (in the 
case of the words "she" or "he") "the Com
missioner"; and 

(5) by striking, wherever it appears there
in, "Internal Revenue Code of 1954" and in
serting " Internal Revenue Code of 1986" . 

(b) AMENDMENTS TO SECTION 201.- (l)(A) 
Sections 20l(a)(3), 20l(a)(4), 201(b)(l), and 
20l(b)(2) (42 U.S.C. 40l(a)(3), 40l(a)(4), 
40l(b)(l), and 40l(b)(2). respectively) are each 
amended by striking " Secretary of Health 
and Human Services" each place it appears 
and inserting " Commissioner of Social Secu
rity"; and 

(B) Sections 20l(a)(3) and 20l(b)(l) (42 
U.S.C. 40l(a)(3) and 40l(b)(l) , respectively) 
are each amended by striking " such Sec
retary" and inserting " such Commissioner" . 

(2) Section 20l(c) (42 U.S.C. 40l(c)) is 
amended-

(A) in the first sentence, by striking "shall 
be composed of" and all that follows down 
through "ex officio" and inserting the fol
lowing: " shall be composed of the Commis
sioner of Social Security, the Secretary of 
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the Treasury, and the Secretary of Heal th 
and Human Services, all ex officio"; and 

(B) in the fifth sentence, by striking "The 
Commissioner of Social Security" and in
serting "The Deputy Commissioner of Social 
Security''. 

(3) Section 20l(g)(l)(A) (42 U.S .C. 
401(g)(l)(A)) is amended-

(A) in clause (i), by striking "by him and 
the Secretary of Health and Human Serv
ices" and inserting "by him, the Commis
sioner of Social Security, and the Secretary 
of Health and Human Services", and by 
striking "by the Department of Health and 
Human Services and the Treasury Depart
ment" and inserting "by the Social Security 
Administration, the Department of Health 
and Human Services, and the Department of 
the Treasury"; 

(B) in clause (ii), by striking "method pre
scribed by the Board of Trustees under para
graph (4)" and inserting "applicable method 
prescribed under paragraph (4)'', by striking 
"the Secretary of Health and Human Serv
ices" and inserting "the Commissioner of So
cial Security and the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services'', and by striking "the 
Department of Health and Human Services" 
and inserting "the Social Security Adminis
tration and the Department of Health and 
Human Services"; and 

(C) by striking the last sentence and in
serting the following: " There are hereby au
thorized to be made available for expendi
ture, out of any or all of the Trust Funds, 
such amounts as the Congress may deem ap
propriate to pay the costs of the part of the 
administration of this title and title XVI for 
which the Commissioner of Social Security 
is responsible, the costs of title XVIII for 
which the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services is responsible, and the costs of car
rying out the functions of the Social Secu
rity Administration, specified in section 232, 
which relate to the administration of provi
sions of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
other than those referred to in clause (i) of 
the first sentenc~ of this subparagraph.". 

(4) Section 20l(g)(l) (42 U.S.C. 40l(g)(l)) is 
further amended by striking subparagraph 
(B) and inserting the following new subpara
graphs: 

" (B) After the close of each fiscal year
" (i) the Commissioner of Social Security 

shall determine (I) the portion of the costs, 
incurred during such fiscal year, of adminis
tration of this title and title XVI and of car
rying out the functions of the Social Secu
rity Administration, specified in section 232, 
which relate to the administration of provi
sions of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
(other than those referred to in clause (i) of 
the first sentence of subparagraph (A)), 
which should have been borne by the general 
fund in the Treasury, (II) the portion of such 
costs which should have been borne by the 
Federal Old-Age and Survivors Insurance 
Trust Fund, and (Ill) the portion of such 
costs which should have been borne by the 
Federal Disability Insurance Trust Fund, 
and 

" (ii) the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services shall determine (I) the portion of 
the costs, incurred during such fiscal year, of 
administration of title XVIII which should 
have been borne by the general fund in the 
Treasury, (II) the portion of such costs which 
should have been borne by the Federal Hos
pital Insurance Trust Fund, and (Ill) the por
tion of such costs which should have been 
borne by the F ederal Supplementary Medical 
Insurance Trust Fund, 
except that the determination of the 
amounts to be borne by the general fund in 

the Treasury with respect to expenditures 
incurred in carrying out such functions spec
ified in section 232 shall be made pursuant to 
the applicable method prescribed under para
graph (4) of this subsection. 

"(C) After the determinations under sub
paragraph (B) have been made for any fiscal 
year, the Commissioner of Social Security 
and the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services shall jointly certify to the Manag
ing Trustee the amounts. if any, which 
should be transferred from one to any of the 
other of such Trust Funds and the amounts, 
if any, which should be transferred between 
the Trust Funds (or one of the Trust Funds) 
and the general fund in the Treasury, in 
order to ensure that each of the Trust Funds 
and the general fund in the Treasury have 
borne their proper share of the costs, in
curred during such fiscal year, for (i) the 
part of the administration of this title and 
title XVI for which the Commissioner of So
cial Security is responsible, (ii) the part of 
the administration of this title and title 
XVIII for which the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services is responsible, and (iii) car
rying out the functions of the Social Secu
rity Administration, specified in section 232, 
which relate to the administration of provi
sions of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
(other than those referred to in clause (i) of 
the first sentence of subparagraph (A)). The 
Managing Trustee shall transfer any such 
amounts in accordance with any certifi
cation so made.". 

(5) Section 20l(g)(2) (42 U.S.C. 40l(g)(2)) is 
amended, in the second sentence, by striking 
"established and maintained by the Sec
retary of Health and Human Services" and 
inserting " maintained by the Commissioner 
of Social Security" , and by striking "Sec
retary shall furnish" and inserting " Com
missioner of S~cial Security shall furnish" . 

(6) Section 20l(g)(4) (42 U.S.C. 40l(g)(4)) is 
amended to read as follows: 

"(4) The Commissioner of Social Security 
shall utilize the method prescribed pursuant 
to this paragraph, as in effect immediately 
before the date of the enactment of the So
cial Security Administration Independence 
Act of 1993 for determining the costs which 
should be borne by the general fund in the 
Treasury of carrying out the functions of the 
Social Security Administration, specified in 
section 232, which relate to the administra
tion of provisions of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 (other than those referred to in 
clause (i) of the first sentence of paragraph 
(l)(A)) . If at any time or times thereafter the 
Boards of Trustees of such Trust Funds con
sider such action advisable, such Boards may 
modify the method of determining such 
costs." . 

(7) Section 20l(i)(l) (42 U.S.C . 40l(i)(l)) is 
amended to read as follows : 

" (i)(l) The Managing Trustee may accept 
on behalf of the United States money gifts 
and bequests made unconditionally to the 
Federal Old-Age and Survivors Insurance 
Trust Fund, the Federal Disability Insurance 
Trust Fund, the Federal Hospital Insurance 
Trust Fund, or the Federal Supplementary 
Medical Insurance Trust Fund or to the So
cial Security Administration, the Depart
ment of Health and Human Services, or any 
part or officer thereof, for the benefit of any 
of such Funds or any activity financed 
through such Funds." . 

(8) Subsections (j) and (k) of section 201 (42 
U.S.C. 401) are each amended by striking 
" Secretary" each place it appears and insert
ing " Commissioner of Social Security" . 

(9) Section 201(1)(3)(B)(iii)(Il) (42 U.S.C. 
401(1 )(3)(B)(iii)(Il)) is amended by striking 
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"Secretary" and inserting "Commissioner of 
Social Security". 

(10) Section 20l(m)(3) (42 U.S.C. 40l(m)(3)) is 
amended by striking "Secretary of Health 
and Human Services" and inserting "Com
missioner of Social Security". 

(11) Section 201 (42 U.S.C. 401) is amended 
by striking " Internal Revenue Code of 1954" 
each place it appears and inserting "Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986". 

(C) AMENDMENTS TO SECTION 218.-Section 
218(d) (42 U.S.C. 418(d)) is amended by strik
ing "Secretary" each place . it appears in 
paragraphs (3) and (7) and inserting "Com
missioner of Social Security". 

(d) AMENDMENT TO SECTION 231.-Section 
23l(c) (42 U.S.C. 43l(c)) is amended by strik
ing "Secretary determines" and inserting 
"Commissioner of Social Security and the 
Secretary jointly determine". 
SEC. 202. OTHER AMENDMENTS. 

(a) AMENDMENTS TO TITLE VII.-(1) Title 
VII (42 U.S.C. 901 et seq.) is amended by add
ing at the end the following new section: 

"DUTIES AND AUTHORITY OF SECRETARY 
"SEC. 712. The Secretary shall perform the 

duties imposed upon the Secretary by this 
Act. The Secretary is authorized to appoint 
and fix the compensation of such officers and 
employees, and to make such expenditures as 
may be necessary for carrying out the func
tions of the Secretary under this Act.". 

(2) Section 706 (42 U.S.C. 907) is amended
(A) in subsection (a), by striking "Advisory 

Council on Social Security" and all that fol
lows through "disability insurance program 
and" and inserting "Advisory Council on 
Hospital and Supplementary Medical Insur
ance for the purpose of reviewing the status 
of the Federal Hospital Insurance Trust 
Fund and the Federal Supplementary Medi
cal Insurance Trust Fund in relation to the 
long-term commitments of"; 

(B) in subsection (d), by striking paragraph 
(1) and by redesignating paragraphs (2) and 
(3) as paragraphs (1) and (2), respectively, 
and 

(C) by striking the section heading and in
serting the following: 

"ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HOSPITAL AND 
SUPPLEMENTARY MEDICAL INSURANCE". 

(3) Paragraph (2) of section 709(b) (42 U.S.C. 
910(b)) is amended by striking "(as estimated 
by the Secretary)" and inserting "(for 
amounts which will be paid from the Federal 
Old-Age and Survivors Insurance Trust Fund 
and the Federal Disability Insurance Trust 
Fund, as estimated by the Commissioner, 
and for amounts which will be paid from the 
Federal Hospital Insurance Trust and the 
Federal Supplementary Medical Insurance 
Trust Fund, as estimated by the Secretary)". 

(4) Sections 709 and 710 (42 U.S.C. 910 and 
911) are amended by striking "Internal Reve
nue Code of 1954" each place it appears and 
inserting "Internal Revenue Code of 1986". 

(b) AMENDMENTS TO TITLE XI.-(1) Section 
110l(a) (42 U.S.C. 130l(a)) is amended by add
ing at the end the following new paragraph: 

"(10) The term 'Administration' means the 
Social Security Administration, except 
where the context requires otherwise.". 

(2) Section 1106(a) (42 U.S.C. 1306(a)) is 
amended-

( A) by inserting "(l)" after "(a)"; 
(B) by striking "Department of Health and 

Human Services" each place it appears and 
inserting "applicable agency"; 

(C) by striking "Secretary" each place it 
appears and inserting "head of the applicable 
agency" ; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

"(2) For purposes of this subsection and 
subsection (b), the term 'applicable agency' 
means---

"(A) the Social Security Administration, 
with respect to matter transmitted to or ob
tained by such Administration or matter dis
closed by .such Administration, or 

"(B) the Department of Health and Human 
Services, with respect to matter transmitted 
to or obtained by such Department or matter 
disclosed by such Department.". 

(3) Section 1106(b) (42 U.S.C. 1306(b)) is 
amended-

( A) by striking "Secretary" each place it 
appears and inserting "head of the applicable 
agency"; and 

(B) by striking " Department of Health and 
Human Services" and inserting "applicable 
agency" . 

(4) Section 1106(c) (42 U.S.C. 1306(c)) is 
amended-

( A) by striking "the Secretary" the first 
place it appears and inserting "the Commis
sioner of Social Security or the Secretary"; 
and 

(B) by striking "the Secretary" each sub
sequent place it appear& and inserting "such 
Commissioner or Secretary". 

(5) Section 1107(b) (4?,. U.S.C. 1307(b)) is 
amended by striking "the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services" and inserting 
"the Commissioner of Social Security or the 
Secretary''. 

(6) Section 1110 (42 U.S.C. 1310) is amend
ed-

(A) in subsection (a)(2), by inserting "(or 
the Commissioner, with respect to any joint
ly financed cooperative agreement or grant 
concerning titles II or XVI)" after "Sec
retary"; 

(B) in subsection (b}-
(i) by striking "Secretary" each place it 

appears and inserting "Commissioner", and 
(ii) by striking "the Secretary's" each 

place it appears and inserting "the Commis
sioner's"; and 

(C) by striking "he", "his", "him", and 
"himself" each place they appear (except in 
subsection (b)(2)(A)) and inserting "the Com
missioner", "the Commissioner's". "the 
Commissioner", and "himself or herself", re
spectively. 

(7) Subsections (b) and (c) of section 1127 
(42 U.S.C. 1320a-Q) are each amended by 
striking "Secretary" and inserting "Com
missioner of Social Security". 

(8) Section 1128([) (42 U.S.C. 1320a-7(f)) is 
amended by inserting after " section 205(g)" 
the following: ", except that, in so applying 
such sections and section 205(1), any ref
erence therein to the Commissioner of Social 
Security or the Social Security Administra
tion shall be considered a reference to the 
Secretary or the Department of Health and 
Human Services, respectively". 

(9) Section 1131 (42 U.S.C. 1320b-l) is . 
amended-

( A) by striking "Secretary" each place it 
appears and inserting "Commissioner of So
cial Security"; 

(B) in subsection (a)(l)(A), by adding " or" 
at the end; 

(C) in subsection (a)(l)(B), by striking "or" 
at the end; 

(D) by striking subsection (a)(l)(C); 
(E) by redesignating subsection (a)(2) as 

subsection (a)(3); 
(F) by inserting after subsection (a)(l) the 

following new paragraph: 
"(2) the Secretary makes a finding of fact 

and a decision as to the entitlement under 
section 226 of any individual to hospital in
surance benefits under part A of title XVIII, 
or" ; and 

(G) by striking "he" in the matter in sub
section (a) following paragraph (3) (as so re
designated) and inserting " the Commissioner 
of Social Security". 

(10) Section 1155 (42 U.S.C. 1320c-4) is 
amended by striking "(to the same extent as 
is provided in section 205(b))" and all that 
follows and inserting "(to the same extent as 
beneficiaries under title II are entitled to a 
hearing by the Commissioner of Social Secu
rity under section 205(b)). For purposes of 
the preceding sentence, subsection (1) of sec
tion 205 shall apply, except that any ref
erence in such subsection to the Commis
sioner of Social Security or the Social Secu
rity Administration shall be deemed a ref
erence to the Secretary or the Department of 
Health and Human Services, respectively. 
Where the amount in controversy is $2,000 or 
more, such beneficiary shall be entitled to 
judicial review of any final decision relating 
to a reconsideration described in this sub
section.''. 

(11) Sections llOl, ll06, ll07, and 1137 (42 
U.S.C. 1301, 1306, 1307, and 1320b-7, respec
tively) are amended by striking "Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954" each place it appears 
and inserting "Internal Revenue Code of 
1986". 

(c) AMENDMENTS TO TITLE XVIII.- (1) Sub
sections (a) and (f) of section 1817 (42 U.S.C. 
1395i) are amended by striking "Secretary of 
Health and Human Services" each place it 
appears and inserting "Commissioner of So
cial Security". 

(2) Section 1840(a) (42 U.S.C. 1395s(a)) is 
amended-

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking "Sec
retary" and inserting "Commissioner of So
cial Security", and by adding at the end the 
following new sentence: "Such regulations 
shall be prescribed after consultation with 
the Secretary."; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking "Sec
retary of Health and Human Services" and 
inserting "Commissioner of Social Secu
rity". 

(3) Section 1872 (42 U.S.C. 1395ii) is amend
ed by inserting after "title II" the following: 
", except that, in applying such provisions 
with respect to this title, any reference 
therein to the Commissioner of Social Secu
rity or the Social Security Administration 
shall be considered a reference to the Sec
retary or the Department of Health and 
Human Services, respectively". 

(4) Section 1869(b)(l) (42 U.S.C. 1395ff(b)(l)) 
and the last sentence of section 1876(c)(5)(B) 
(42 U.S .C. 1395mm(c)(5)(B)) are amended by 
inserting after "section 205(g)" the follow
ing: ", except that, in so applying such sec
tions and section 205(1), any reference there
in to the Commissioner of Social Security or 
the Social Security Administration shall be 
considered a reference to the Secretary or 
the Department of Health and Human Serv
ices, respectively". 

(5) Sections 1817, 1862, and 1886 (42 U.S.C. 
1395i, 1395y, and 1395ww, respectively) are 
amended by striking "Internal Revenue Code 
of 1954" each place it appears and inserting 
"Internal Revenue Code of 1986" . 

(d) AMENDMENTS TO TITLE XIX.-(1) Section 
1905(q)(2) (42 U.S.C. 1396d(q)(2)) is amended by 
striking "Secretary" and inserting "Com
missioner of Social Security". 

(2) Section 1910(b)(2) (42 U.S.C. 1396i(b)(2)) 
is amended, in the first sentence, by insert
ing after " section 205(g)" the following: ", 
except that , in so applying such sections and 
section 205(1), any reference therein to the 
Commissioner of Social Security or the So
cial Security Administration shall be consid
ered a reference to the Secretary or the De
partment of Health and Human Services, re
spectively'•. 
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(e) AMENDMENT TO TITLE XX.-Section 

2002(a)(2)(B) (42 U .S.C. 1397a(a)(2)(B)) is 
amended by striking " Internal Revenue Code 
of 1954" and inserting "Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986". 

(f) AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 5, UNITED STATES 
CoDE.-Title 5, United States Code, is 
amended-

(1) by adding at the end of section 5311 the 
following new item: 

" Commissioner, Social Security Adminis
tration."; 

(2) by adding at the end of section 5313 the 
following new item: 

"Deputy Commissioner, Social Security 
Administration."; and 

(3) by striking "Secretary of Health Edu
cation, and Welfare" each place it appears in 
section 8141 and inserting "Commissioner of 
Social Security". 

(g) AMENDMENTS TO FOOD STAMP ACT OF 
1977.-(1) Sections 6(c)(3) and 8(e)(6) of the 
Food Stamp Act of 1977 (7 U.S .C. 2015(c)(3) 
and 2017(e)(6)) are each amended by inserting 
" the Commissioner of Social Security and" 
before "the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services". 

(2) Sections 6(g), ll(j), and 16(e) of such Act 
(7 U.S.C. 2015(g), 2020(j) , and 2025(e)) are each 
amended by striking " Secretary of Health 
and Human Services" each place it appears 
and inserting "Commissioner of Social Secu
rity". 

(3) Section ll(i) of such Act (7 U.S.C. 
2020(i)) is amended by adding ", the Commis
sioner of Social Security" after " the Sec
retary". 

(h) AMENDMENT TO TITLE 14, UNITED STATES 
CODE.- Section 707(e)(3) of title 14, United 
States Code, is amended by striking "Sec
retary of Health and Human Services" each 
place it appears and inserting "Commis
sioner of Social Security". 

(i) AMENDMENTS TO INTERNAL REVENUE 
CODE OF 1986.-(1) Subsections (c)(l), (C)(2)(E), 
(g)(l), (g)(2)(A), and (g)(2)(B) of section 1402 of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (26 U.S.C . 
1402) are amended by striking "Secretary of 
Health and Human Services" each place it 
appears and inserting " Commissioner of So
cial Security". 

(2) Section 312l(b)(10)(B) of such Code (26 
U.S.C. 312l(b)(10)(B)) is amended by striking 
" Secretary of Health and Human Services" 
each place it appears and inserting "Com
missioner of Social Security" . 

(3) Section 3127 of such Code (26 U.S.C. 3127) 
is amended by striking " Secretary of Health 
and Human Services" each place it appears 
and inserting "Commissioner of Social Secu
rity" . 

(4) Section 6050F(c)(l)(A) of such Code (26 
U.S.C. 6050F(c)(l)(A)) is amended by striking 
"Secretary of Health and Human Services" 
and inserting "Commissioner of Social Secu
rity". 

(5) Subsections (d) and (f) of section 6057 of 
such Code (26 U.S .C. 6057) are amended by 
striking "Secretary of Health and Human 
Services" each place it appears and inserting 
"Commissioner of Social Security" . 

(6) Section 6103(1)(5) of such Code (26 U.S .C. 
6103(1)(5)) is amended-

(A) by striking "Department of Health and 
Human Services" and inserting " Social Se
curity Administration" ; and 

(B) by striking " Secretary of Health and 
Human Services" and inserting " Commis
sioner of Social Security". 

(7) Subsections (d )(3)(C) and (e) of section 
6402 of such Code (26 U.S.C. 6402) are a mended 
by striking " Secretary of Health and Human 
Services" each place it appears and inserting 
" Commissioner of Social Security". 

(8) Section 6511(d)(5) of such Code (26 U.S.C . 
6511(d)(5)) is amended by striking "Secretary 
of Health and Human Services" and insert
ing "Commissioner of Social Security". 

(j) AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 31, UNITED 
STATES CODE.- Section 3720A(f) of title 31 , 
United States Code , is amended by striking 
"Secretary of Health and Human Services" 
each place it appears in and inserting "Com
missioner of Social Security" . 

(k) AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 38, UNITED 
STATES CODE.-Section 5105 of title 38, Unit
ed States Code, is amended-

(1) by striking "Secretary of Health and 
Human Services" each place it appears and 
inserting "Commissioner of Social Secu
rity"; and 

(2) by striking the second sentence of sub
section (b) and inserting the following new 
sentence: " A copy of each such application 
filed with either the Secretary or the Com
missioner, together with any additional in
formation and supporting documents (or cer
tifications thereof) which may have been re
ceived by the Secretary or the Commissioner 
with such application, and which may be 
needed by the other official in connection 
therewith, shall be transmitted by the Sec
retary or the Commissioner receiving the ap
plication to the other official.". 

(1) AMENDMENTS TO INSPECTOR GENERAL 
ACT OF 1978.-The Inspector General Act of 
1978 (5 U.S.C. App.) is amended-

(1) in section 9(a)(l), by striking "and" at 
the end of subparagraph (U), and by adding 
at the end the following new subparagraph: 

"(V) of the Social Security Administra
tion, the functions of the Inspector General 
of the Department of Health and Human 
Services relating to the administration of 
the old-age, survivors, and disability insur
ance program under title II of the Social Se
curity Act and of the supplemental security 
income program under title XVI of such Act; 
and" ; 

(2) in section 11(1), by striking " or" after 
" Commission" and inserting a semicolon, 
and by inserting after " Board;" the follow
ing: "or the Commissioner of Social Secu
rity;"; and 

(3) in section 11(2), by striking "or" after 
" Information Agency,", and by inserting 
after " Veterans' Administration" the follow
ing: ", or the Social Security Administra
tion;" . 
SEC. 203. RULES OF CONSTRUCTION. 

(a) REFERENCES TO THE DEPARTMENT OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES.- Whenever 
any reference is made in any provision of law 
(other than this Act or a provision of law 
amended by this Act), regulation, rule, 
record, or document to the Department of 
Health and Human Services with respect to 
such Department's functions under the old
age, survivors, and disability insurance pro
gram under title II of the Social Security 
Act or the supplemental security income 
program under title XVI of such Act, such 
reference shall be considered a reference to 
the Social Security Administration . 

(b) REFERENCES TO THE SECRETARY OF 
HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES.-Whenever 
any reference is made in any provision of law 
(other than this Act or a provision of law 
amended by this Act), regulation, rule, 
record, or document to the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services with respect to 
such Secretary's functions under the old-age, 
survivors, and disability insurance 'program 
under title II of the Social Security Act or 
the supplem ental security income program 
under title XVI of such Act, such reference 
shall be considered a reference to the Com
missioner of Social Security. 

(C) REFERENCES TO OTHER OFFICERS AND 
EMPLOYEES.-Whenever any reference is 
made in any provision of law (other than this 
Act or a provision of law amended by this 
Act), regulation, rule , record, or document 
to any other officer or employee of the De
partment of Health and Human Services 
with respect to such officer or employee's 
functions under the old-age, survivors, and 
disability insurance program under title II of 
the Social Security Act or the supplemental 
security income program under title XVI of 
such Act, such reference shall be considered 
a reference to the appropriate officer or em
ployee of the Social Security Administra
tion. 
SEC. 204. EFFECTIVE DATES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.- Except as provided in 
subsection (b), the provisions of this title 
shall take effect on the date established pur
suant to section 107(a). 

(b) EXCEPTIONS.-Subsections (f)(l), (f)(2), 
and (1) of section 202 shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment of this title.• 

By Mr. STEVENS (for himself 
and Mr. MURKOWSKI): 

S. 1561. A bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to allow a chari
table contribution deduction for cer
tain expenses incurred by whaling cap
tains in support of Native Alaskan sub
sistence whaling; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

DEDUCTION FOR WHALING CAPTAINS 
• Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, today 
I am introducing legislation that would 
provide tax relief to Alaska Native 
whaling captains to help ensure that 
they are able to continue their cen
turies-old tradition of subsistence 
whaling. This bill would amend section 
170 of the Internal Revenue Code to 
provide a charitable deduction to those 
Native captains who organize and sup
port traditional Native whaling activi
ties for their communities. 

For thousands of years the Inupiat 
and Siberian Yupik Eskimos from the 
coastal villages in northern and west
ern Alaska have hunted the bowhead 
whale. The bowhead whale, and the ac
tivities related to the traditional sub
sistence hunt of the whale, are a vital 
part of the cultural and religious tradi
tions of these Native Alaskan commu
nities. The whale meat and muktuk, 
which is blubber and skin, from a suc
cessful hunt are distributed by the 
whaling captains to their communities 
to help ensure the survival of the vil
lage throughout the long winter 
months. In many instances, a success
ful hunt is the lifeline of these coastal 
villages. 

By tradition, each whaling captain is 
required to pay all of the costs associ-

. ated with the subsistence hunt out of 
his personal funds. This includes the 
cost of providing the boats, fuel, gear, 
weapons, ammunition, food, and spe
cial clothing for their crews, and stor
ing the meat until it is used. The whal
ing captain incurs significant expenses 
in carrying out these activities- aver
aging $2,500 to $5,000 per captain per 
year. Even though the captain pays 
these expenses out of his personal 
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funds, tradition dictates that the cap
tain must donate a substantial portion 
of the whale to the village in order to 
help the community to survive. Each 
captain retains a portion of the whale 
for personal consumption, but does not 
benefit financially from the capture of 
the whale. 

In recent years, Native whaling cap
tains have been treating their whaling 
expenses as a deduction against their 
personal Federal income tax because 
they donate the whale meat to their 
communities, and because their ex
penses have skyrocketed due to the in
creased cost of complying with Federal 
and international requirements for 
hunting bowhead whales. Unfortu
nately, the Internal Revenue Service 
[IRS] has ruled that the Native whal
ing captains are not entitled to deduct 
these expenses as charitable contribu
tions on their personal income tax re
turns. This has caused an extreme fi
nancial burden to the whaling cap
tains, whose average annual household 
income is less than $45,000. Currently, 
five cases are in the appeals process. 

The legislation that I am introducing 
today would amend section 170 of the 
Internal Revenue Code to allow Native 
Alaskan subsistence whaling captains 
to deduct their expenses for whaling 
activities for the community. It would 
apply retroactively to currently pend
ing tax refund claims and tax years for 
which the statute of limitations has 
not expired. 

I believe this deduction is necessary 
and justified for a number of reasons. 
First, the whaling captains donate 
their personal funds to support an ac
tivity that is of immeasurable cultural, 
religious, and subsistence importance 
to the Inupiat and Siberian Yupik com
munities. Second, if the donations of 
the whaling captain were made to 
Inupiat community of the North Slope 
[ICAS], Alaska Eskimo Whaling Com
mission [AEWC], or the communities' 
participating churches instead of di
rectly in the form of food, gear, ammu
nition, and other essentials, they 
would be tax deductible. The ICAS, a 
federally recognized tribe, and the 
AEWC, a 501(c)(3) corporation, are the 
two organizations that are responsible 
for the preservation of Native Alaskan 
subsistence whaling. The effect of de
nying a tax deduction directly to the 
whaling captains penalizes these Na
tive Alaskans for adhering to tradi
tional religious and cultural require
ments for the subsistence whale hunt. 

I would note that the subsistence 
hunt is carefully regulated by the 
International Whaling Commission 
[IWC] and the U.S. Department of Com
merce. Local regulation of the hunt is 
vested in the Alaska Eskimo Whaling 
Commission [AEWC] under a coopera
tive agreement with the National Oce
anic and Atmospheric Administration. 
Acknowledging that "whaling, more 
than any other activity, fundamentally 

underlies the total lifeway of these 
communities," the IWC permits the 
Native communities to land up to 41 
bowhead whales a year. The IWC has 
established this quota based on exhaus
tive documentation of the cultural and 
subsistence need of the whaling vil
lages for each one of these whales. 

The whaling community has a very 
good working relationship with these 
organizations, and provides the IWC 
and NOAA with annual detailed ac
counts of bowhead whale activity. The 
North Slope Borough of Alaska spend-s 
approximately $500,000 to $700,000 annu
ally on bowhead whale and other Arc
tic marine research and programs in 
support of the IWC's efforts. 

The legislation that I have intro
duced today will incur a very small 
revenue loss to the Treasury- the cost 
of this legislation based on the exist
ence of 150 whaling captains is esti
mated at $230,000 per year. I expect the 
cost will be significantly less because 
not every captain outfits a crew each 
year. 

I thank the Senators for their atten
tion and I welcome their support of 
this provision which will help to ensure 
that the Native whaling captains can 
continue to carry out the centuries-old 
traditional subsistence whaling hunt 
for the coastal villages of Alaska. 

I ask unanimous consent that Sen
ator MURKOWSKI be added as a cospon
sor of this bill, and that a copy of the 
bill be printed at the close of my re
marks. 

There being no objection, the bill was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

s. 1561 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION I. CHARITABLE CONTRIBUTION DEDUC

TION FOR CERTAIN EXPENSES IN
CURRED IN SUPPORT OF NATIVE 
A.LASK.AN SUBSISTENCE WHALING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Section 170 of the Inter
nal Revenue Code of 1986 (relating to chari
table, etc., contributions and gifts) is amend
ed by redesignating subsection (m) as sub
section (n) and by inserting after subsection 
(1) the following new subsection: 

"(m) EXPENSES PAID BY CERTAIN WHALING 
CAPTAINS IN SUPPORT OF NATIVb: ALASKAN 
SUBSISTENCE WHALING.-

"(1) IN GENERAL-In the case of an individ
ual who is recognized by the Alaska Eskimo 
Whaling Commission as a whaling captain 
charged with the responsibility of maintain
ing and carrying out sanctioned whaling ac
tivities and who engages in such activities 
during the taxable year, the amount de
scribed in paragraph (2) (to the extent such 
amount does not exceed $7,500 for the taxable 
year) shall be treated for purposes of this 
section as a charitable contribution. 

''( 2) AMOUNT DESCRIBED.-The amount de
scribed in this paragraph is the aggregate of 
the reasonable and necessary whaling ex
penses paid by the taxpayer during the tax
able year in carrying out sanctioned whaling 
activities. For purposes of the preceding sen
tance. the term ·whaling expenses' includes 
expenses for-

' '( A) the acquisition and maintenance of 
whaling boats. weapons. and gear used in 
sanctioned whaling activities. 

" (B) the supplying of food for the crew and 
other provisions for carrying out such activi
ties, and 

"(C) storage and distribution of the catch 
from such activities. 

" (3) SANCTIONED WHALING ACTIVITIES.-For 
purposes of this subsection, the term 'sanc
tioned whaling activities' means subsistence 
bowhead whale hunting activities conducted 
pursuant to the management plan of the 
Alaska Eskimo Whaling Commission." 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.- The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall apply to all tax
able years beginning before. on. or after the 
date of the enactment of this Act.• 
• Mr. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
rise today as an original cosponsor of 
the bill introduced by my colleague 
from Alaska, Senator STEVENS, which 
would allow Native Alaskan whaling 
captains to deduct as a charitable de
duction their expenses related to tradi
tional whaling activities. Mr. Presi
dent, this bill is an important step in 
saving a critical cultural activity of 
the Inupiat and Siberian Yupik Eski
mos. and I ask my colleagues for their 
support. 

Mr. President, there are few cultures 
remaining in the United States which 
are as tightly connected to their his
torical roots as those of the Inupiat 
and Siberian Yupik Eskimos. The 
whaling activities of the Native com
munities of northern and western Alas
ka have their roots in thousands of 
years of tradition. beginning well be
fore the existence of this Nation or. in
deed, the arrival of Europeans on this 
continent. 

As practiced in the3e Native commu
nities, whaling servus as a method to 
bring all of the people of a village to
gether. Everyone in the village partici
pates in the hunt in one way or an
other, and every individual receives a 
share of the whales landed both after 
the landing and later. at the festivals 
of Nalukataq and Qagruq, and at 
Thanksgiving. and Christmas. In this 
way, whaling continues to serve as a 
cultural bridge spanning hundreds of 
generations, uni ting elders and chil
dren of the villages together in a com
mon effort. 

Unfortunately, the increasing ex
penses of whaling are beginning to 
threaten the future viability of the tra
dition. Whaling captains, who by tradi
tion are responsible for acquiring and 
maintaining the equipment necessary 
to carry out the traditional whaling 
activities, are beginning to question 
whether they can continue to bear the 
costs of whaling, which can approach 
several thousand dollars in a single 
year. 

This bill, which would allow those 
captains the ability to deduct the ex
penses associated with whaling from 
their personal income tax returns as 
charitable deductions, will help assure 
that this centuries old tradition is not 
destroyed by the economic demands 
placed on it during the 20th century. 
The estimated annual cost of this bill 
is. I might add, only $230,000. 
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I submit, Mr. President, that is a 

small price to pay to ensure the sur
vival of a way of life thousands of years 
old, and I ask my colleagues for their 
support.• 

By Mr. FEINGOLD: 
S. 1562. A bill to terminate the Uni

formed Services University of the 
Health Sciences; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

TERMINATION OF UNIFORMED SERVICES 
UNIVERSITY OF HEALTH SCIENCES 

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, I am 
today introducing S. 1562, the Uni
formed Services University of the 
Health Sciences Termination and Defi
cit Reduction Act of 1993, legislation 
that will terminate the Uniformed 
Services University of the Health 
Sciences [USUHS]. 

According to estimates provided by 
the Congressional Budget Office in its 
1993 report on options for reducing the 
deficit, elimination of USUHS would 
result in savings of roughly $300 mil
lion over 5 years. 

Mr. President, USUHS is a medical 
school run by the Department of De
fense. Along with the Health Profes
sionals Scholarship Program and other 
sources, including volunteers, it pro
vides new physicians for the military. 

Created in 1972, USUHS was intended 
to supply the bulk of the military's 
physician requirements. Today, 
USUHS only accounts for a fraction of 
the Department's needs-less than 9 
percent in 1991 according to the Con
gressional Budget Office. 

In the report of the National Per
formance Review released last month, 
Vice President GORE called for the 
closing of USUHS as part of an overall 
effort to reinvent Government by mak
ing it work better and cost less. The re
port urged closing the facility and in
stead rely upon the other sources that 
currently supply the great majority of 
our military's need for new physicians. 

Mr. President, here is an excellent 
opportunity for Congress to cut spend
ing. According to the Congressional 
Budget Office, the Uniformed Services 
University of the Health Sciences is 
the most expensive source of physi
cians for the Department of Defense, 
costing $562,000 per person, 4 times as 
much as physicians obtained under the 
scholarship program, and 10 to 40 times 
as much as physicians obtained from 
the Financial Assistance Program and 
the Volunteers Program. 

As we ask farmers, veterans, and the 
elderly to sacrifice in order to attack 
our Federal deficit, we can hardly jus
tify continuing a program when there 
are less expensive alternatives that get 
the job done. 

This legislation would terminate 
USUHS with the graduation of the last 
class to enter the school after enact
ment. With no increase in any of the 
other alternative sources of new physi
cians, the measure would reduce the 

supply of incoming Department of De
fense physicians by less than 10 per
cent, according to the Congressional 
Budget Office, a reduction that is en
tirely consistent with the reduction of 
our overall forces. 

Mr. President, eliminating USUHS 
would make sense even if we were not 
facing a $4 trillion Federal debt. Vice 
President GoRE's report of the National 
Performance Review lists as its first 
priority eliminating obsolete and du
plicative programs. USUHS certainly 
fits that description. 

The rationale behind the creation of 
USUHS may have been well-inten
tioned 20 years ago, but a history of 
high costs compared to the alternative 
sources of new physicians no longer 
justifies continued support by the tax
payer. 

Elimination of USUHS was part of 
the 82 point plan I developed during my 
campaign for U.S. Senate to eliminate 
the Federal deficit, as well as part of 
the recommendations of the Vice 
President's National Performance Re
view. It has been an annual i tern in the 
CBO report on options for reducing the 
Federal deficit. In 1990, the House of 
Representatives voted to phase the pro
gram out by 1995, but the provision un
fortunately did not survive conference. 

Again, this year, the House included 
language in the committee report of 
the Department of Defense appropria
tions bill directing the Department of 
Defense to submit a report by January 
15, 1994 on the actions it will take, and 
the dollars saved, to close USUHS 
within 5 years. 

Consistent with that directive, this 
legislation begins the process of clos
ing USUHS. I look forward to reading 
the Department of Defense's report on 
how best to close down USUHS, and 
certainly will consider any of their rec
ommendations that may need to be in
corporated into this legislation. 

An article which appeared in the Los 
Angeles Times on May 30, 1991, enti
tled, "Military's Medical School Hangs 
on Despite High Cost," describes the 
waste of taxpayers' money resulting 
from continued operation of this pro
gram. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD at the conclusion of my 
remarks along with this article from 
the Los Angeles Times. 

There being no objection, the mate
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

S. 1562 

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

SECTION l. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the " Uniformed 
Services University of the Health Sciences 
Termination and Deficit Reduction Act of 
1993" . 

SEC. 2. TERMINATION OF THE UNIFORMED SERV
ICES UNIVERSITY OF THE HEALTH 
SCIENCES. 

(A) TERMINATION.-(1) The Uniformed Serv
ices University of the Health Sciences is ter
minated. 

(2)(A) Chapter 104 of the title 10, United 
States Code, is repealed. 

(B) The table of chapters at the beginning 
of subtitle A of such title, and at the begin
ning of part III of such subtitle, are each 
amended by striking out the item relating to 
chapter 104. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.- The termination re
ferred to in subsection (a), and the amend
ments made by such subsection, shall take 
effect on the date of the graduation from the 
Uniformed Services University of the Health 
Sciences of the last class of students that en
rolled in such university on or before the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

[From the Los Angeles Times, May 30, 1991] 
MILITARY'S MEDICAL SCHOOL HANGS ON DE

SPITE HIGH COST; PENTAGON'S $462,513 PER 
STUDENT Is ABOUT FOUR TIMES THE COST OF 
PRIVATE TRAINING 

(By Harry Nelson) 
How much money does it take to train a 

physician in America? About $115,000 over 
four years, if the candidate attends one of 
the nation's 126 private medical schools. Or 
$462,513 if he-or she-goes to the medical 
school that is run by the Pentagon. 

At a time when there is no shortage of doc
tors-and when the federal government is 
desperate to save money anywhere it can
you would think that such excessive costs 
would make the military medical school a 
prime target for congressional budget cut
ters. IIldeed, the Uniformed Services Univer
sity of the Health Sciences in Bethesda, Md., 
for a time was slated to be closed. 

Over the past several years, the $72-mil
lion-a-year medical complex, created in 1972 
ostensibly to provide physicians for the var
ious armed services, has proved to be a 
nightmare of bureaucracy and cost overruns. 

A study by the Pentagon disclosed "a host 
of unacceptable personnel and managerial 
practices" involving affirmative action prob
lems and nepotism. A House subcommittee, 
angry over apparent abuses in an AIDS pro
gram, attempted to phase out the school by 
1995. 

But the university once again has been 
given a congressional reprieve and may be on 
the way to becoming Washington's most visi
ble textbook example of a federal boondoggle 
that no one can eliminate. 

"All of the evidence indicates that the uni
versity is fundamentally more expensive 
* * * and that (the Pentagon) has not been 
able to provide any compelling reason to 
keep the school open," says Rep. Martin 
Olav Sabo (D-Minn.), a member of the House 
defense appropriations panel. 

Critics point out that, despite all the 
money that Congress has poured into the 
school , private medical colleges still are the 
Defense Department's biggest source of mili
tary physicians. 

The military medical school graduates 150 
to 160 physicians a year. In contrast, last 
year a Pentagon-sponsored scholarship pro
gram at civilian schools provided more than 
1,100 physicians to the military, and, with a 
companion program, it has 4,085 more in 
training. The cost: $114 million a year for 
both. 

Defenders of the institution contend that 
the gap between per-student expenses for the 
military medical school and private medical 
schools may be less than published figures 
suggest. 



25194 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE October 18, 1993 
In the first place, the figures covering pri

vate medical schools reflect only the tuition 
costs and do not include subsidies from other 
sources, including the federal government it
self. 

And they argue that the military medical 
school is the only medical school that pro
vides training in the treatment of such spe
cialties as chemical and biological warfare 
and on high-velocity missile injuries, combat 
stress and tropical medicine- all of which 
proved valuable in the Gulf War. 

Even so, critics contend that the Penta
gon's competing scholarship program, which 
sends students to private medical colleges, 
manages to educate military physicians at a 
far lower cost than the military school and 
could provide specialized training under con
tract. 

With the military campus, "all the costs 
are real and all the benefits are theoretical," 
Sabo asserts. · 

But there is no secret why the Uniformed 
Services University has survived its first few 
years of operation. It was a favorite of the 
late F. Edward Hebert (D-La.), chairman of 
the House Armed Services Cammi ttee during 
most of the 1970s. And what Hebert wanted, 
Hebert generally got. In fact, the military 
medical school itself is named after Hebert 
now. 

And Hill-watchers say that last year the 
university was saved from oblivion when ad
vice columnist Ann Landers published a 
laudatory letter about the school, written by 
its own public relations officer. 

According to congressional staffers, the 
Landers column engendered thousands of let
ters to lawmakers. who then pushed to re
verse the subcommittee's decision that 
would have phased out the institution. 

In the meantime, the Pentagon has taken 
steps that it says are designed to cure the in
stitution's ills , placing it directly under De
fense Department control (rather than under 
the aegis of a separate board) and reorganiz
ing its personnel practices. 

But the $462,513 cost per graduate r emains 
unchanged . 

By Mr. RIEGLE: 
S . 1563. A bill to provide assistance to 

employees who are subject to a plant 
closing or mass layoff because their 
work is transferred to a foreign coun
try that has low wages or unhealthy 
working conditions, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Labor and 
Human Resources. 

AMERICAN JOBS PROTECTION ACT 
• Mr. RIEGLE. Mr. President, I rise to 
introduce the American Jobs Protec
tion Act of 1993. This legislation ad
dresses the concern I share with many 
of my colleagues about American busi
nesses moving their operations out of 
the country to capitalize on cheap 
labor. It is time to make these corpora
tions take responsibility for the disas
trous effects that such relocations have 
on their workers. 

Let me outline the problem. Amer
ican corporations are being lured out of 
the country with the promise of low
wage replacements for American labor. 
For example, we have already lost over 
700,000 American jobs to Mexico-good 
manufacturing jobs. The Big Three 
auto companies-Ford, Chrysler, and 
GM- have over 70 plants in Mexico, and 
the list of corporations already operat
ing down there is extensive. 

There are those who endorse the 
practice of American firms exploiting a 
low wage labor force. They claim that 
the United States must encourage the 
transfer of labor-intensive production 
to low-wage countries if we are to re
main competitive in the global econ
omy. This claim is at the heart of our 
current economic debate over the 
North American Free-Trade Agreement 
[NAFTAJ-and is, I believe, fundamen
tally false. 

America must make a choice. We 
must decide which is in our best inter
est-high skills or low wages. I believe 
that American corporations must in
vest in a high-skill, high-wage work 
force which produces innovative high
quality goods. This is how we maintain 
a strong position in the global mar
ket-not through the chimera of lower 
and lower wages and lower and lower 
standards of living. 

NAFT A embodies this choice. While 
there are currently few obstacles that 
prevent United States firms from relo
cating in Mexico, enactment of the 
NAFTA would accelerate the shift of 
manufacturing to Mexico and lock us 
into the low-wage track. 

Just look at the grave hourly wage 
disparities between the United States 
and Mexico. In 1992, the average hourly 
wage for United States manufacturing 
workers, including benefits, was $16.17 
an hour-the comparable figure for the 
Mexican worker was only $2.35 an hour. 
In the maquiladora areas of Mexico, 
where there has been a massive buildup 
of companies that have left America 
and gone to Mexico, the average wage 
is actually lower. Wages in the 
maquiladora areas average $1.65 an 
hour . Incredibly, while the minimum 
wage in America is $4.35, in Mexico it is 
actually less than 60 cents an hour. By 
attempting to integrate these two 
economies with such disparate wage 
rates, NAFTA pushes the United States 
farther and farther down the low wage 
path. 

I am introducing the American Jobs 
Protection Act to change the disas
trous course we have been on for the 
past 12 years and stop the mass migra
tion of American jobs to foreign coun
tries, lured by low-wage labor. This 
legislation is similar to a bill intro
duced in the House of Representatives 
by my colleague from Michigan, WIL
LIAM FORD. Under this legislation, com
panies would face the full costs of their 
actions, which are currently shifted to 
the general taxpaying public. This 
would thereby lessen the incentives of 
shifting jobs outside of the United 
States. 

The bill applies to any business with 
25 or more employees that transfers at 
least 12 U.S. jobs to a foreign country 
where wages are less than 50 percent of 
the average wage in the United States. 
Specifically, the legislation requires 
employers to : · 

First, give at least 6 months advance 
notice of job loss to employees and af
fected State and local communities; · 

Second, pay severance equal to 4 
weeks' pay for each year of employ
ment with the employer; 

Third, continue health care benefits 
previously provided to employees for 18 
months; 

Fourth, provide 5 years' credit of re
tirement benefits; 

Fifth, pay up to $10,000 reimburse
ment for retraining, job search, and re
location expenses; 

Sixth, provide incentive payments 
equal to 25 percent of 1 weeks' wages 
for each week the employee is in a job 
training program; and 

Seventh, reimburse the community 
for any tax abatements or other eco
nomic development incentives. 

Under this legislation, employees, 
their representatives, State, and local 
communities or the Department of 
Labor could sue for enforcement. In
jured parties could collect back pay, 
consequential damages, liquidated 
damages, and attorney fees. Injunctive 
relief would be available if require
ments of the statute are not met. In 
addition, the Federal Government 
would be prohibited from contracting 
for goods or services produced abroad 
in violation of the statute. 

Mr. President, I remain confident in 
the ability of the American work force 
to succeed in a competitive global mar
ketplace. We must make certain that 
our workers are given the chance to 
continue competing effectively and ef
ficiently. The American Jobs Protec
tion Act will ensure that our workers 
are given that chance- not summarily 
dismissed in the mistaken flight to
ward lower wages. We owe it to our 
country and our fellow citizens. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
test of the bill be printed in the 
RECORD following my remarks. 

There being no objection, the bill was 
orderd to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

S. 1563 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep

r esentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION I. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the '· American 
Jobs Protection Act". 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES. 

(a) FINDINGS.- The Congress finds the fol
lowing: 

(1) During the last 2 decades. millions of 
jobs in the United States have been trans
ferred by businesses to fore ign countries to 
take advantage of the low wages and lack of 
labor standards in those countries . 

(2) Millions of additional jobs in the United 
States are at risk of such a transfer during 
the 1990's, particularly if the North Amer
ican Free Trade Agreement is approved by 
the Congress. 

(3) The t hreat of the transfer of work to 
low-wage foreign countries suppresses wages 
and benefits to workers in the United States 
and thereby lessens the purchasing power of 
middle class families in the United States. 
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(4) The transfer of jobs to low-wage foreign 

countries imposes a severe burden upon the 
individual workers who are dislocated by 
such transfers and the communities that are 
affected by such transfers. 

(5) The provision of income. con tinued 
health and pension benefits, and job training 
assistance to such dislocated workers would 
significantly ease the burdens caused by the 
transfer of jobs to low-wage foreign coun
tries. 

(6) The transfer of jobs to take advantage 
of the low wages and lack of labor standards 
in foreign countries is detrimental to the in
terests of the United States because such 
transfers are based on the incorrect premise 
that the employees of businesses constitute 
a cost to be lowered and not an asset that 
should be developed and utilized. 

(7) The best chance for the United States 
to meet international competition in the fu
ture is to focus on a competitive strategy 
that emphasizes high-wage , high-skill em
ployment as opposed to employment that 
competes internationally on the basis of low 
wages . 

(b) P URPOSES.-The purposes of this Act 
are-

( 1) to discourage the transfer of work to 
low-wage foreign countries; and 

(2) to require businesses that transfer work 
to low-wage foreign countries to mitigate 
the costs of the dislocation to workers and 
communities subject to that dislocation. 
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

For purposes of this Act. the following 
definitions apply: 

(1) AFFECTED EMPLOYEES.- The term "af
fected employees" means employees who 
may reasonably be expected to experience an 
employment loss as a consequence of a pro
posed plant closing or mass layoff. 

(2) EMPLOYER.-The term "employer" 
means any business enterprise that em
ploys-

(A) 25 or more employees. excluding part
time employment: or 

(B) 25 or more employees who in the aggre
gate work at least 1.000 hours per week. 
Such term includes all business entities that 
have substantial ownership interest. sub
stantial management authority or substan
tial control over the terms and conditions of 
employment of employees at a site of em
ployment subject to an employment loss . 

(3) EMPLOYMENT LOSS.- The term "employ
ment loss" means--

(A) an employment termination. other 
than a discharge for cause. voluntary depar
ture. or retirement: 

(B) a layoff exceeding 6 months: 
(C) a reduction in hours of work of more 

than 50 percent during each month of any 6-
month period: or 

(D> a reduction in salary of more than 33 
percent during each month of any 6-month 
period. 

(4) GROUP HEALTH PLAN.-The term "group 
health plan" means an employee welfare 
benefit plan providing medical care (as de
fined in section 213(d) of the Internal Reve
nue Code of 1986) to participants or bene
ficiaries or dependents. directly or through 
insurance. reimbursement. or otherwise . 

(5) LOCATION ASSISTANCE.-The term "loca
tion assistance" includes any subsidy. infra
structure development or improvement, tax 
relief. site preparation assistance. hiring and 
training assistance. or other economic bene
fit offered by a State or unit of local govern
ment to induce an employer to locate at. re
main at. or expand its operations at a site of 
employment within the jurisdiction of such 
State or political subdivision. 

(6) MASS LAYOFF.- The term "mass layoff" 
means a reduction in force that-

(A) is not the result of a plant closing: and 
(B) results in an employment loss at a sin

gle site of employment. or one or more fa
cilities or operating units within .a single 
site of employment. during any 30-day period 
for at least 12 employees (excluding any 
part-time employees). 

(7) PART-TIME EMPLOYEE.- The term "part
time employee" means an employee who is 
employed for an average of fewer than 20 
hours per week or who has been employed for 
fewer than 6 of the 12 months preceding the 
date on which notice is required. 

(8) PLANT CLOSING.- The term "plant clos
ing" means the permanent or temporary 
shutdown of a single site of employment, or 
one or more facilities or operating units 
within a single site of employment. if the 
shutdown results in an employment loss at 
the single site of employment during any 30-
day period for 12 or more employees. exclud
ing part-time employees. 

(9) SECRETARY.-The term "Secretary" 
means the Secr'dary of Labor. 

(10) SITE OF EMPLOYMENT.- The term "Site 
of employment" means any factory, mine. 
business office. facility, or other operating 
unit. or the functional equivalent thereof. 
SEC. 4. LIMITATION ON WORK TRANSFER TO 

LOW-WAGE FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.- An employer may not im

plement a plant closing or mass layoff at a 
site of employment due to a transfer of work 
to a low-wage foreign country which occurs 
1 year before or after such closing or mass 
layoff (as described in subsection (b)) unless 
the employer provides notice at least 180 
days before such closing or mass layoff in ac
cordance with section 5 and provides benefits 
to employees in accordance with section 6. 

(b) TRANSFER OF WORK DESCIUHED.-
(1) IN Gl-:NERAL.-Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), work shall be considered to be 
transferred to a low-wage foreign country for 
purposes of subsection (a) if the employer-

( A) increases the amount of work per
form ed at one or more sites of employment 
in one or more low-wage foreign countries 
and such work is substantially similar to the 
work performed at the site of employment 
referred to in subsection (a): or 

(B> increases the amount of products or 
services that are imported from one or more 
low-wage foreign countries and such prod
ucts or services are substantially similar to 
the products or services produced or provided 
at the site of employment referred to in sub
section (a). 

(2) EXCEPTION.-If an employer who orders 
a plant closing or mass layoff at a site of em
ployment referred to in subsection (a) proves 
that the increase in-

(A) work (described in paragraph (l)(A)) 
that is performed in a low-wage foreign 
country: or 

CB> products or services (described in para
graph (l)(B)) that are imported to the United 
States from a low-wage foreign country, 
is not related to the plant closing or mass 
layoff at such site of employment. the em
ployer shall not be required to provide notice 
in accordance with section 5 or benefits to 
the employees in accordance with section 6. 

(3) CONSTRUCTION.-For purposes of para
graph (1). if an increase described in such 
paragraph is carried out by any person that 
owns at least 10 percent of an employer de
scribed in subsection (a) or by any person. 10 
percent of which is owned by such employer. 
such employer shall be considered to have 
carried out such increase . 

(C) PUBLICATION IN THE FEDERAL REG
ISTER.-The Secretary shall publish annually 

in the Federal Register the name of each 
low-wage foreign country as defined in sub
section (cl). as determined under regulations 
developed by the Secretary. 

(d) LOW-WAGE FOREIGN COUNTRY DE
FINED.-For purposes of this section. the 
term "low-wage foreign country" means-

(1) a country in which the average wage is 
less than 50 percent of the average wage in 
the United States. as determined by the Sec
retary: or 

(2) a country in which the employment 
standards relating to the payment of over
time compensation. child labor. or employee 
safety and health that are in effect and en
forced in such country are substantially less 
effective than the standards under the Fair 
Labor Standards Act of 1938 (29 U.S.C. 201 et 
seq.) and the Occupational Safety and Health 
Act of 1970 (29 U .S.C. 651 et seq .) . as deter
mined by the Secretary. 
SEC. 5. NOTICE REQUIREMENTS. 

(a> IN Gr:NF.RAL.-
( 1) RECIPIENTS OF NOTICE.-An employer 

who implements a plant closing or mass lay
off subject to section 4 shall provide written 
notice of such closing or mass layoff-

< A> to each representative of the affected 
employees as of the time of the notice or. if 
there is no such representative at that time. 
to each affected employee: and 

<B> to the State dislocated worker unit 
(llesignated or created under title III of th e 
Job Training Partnership Ac t (29 U .S.C. 1651 
et seq.)) and the chief elected official of the 
unit of local government within which such 
closing or layoff is to occur. 

(2) SPr;CIAL RULE FOR RECIPIENTS.-If there 
is more than one such unit of local govern
ment. the unit of local government that the 
employer shall notify is the unit of local 
government to which the employer pays the 
highest taxes for the year preceding the year 
for which the determination is made. 

(bl CONTENTS OF NOTICE.-The notice re
quired under subsection (a) shal l include a 
statement of-

< ll the nature of the site of employment at 
whi ch the plant closi ng or mass layoff is to 
be undertaken: 

<2> the reasons for undertaking such plant 
closing or mass layoff: 

(3) any alternative to undertaking such 
plant closing or mass layoff: 

<4> any request made by the employer to a 
State or unit of general local government for 
location assistance to avoid such plant clos
ing or mass layoff with respec t to such site 
of employment: 

(5) the estimated extent of the employment 
loss within the employer that will result 
from such plant closing or mass layoff; 

(6) any plan to minimize the effects of such 
plant closing or mass layoff on employees at 
such site of employment and on any unit of 
local government having jurisdiction over 
the geographical area in which the site of 
employment is located: 

(7) the economic circumstances of such site 
of employment. including the level of profit
ability of operations at the site of employ
ment. and .any plans for future investment. 
employment. and production at the site of 
employment: 

(8) the economic circumstances of the em
ployer and the feasibility of transferring em
ployees affected by such plant closing or 
mass layoff to other sites of employment of 
the employer: and 

(9) the names and addresses of all employ
ees who will suffer an employment loss as a 
result of such plant closing or mass layoff. 
SEC. 6. EMPLOYEE BENEFITS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-An employer shall pro
vide the following benefits to each employee 
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who suffers an employment loss due to a 
plant closing or mass layoff subject to sec
tion 4: 

(1) SEVERANCE PAY.-Severance pay equal 
to the product of-

(A) the amount equal to 4 weeks wages of 
the employee , calculated at the average 
wage that the employee received in the final 
26 weeks of employment with the employer; 
and 

(B) the number of years the employee was 
employed by the employer. 

(2) HEALTH CARE BENEFITS.-Continuation 
of benefits under the same terms and condi
tions of a group health plan previously pro
vided to the employee for the period ending 
18 months after the date of the plant closing 
or mass layoff. 

(3) REIMBURSEMENT FOR RETRAINING AND 
RELATED EXPENSES.-Reimbursement (not to 
exceed $10,000) for retraining, job search, and 
relocation expenses incurred during the pe
riod ending 2 years after the date of the no
tice of the plant closing or mass layoff. 

(4) TRAINING INCENTIVE PAYMENTS.-lncen
tive payments equal to 25 percent of 1 week's 
wages of the employee (calculated in accord
ance with paragraph (l)(A)) for each week 
during which the employee participates in a 
job training program during the period end
ing 2 years after the date of the notice of the 
plant closing or mass layoff. 

(5) RETIREMENT BENEFITS.-In any case in 
which, as of the date of the plant closing or 
mass layoff, the employee is a participant in 
an employee pension benefit plan (as defined 
in section 3(2) of the Employee Retirement 
Income Security Act of 1974 (29 U .S.C. 
1002(2))) and has attained an age that is at or 
above 5 years before early or normal retire
ment age (as defined in section 3(24) of such 
Act (29 U.S.C. 1002(24)) under the plan, bene
fits that are the actuarial equivalent of ben
efit accruals that would occur under the plan 
if the employee had continued in full-time 
service under the plan for 5 years after such 
date at the same rate of pay and had made 
all required contributions for such period. 

(b) ESTABLISHMENT OF EMPLOYEE AC
COUNT.-

(1) IN GENERAL.-An employer who imple
ments a plant closing or mass layoff subject 
to section 4 shall establish an employee ben
efit account into which the employer shall 
make payments sufficient to fund the 
amount of the benefits to be provided under 
subsection (a). 

(2) MANAGEMENT OF ACCOUNT.-The account 
established under paragraph (1) shall be man
aged by 5 individuals, of whom-

(A) 2 individuals shall be selected by the 
employer; 

(B) 2 individuals shall be selected by the af
fected employees; and 

(C) 1 individual shall be selected by the 4 
individuals referred to in subparagraphs (A) 
and (B). 

(3) REGULATIONS.-The Secretary shall pro
mulgate regulations with respect to the es
tablishment and management of accounts 
under this subsection. 
SEC. 7. RESTRICTION ON EMPLOYER TO ENTER 

INTO CONTRACT WITH THE UNITED 
STATES FOR FAILURE TO PROVIDE 
NOTICE OR BENEFITS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Except as provided in 
subsection (b) , an employer who implements 
a plant closing or mass layoff subject to sec
tion 4 and does not provide the notice or ben
efits in accordance with section 5 or 6, re
spectively, may not enter into a contract 
with the United States for the provision of 
products or services that were involved in 
the work transfer described in section 4 or 

that are substantially similar to such prod
ucts or services. 

(b) NATIONAL SECURITY w AIVER.-The Sec
retary, in consultation with the head of the 
appropriate Federal agency to which the pro
posed contract relates, may waive the re
striction described in subsection (a) with re
spect to an employer if the employer dem
onstrates that such restriction would threat
en the national security of the United 
States. 
SEC. 8. INVESTIGATIVE AUTHORITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-To ensure compliance 
with this Act, or any regulation issued under 
this Act, the Secretary, subject to sub
section (c), shall have the investigative au
thority provided under section ll(a) of the 
Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 (29 U.S.C. 
21l(a)). 

(b) OBLIGATION TO KEEP AND PRESERVE 
RECORDS.-An employer shall keep and pre
serve records in accordance with section 
ll(c) of the Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 
(29 U.S.C. 211(c)) and in accordance with reg
ulations issued by the Secretary. 

(c) SUBPOENA POWER.-For the purposes of 
any investigation provided for in this sec
tion, the Secretary shall have the subpoena 
authority provided for under section 9 of the 
Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 (29 U.S.C. 
209). 
SEC. 9. ENFORCEMENT. 

(a) CIVIL ACTION BY EMPLOYEES.-
(1) LIABILITY.-An employer who imple

ments a plant closing or mass layoff in viola
tion of section 4 shall be liable to each em
ployee who suffers an employment loss due 
to such closing or mass layoff-

(A) for damages equal to--
(i) the amount of any wages, salary, em

ployment benefits, or other compensation 
denied or lost to such employee by reason of 
the violation; 

(ii) the interest on the amount described in 
clause (i) calculated at the prevailing rate; 
and 

(iii) an additional amount as liquidated 
damages equal to the sum of the amount de
scribed in clause (i) and the interest de
scribed in clause (ii), except that if the em
ployer proves to the satisfaction of the court 
that the act or omission that violated sec
tion 4 was in good faith and that the em
ployer had reasonable grounds for believing 
that the act or omission was not a violation 
of such section, such court may, in the dis
cretion of the court, reduce the amount of 
the liability to the amount and interest de
termined under clauses (i) and (ii), respec
tively; 

(B) for damages equal to any actual mone
tary loss sustained by the employee as a di
rect result of the violation, such as the cost 
of providing health care; and 

(C) for such equitable relief as may be ap
propriate, including employment, reinstate
ment, and promotion. 

(2) STANDING.-An action · to recover the 
damages or equitable relief described in 
paragraph (1) may be maintained against an 
employer in any Federal or State court of 
competent jurisdiction by any one or more 
employees who suffer an employment loss 
due to the closing or mass layoff for and in 
behalfof-

(A) such employees; or 
(B) such employees and other employees 

similarly situated under the provisions of 
rule 23 of the Federal Rules of Civil Proce
dure. 

(3) FEES AND cosTs.-The court in such an 
action shall, in addition to any judgment 
awarded to the plaintiff, allow a reasonable 
attorney's fee , reasonable expert witness 

fees, and other costs of the action to be paid 
by the defendant. 

(b) ACTION BY STATE AND UNIT OF LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT.-

(1) LIABILITY.- An employer who imple
ments a plant closing or mass layoff in viola
tion of section 4 shall be liable to the State 
or unit of local government in which the em
ployer is located for damages equal to the 
difference of-

(A) the location assistance provided to the 
employer by the State or unit of local gov
ernment; and 

(B) the amount of the benefit, if any, which 
the State or unit of local government will 
continue to receive as a result of the provi
sion of such assistance to the employer. 

(2) STANDING.-An action to recover the 
damages described in paragraph (1) may be 
maintained against any employer in any 
Federal or State court of competent jurisdic
tion by the State or unit of local government 
described in paragraph (1). 

(3) FEES AND cosTs.-The court in such an 
action shall, in addition to any judgment 
awarded to the plaintiff, allow a reasonable 
attorney's fee, reasonable expert witness 
fees, and other costs of the action to be pafd 
by the defendant. 

(c) ACTION BY THE SECRETARY.-
(1) ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION.-The Secretary 

shall receive, investigate, and attempt to re
solve complaints of violations of section 4 in 
the same manner that the Secretary re
ceives, investigates, and attempts to resolve 
complaints of violations of sections 6 and 7 
of the Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 (29 
U.S.C. 206 and 207). 

(2) CIVIL ACTION.-The Secretary may bring 
an action in any court of competent jurisdic
tion to recover the damages described in sub
section (a)(l)(A) on behalf of each employee 
who suffers an employment loss due to a 
plant closing or mass layoff in violation of 
section 4. 

(3) SUMS RECOVERED.-
(A) IN GENERAL.-Any sums recovered by 

the Secretary on behalf of an employee 
under paragraph (2) shall be held in a special 
deposit account and shall be paid, on order of 
the Secretary, directly to such employee. 

(B) UNPAID SUMS.-Any such sums not paid 
to an employee because of inability to do so 
within a period of 3 years from the date of 
recovery by the Secretary shall be credited 
as an offsetting collection to the appropria
tions account of the Secretary of Labor for 
expenses for the administration of this Act 
and shall remain available to the Secretary 
until expended. 

(d) LIMITATION.-
(1) IN GENERAL.-An action may be brought 

under subsection (a). (b), or (c) not later than 
3 years after the date of the last event con
stituting the alleged violation for which the 
action is brought. 

(2) COMMENCEMENT WITH RESPECT TO ACTION 
BY SECRETARY.-ln determining when an ac
tion is commenced by the Secretary under 
subsection (c) for purposes of paragraph (1), 
such action shall be considered to be com
menced on the date when the complaint is 
filed. 

(e) ACTION FOR INJUNCTION BY SECRETARY.
The district courts of the United States shall 
have jurisdiction, for cause shown, over an 
action brought by the Secretary to restrain 
violations of section 4, including actions to 
restrain the withholding of payment of 
wages. salary, employment benefits, or other 
compensation, plus interest, found by the 
court to be due to employees who suffer an 
employment loss due to a plant closing or 
mass layoff in violation of such section. 
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SEC. 10. PROCEDURES IN ADDmON TO OTHER 

RIGHTS OF EMPLOYEES. 
The rights and remedies provided to em

ployees under this Act are in addition to, 
and not in lieu of, any other contractual or 
statutory rights and remedies of the employ
ees, and are not intended to alter or affect 
such rights and remedies, except that the pe
riod of notification required by section 4(a) 
shall run concurrently with any period of no
tification required by contract or by any 
other law. 
SEC. 11. REQUIREMENT OF POSTING OF NOTICE 

BY EMPLOYER AT SITE OF EMPLOY
MENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Each employer shall post 
and keep posted, in conspicuous places at the 
site of employment of the employer where 
notices to employees and applicants for em
ployment are customarily posted, a notice, 
to be prepared or approved by the Secretary, 
setting forth excerpts from, or summaries of, 
the pertinent provisions of this Act and in
formation pertaining to the filing of a 
charge. 

(b) PENALTY.-Any employer that willfully 
violates the requirements described in sub
section (a) may be assessed a civil money 
penalty not to exceed $100 for each separate 
offense. 
SEC. 12. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

This Act shall take effect on the date that 
is 6 months after the date of the enactment 
of this Act.• 

By Mr. FEINGOLD (for himself 
and Mr. KOHL): 

S. 1564. A bill to amend the Dairy 
Production Stabilization Act of 1983 to 
ensure that all persons who benefit 
from the dairy promotion and research 
program contribute to the cost of the 
program, to terminate the program on 
December 31, 1996, and to prohibit bloc 
voting by cooperative associations of 
milk producers in connection with the 
program, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry. 
DAIRY PROMOTION PROGRAM IMPROVEMENT ACT 

OF 1993 

• Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, I rise 
today to introduce legislation which is 
designed to address some concerns re
garding the National Dairy Promotion 
and Research Board in terms of its ac
countability and equity to dairy pro
ducers. I am pleased to be joined by my 
colleague from Wisconsin, Senator 
KOHL, who is also introducing legisla
tion addressing similar aspects of the 
National Dairy Board which I am co
sponsoring. Together these measures 
will bring about important changes to 
the National Dairy Promotion and Re
search Board. 

The National Dairy Board, which was 
created by dairy farmers and author
ized by the Congress in 1983, is fully 
funded by mandatory assessments on 
each milk producer in the United 
States. 

From its inception, the goals of the 
program have been admirable. Dairy 
farmers wished to take the frustrating 
trend of declining milk consumption 
and turn it around. The National Dairy 
Board was created to achieve that goal 
by promoting a -wide variety of dairy 

products. While farmers are assessed 15 
cents per hundred pounds of milk for 
the promotion program, 5 cents must 
go to the National Dairy Board, which 
is headquartered just across the river 
in Arlington. The remaining 10 cents 
can be redirected to qualified State and 
regional promotion organizations. If it 
is undirected, the total 15 cents goes to 
the national organization. The Na
tional Board is funded by about $78 
million worth of dairy farmer dollars 
each year. It competes directly with 
the Beef Promotion Board for the dis
tinction of the most highly funded pro
ducer promotion board in this country. 

Even though this board was created 
by dairy farmers, somewhere along the 
line dairy farmers began to question 
some of the actions of the National 
Board. As a Wisconsin State senator I 
heard many concerns raised about the 
Dairy Board and as a U.S. Senator 
those concerns continue to be ex
pressed to me by milk producers in my 
State and across the country. 

Those concerns culminated in a peti
tion signed by 16,000 dairy farmers call
ing for a producer referendum on 
whether or not the program should be 
continued. Soon after Secretary Espy 
took office he announced a referendum 
would be held in August. 

Prior to and during the referendum, 
producers continued to be frustrated by 
the realities of cooperative bloc voting. 
While individual producers are free to 
cast votes contrary to that of their co
operative, they rightly charge that the 
process stacks the deck against any 
group seeking to reform the Board. 
Farmers who may not have voted 
under ordinary circumstances become 
automatic yes votes. 

Dairy farmers have charged that it is 
not the role of the cooperative to make 
these types of decisions for dairy pro
ducers and further charged that co
operatives could not be objective since 
many receive research and promotion 
grants from the Board. From the looks 
of the results of the referendum re
leased last Friday, these producers are 
right. 

Seventy-eight thousand producer bal
lots were cast in the referendum with 
63 percent of those cast en bloc. Vir
tually 100 percent of those bloc votes 
were cast as yes votes. Of the 28,000 
producers who voted as individuals, 
over 75 percent voted to eliminate the 
Board. The Board was approved by a 
vote of 71 percent, nearly all bloc 
votes. 

Given the disparity in the way in 
which individual producers voted ver
sus the way their cooperatives voted, I 
believe that the practice of cooperative 
bloc voting is inappropriate for pro
ducer promotion boards. Of the 17 au
thorized promotion programs, none but 
the dairy program allow bloc voting. 

To allow bloc voting is to say that 
individual producers cannot make their 
own decisions on the value of the pro-

motion program. I know that the dairy 
farmers are among the most well-in
formed constituents in my State and 
they are clearly capable of making this 
decision independent of their coopera
tive. 

Mr. President, the producer referen
dum has been an exhausting process for 
all those involved, including the dairy 
farmers seeking reform, the coopera
tives seeking to maintain the Dairy 
Board and the U.S. Department of Ag
riculture. Many resources have been 
unnecessarily expended. 

Bloc voting has resulted in a lawsuit 
brought by producers against the Sec
retary of Agriculture, costing both tax
payers and dairy farmers. That lawsuit 
has not yet been settled. Additional re
sources have been expended trying to 
solve some of the problems created by 
bloc voting. Because of the tremendous 
controversy surrounding this issue, 
Secretary Espy, in an effort to open up 
the referendum, did a series of public 
service announcements this summer 
encouraging each dairy producer to 
vote during the referendum. Bloc vot
ing also prompted USDA to do a com
plete audit of the votes cast by co
operatives to be certain there was no 
duplication or fraud. This process took 
nearly 2 months. 

I must commend the Secretary and 
his staff at the Department of Agri
culture for their tremendous efforts on 
the referendum. The Department bent 
over backward to be sure that the ref
erendum was as open and accountable 
as possible. However, the amount of 
dairy farmer and taxpayer dollars that 
has been expended to deal with the 
problem of bloc voting has been tre
mendous. This would have been unnec
essary if the reforms I am proposing 
today were already in place. If we do 
not make these reforms now, we will 
continue to expend human and finan
cial resources on this problem which is 
so easily rectified. Hopefully, this leg
islation will prevent further waste of 
public and private resources in the fu
ture. 

The bill I am introducing does three 
things. First, it would eliminate the 
practice of cooperative bloc voting, a 
practice which allows cooperatives to 
cast votes for all of their producer
members. This practice not only out
rages many dairy farmers, but it pro
vides little incentive for the National 
Dairy Board to be accountable to the 
dairy farmers who pay for the program. 

The elimination of bloc voting does 
not abrogate the right of the coopera
tive to provide advice to their mem
bers, nor does it prevent the coopera
tive's board of directors from passing a 
resolution on how producers should 
vote as members of the cooperative. 

This provision is not intended in any 
way to suggest that bloc voting is inap
propriate for producer referendums on 
the Federal Milk Marketing Order 
[FMMO] system. This bill addresses 
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bloc voting only for the promotion pro
gram. FMMO's are highly complicated 
and the changes in the order are many 
times highly technical. Any alteration 
of a Federal order directly impacts the 
ability of the cooperative to act as a 
marketing agent for the farmer-mem
ber. Cooperative bloc voting is appro
priate for FFMO's and the day-to-day 
decisions should and will continue to 
be made by the cooperative. The same 
case cannot be made for cooperative 
bloc voting for a generic promotion 
order. 

Generic promotion is a long-term 
marketing issue and does not directly 
impact the day-to-day marketing ac
tivities of the cooperative. Promotion 
does not direct the prices paid to farm
ers nor does it establish conditions for 
the orderly marketing of milk-those 
are the functions of . Federal orders. 
Those short-run functions are essential 
to those in the business of buying and 
selling fluid milk and manufactured 
dairy products, practices with which 
cooperatives are intimately involved. 
In contrast, there is no reason why 
farmers should not be allowed to make 
the type of long-term policy decisions 
associated with promotion and re
search directly, without having their 
views diluted through the cooperative. 

The second provision requires that 
the program be reauthorized by the 
Congress on a regular basis starting 
with the end of 1996. This provision, 
too, will provide for greater account
ability. Just as each farm program de
serves careful scrutiny during reau
thorization of the farm bill to ensure 
that it continues to meet its original 
goals so should the dairy promotion 
program. Without regular reauthoriza
tion and elimination of bloc voting, the 
Board could continue into perpetuity " 
simply because therEi' is limited oppor
tunity in current law for congressional 
oversight. 

The third provision of this legisla
tion, Mr. President, makes the pro
gram more equitable to domestic pro
ducers by assessing importers of dairy 
products for the benefits that accrue to 
them. 

The reality of generic product pro
motion is that all producers and sellers 
of dairy products benefit from any in
crease in milk consumption generated 
by the program. Importers of dairy 
products benefit from this program and 
should have to pay their fair share. 
That is the case with 9 of the 17 com
modity promotion programs, including 
beef, pork, cotton, honey, pecans, and 
potatoes. 

The Dairy Board conducts not only 
promotion and advertising for milk and. 
dairy products, but it also provides 
funding for research on the nutritional 

. benefits of dairy products and on new 
technology and product development. 
The benefits of such research certainly 
accrue to importers of dairy products 
who account for about 4 percent of the 

value of domestic milk production. Im
porters should not receive a free ride 
courtesy of domestic producers who are 
already having a hard time making it 
under current milk prices. 

Mr. President, I am introducing this 
legislation because I have been asked 
to do so by dairy farmers who are con
cerned about how their money is being 
spent. The provisions of this bill are 
designed to make the Dairy Board 
more accountable and equitable to 
those farmers footing the bill. If en
acted, it will result in a better, strong
er and more effective National Dairy 
Board if producers choose to maintain 
it. 

Mr. President, I want to mention 
briefly the legislation which the senior 
Senator from Wisconsin, Senator KOHL, 
is introducing, which I am pleased to 
cosponsor. This bill establishes a proc
ess for producer election of National 
Dairy Board representatives who are 
currently selected through the politi
cal appointment process. This process 
provides for little accountability of 
Board members to dairy farmers. If the 
Directors of the Dairy Board must be 
elected by producers, they will likely 
be more responsive to their concerns. 
Reform of the Dairy Promotion Pro
gram would not be complete without 
this change. 

I know the reforms contained in 
these two bills will not make everyone 
happy. Some will say I haven't gone far 
enough in reform. Others will maintain 
that no reform is needed for this pro
gram. It is my hope that, at a mini
mum, these bills achieve greater ac
countability of the National Dairy 
Board to dairy farmers. 

I strongly urge my colleagues to sup
port this legislation. I ask unanimous 
consent that the text of the bill be 
printed in the RECORD at the conclu
sion of my remarks. 

There being no objection, the bill was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

s. 1564 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep

resentatives of ·the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the "Dairy Pro
motion Program Improvement Act of 1993". 
SEC. 2. FUNDING OF DAIRY PROMOTION AND RE

SEARCH PROGRAM. 
(a) DECLARATION OF POLICY.-The first sen

tence of section llO(b) of the Dairy, Produc
tion Stabilization Act of 1983 (7 U.S.C. 
450l(b)) is amended-

(!) by inserting after "commercial use" the 
following: "and on imported dairy products"; 
and 

(2) by striking "products produced in" and 
inserting "products produced in or imported 
into". 

(b) DEFINITIONS.-Section 111 of such Act (7 
U.S.C. 4502) is amended-

(!) by striking "and" at the end of sub
section (k); 

(2) by striking the period at the end of sub
section (1) and inserting a semicolon; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subsections: 

"(m) the term 'imported dairy product' 
means---

"(l) any dairy product, including milk and 
cream and fresh and dried dairy products; 

"(2) butter and butterfat mixtures; 
"(3) cheese; 
"(4) case in and mixtures; and 
"(5) other dairy products, 

that are imported into the United States; 
and 

"(n) the term 'importer' means a person 
that imports an imported dairy product into 
the United States.". 

(c) FUNDING.-
(!) REPRESENTATION ON BOARD.-Section 

113(b) of such Act (7 U.S.C. 4504(b)) is amend
ed-

(A) by designating the first through ninth 
sentences as paragraphs (1) through (5) and 
paragraphs (7) through (10), respectively; 

(B) in paragraph (1) (as so designated), by 
striking "thirty-six" and inserting "38"; 

(C) in paragraph (2) (as so designated), by 
striking. "Members" and inserting "Of the 
members of the Board, 36 members"; and 

(D) by inserting after paragraph (5) (as so 
designated) the following new paragraph: 

"(6) Of the members of the Board, 2 mem
bers shall be representatives of importers of 
imported dairy products. The importer rep
resentatives shall be appointed by the Sec
retary from nominations submitted by im
porters under such procedures as the Sec
retary determines to be appropriate.". 

(2) ASSESSMENT.-Section 113(g) of such 
Act is amended-

(A) by designating the first through fifth 
sentences as paragraphs (1) through (5), re
spectively; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

"(6)(A) The order shall provide that each 
importer of imported dairy products shall 
pay an assessment to the Board in the man
ner prescribed by the order. 

"(B) The rate of assessment on imported 
dairy products shall be determined in the 
same manner as the rate of assessment per 
hundredweight or the equivalent of milk. 

"(C) For the purpose of determining the as
sessment on imports under subparagraph (B), 
the value to be placed on imported dairy 
products shall be established by the Sec
retary in a fair and equitable manner.". 

(3) RECORDS.-The first sentence of section 
113(k) of such Act is amended by striking 
"person receiving" and inserting "importer 
of imported dairy products, each person". 

(4) REFERENDUM.-Section 116 of such Act 
(7 U.S.C. 4507) is amended by adding at the 
end the following new subsection: 

"(d)(l) On the request of a representative 
group comprising 10 percent or more of the 
number of producers subject to the order, the 
Secretary shall-

"(A) conduct a referendum to determine 
whether the producers favor suspension of 
the application of the amendments made by 
section 2 of the Dairy Promotion Program 
Improvement Act of 1993; and 

"(B) suspend the application of the amend
ments until the results of the referendum are 
known. 

"(2) The Secretary shall continue the sus
pension of the application of the amend
ments made by section 2 only if the Sec
retary determines that suspension of the ap
plication of the amendments is favored by a 
majority of the producers voting in the ref
erendum who, during a representative period 
(as determined by the Secretary), have been 
engaged in the production of milk for com
mercial use.". 
SEC. 3. TERMINATION OF DAIRY PROMOTION 

AND RESEARCH PROGRAM. 
Section 116 of the Dairy Production Sta

bilization Act of 1983 (7 U.S.C. 4507) (as 
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amended by section 2(c)(4)) is further amend
ed by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

"(e)(l) On December 31, 1996, the Secretary 
shall terminate the order issued under this 
Act (including the collection of assessments 
under the order). 

"(2) As soon as practicable after the date 
referred to in paragraph (1), the Secretary 
shall terminate activities under the order in 
an orderly manner.". 
SEC. 4. PROHIBmON ON BLOC VOTING. 

Section 117 of the Dairy Production Sta
bilization Act of 1983 (7 U.S.C. 4508) is amend
ed-

(1) in the first sentence, by striking "Sec
retary shall" and inserting "Secretary shall 
not"; and 

(2) by striking the second through fifth 
sentences.• 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 
s. 181 

At the request of Mr. MCCONNELL, 
the name of the Senator from Penn
sylvania [Mr. SPECTER] was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 181, a bill to prohibit 
the export of American black bear 
viscera, and for other purposes. 

s. 421 

At the request of Mr. DASCHLE, the 
name of the Senator from Maryland 
[Ms. MIKULSKI] was added as a cospon
sor of S. 421, a bill to amend title XVIII 
of the Social Security Act to provide 
coverage under such title for certain 
chiropractic services authorized to be 
performed under State law, and for 
other purposes. 

S.560 

At the request of Mr. NUNN, the name 
of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
SASSER] was added as a cosponsor of S. 
560, a bill to further the goals of the 
Paperwork Reduction Act to have Fed
eral agencies become more responsible 
and publicly accountable for reducing 
the burden of Federal paperwork on the 
public, and for other purposes. 

s . 834 

At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 
name of the Senator from South Caro
lina [Mr. HOLLINGS] was added as a co
sponsor of S. 834, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to 
provide for increased medicare reim
bursement for physician assistants, to 
increase the delivery of health services 
in health professional shortage area, 
and for other purposes. 

s. 1063 

At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
name of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
CRAIG] was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1063, a bill to amend the Employee Re
tirement Income Security Act of 1974 
to clarify the treatment of a qualified 
football coaches plan. 

s. 1350 

At the request of Mr. INOUYE, the 
name of the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. FORD] was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1350, a bill to amend the Earthquake 
Hazards Reduction Act of 1977 to pro
vide for an expanded Federal program 

of hazard mitigation and insurance 
against the risk of catastrophic natu
ral disasters, such as hurricanes, earth
quakes, and volcanic eruptions, and for 
other purposes. 

s. 1425 

At the request of Mr. CONRAD, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. DURENBERGER] was added as a co
sponsor of S. 1425, a bill to establish a 
National Appeals Division of the De
partment of Agriculture to hear ap
peals of adverse decisions made by cer
tain agencies of the Department, and 
for other purposes. 

s. 1428 

At the request of Mr. SIMON, the 
name of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
REID] was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1428, a bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to provide for programs re
garding women and the human 
immunodeficiency virus, and for other 
purposes. 

s. 1429 

At the request of Mr. SIMON, the 
name of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
REID] was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1429, a bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to establish programs of 
research with respect -to women and 
cases of information with the human 
immunodeficiency virus, and for other 
purposes. 

s. 1443 

At the request of Mr. EXON, the name -· 
of the Sena.tor from Utah [Mr. HATCH] 
was added as a cosponsbr of S. 1443, a 
bill to amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 to repeal the excise tax on 
luxury passenger vehicles. 

s. 1460 

At the request of Ms. MOSELEY
BRAUN, the name of the Senator from 
New York [Mr. D'AMATO] was added as 
a cosponsor of S. 1460, a bill to amend 
the Elementary and Secondary Edu
cation Act of 1965 to authorize pro
grams of child abuse education and pre
vention, and to establish a demonstra
tion project relating to child abuse 
education and prevention. 

s. 1511 

At the request of Mr. DORGAN, the 
name of the Senator from South Da
kota [Mr. DASCHLE] was added as a co
sponsor of S. 1511, a bill to eliminate 
the crediting of "good time" for vio
lent and repeat offenders in Federal 
and State prisons, authorize funding 
for boot camps and the conversion of 
military facilities to regional prisons, 
and for other purposes. 

s. 1514 

At the request of Mr. COVERDELL, the 
name of the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
BENNETT] was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1514, a bill entitled the "Guaranteed 
Deficit Reduction Act of 1993." · 

s_ 1524 

At the request of Mrs. HUTCHISON, the 
name of the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. COCHRAN] was added as a cospon-

sor of S. 1524, a bill to repeal the retro
active application of the income, es
tate, and gift tax rates made by the 
Budget Reconciliation Act and reduce 
administrative expenses for agencies 
by $3,000,000,000 for each of the fiscal 
years 1994, 1995, and 1996. 

SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION 55 

At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
names of the Senator from Hawaii [Mr. 
AKAKA], the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. CHAFEE], the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. ·GLENN], the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. GRASSLEY], the Senator from Ver
mont [Mr. JEFFORDS], the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. LEVIN], the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. METZENBAUM], the Sen
ator from New York [Mr. MOYNIHAN], 
the Senator from Alaska [Mr. MURKOW
SKI], the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
SARBANES], the Senator from Alaska 
[Mr. STEVENS], and the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. WARNER] were added as 
cosponsors of Senate Joint Resolution 
55, a joint resolution to designate the 
periods commencing on November 28, 
1993, and ending on December 4, 1993, 
and commencing on November 27, 1994, 
and ending on December 3, 1994, as 
"National Home Care Week." 

SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION 122 

At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
the names of the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. BYRD], the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. RIEGLE], and the Sen
ator from Mississippi [Mr. COCHRAN] 
were added as cosponsors of Senate 
Joint Resolution 122, a joint resolution 
designating December 1993 as "Na
tional Drunk and Drugged Driving Pre
vention Month." 

SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION 123 

At the request of Mr. SHELBY, the 
names of the Sena tor from Georgia 
[Mr. NUNN], the Senator from Texas 
[Mrs. HUTCHISON], the Senator from 
New York [Mr. D'AMATO], and the Sen
a tor from Nevada [Mr. REID] were 
added as cosponsors of Senate Joint 
Resolution 123, a joint resolution to 
designate the week beginning Novem
ber 6, 1994, as "National Elevator and 
Escalator Safety Awareness Week." 

SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION 131 

At the request of Mr. BRADLEY, the 
names of the Sena tor from Vermont 
[Mr. JEFFORDS] and the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. BRYAN] were added as co
sponsors of Senate Joint Resolution 
131, a joint resolution designating the 
week beginning November 14, 1993, and 
the week beginning November 13, 1994, 
each as "Geography Awareness Week." 

SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION 135 

At the request of Mr. SIMON, the 
name of the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
GRAHAM] was added as a cosponsor of 
Senate Joint Resolution 135, a joint 
resolution designating the week begin
ning October 25, 1993, as "World Popu
lation Awareness Week." 
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SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION 140 

At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
the names of the Senator from Massa
chusetts [Mr. KENNEDY] and the Sen
ator from Ohio [Mr. METZENBAUM] were 
added as cosponsors of Senate Joint 
Resolution 140, a joint resolution to 
designate December 7, 1993, as "Na
tional Pearl Harbor Remembrance . 
Day.'' 

SENATE RESOLUTION 128 

At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG, 
the name of the Senator from Illinois 
[Ms. MOSELEY-BRAUN] was added as a 
cosponsor of Senate Resolution 128, a 
resolution expressing the sense of the 
Senate regarding the protection to be 
accorded United States copyright
based industries under agreements en
tered into pursuant to the Uruguay 
Round of trade negotiations. 

SENATE RESOLUTION 152-RELAT
ING TO RETROACTIVE TAX 
RULES CHANGES 
Mr. NICKLES (for himself, Mr. SHEL

BY, Mr. COVERDELL, Mrs. HUTCHISON, 
Mr. LOTT, Mr. MACK, Mr. MCCAIN, and 
Mr. WALLOP) submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Rules and Administra
tion: 

S. RES. 152 
Resolved, That the Standing Rules of the 

Senate are amended by adding at the end 
thereof the following new rule: 

" RULE XLIII 
" RETROACTIVE TAX INCREASES 

" l. It shall not be in order to consider any 
material in any bill , joint resolution , amend
ment, motion, conference report, or amend
ment between the Houses that increases a 
tax retroactively. 

" 2. Upon a point of order being made by 
any Senator against material in bill or joint 
resolution, amendment, motion, or con
ference report that increases a tax retro
actively, and the point of order being sus
tained by the Chair, the part of such title or 
provision that increases a tax retroactively 
shall be deemed stricken from the measure 
and may not be offered as an amendment 
from the floor. 

"3. (a) Upon a point of order being made by 
any Senator against material in any con
ference report or amendment between the 
Houses that increases a tax retroactively, 
and the point of order being sustained by the 
Chair, the part of such title or provision that 
increases a tax retroactively shall be deemed 
stricken from the conference report or 
amendment. 

" (b) If such a point of order is sustained, 
such material contained in such conference 
report or amendment shall be deemed strick
en, and the Senate shall recede from its 
amendment and concur with the further 
amendment, or concur in the House amend
ment with a further amended, as the case 
may be, not so stricken. Any such motion in 
the Senate shall be debatable for 2 hours. In 
any case in which such point of order is sus
tained against a conference report (or Senate 
amendment derived from such conference re
port by operation of this paragraph, no fur
ther amendment shall be in order. 

"4. Paragraphs 1, 2, and 3 r.1ay be waived 
only upon the affirmative vote of three-fifths 

of all Senators duly chosen and sworn, and in 
every such case the vote shall be determined 
by the yeas and nays and entered on the 
journal. Each part of a title or provision tha t 
increases a tax retroactively shall be subject 
to a point of order. No motion for a general 
waiver shall be enter ta ined. 

" 5. For purposes of this rule , the term 'in
creases a tax ' shall be construed to include a 
change in any deduction, exemption, credit, 
or similar exclusion that will result in an ob
ligation to pay a larger tax.". 

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, as best 
we can tell, most Americans oppose 
retroactive laws of every sort, but ret
roactive tax increases are especially 
detested. All retroactive laws offend 
the American sense of fair play; they 
change the rules after the game has 
begun-but retroactive tax increases 
add insult to injury by levying a finan
cial penalty on those who played the 
game honestly and fairly under the 
former rules. 

If a retroactive tax increase is par
ticularly harsh and oppressive the Fed
eral courts may declare it unconstitu
tional. Usually, however, the courts 
give considerable deference to Con
gress: It has been more than 50 years 
since the Supreme Court struck down a 
retroactive tax increase. 

Congress has a history of passing ret
roactive tax increases, and the Federal 
courts have a history of upholding 
them, but the American people-and, 
we think, most Senators--now recog
nize. that retroactivity casts a long, 
dark shadow across the promise of fair 
play. It is time, therefore, to change 
the Senate rules to conform to our 
newly enlarged understanding of fair 
play. 

That is why I and my colleague, Sen
ator SHELBY are introducing legisla
tion to amend the Senate rules to for
bid retroactive tax increases unless 
three-fifths of all Senators, duly cho
sen and sworn, vote to waive the prohi
bition. Our new rule would establish a 
presumption against retroactive taxes, 
but presumption that could be rebut
ted. 

We will be joined by the following 
original cosponsors: Senator 
HUTCHISON, Senator COVERDELL, Sen
ator MACK, Senator LOTT, Senator 
MCCAIN and Senator WALLOP. 

Our approach has four strengths: 
First, retroactive tax increases will be 
presumed to be out-of-order. It should 
be more difficult to raise taxes retro
actively than to raise taxes prospec
tively. Second, the rule against retro
activity can be waived whenever the 
national interest requires it. Waiver 
will require a vote of three-fifths of all 
Senators, which is the same proportion 
of the Senate that is required under 
the Congressional Budget Act to waive 
some 15 points of order. Third, every 
waiver will be done by roll call vote. 
Therefore, whenever the rule is waived 
the voters will be able to review the 
Senate's judgment to determine if the 
waiver was indeed necessary for the na-

tional interest. And fourth, this ap
proach is both helpful and achievable 
this Congress. 

I encourage my colleagues to look at 
this approach. I know that the Senator 
from Texas [Mrs. HUTCHINSON] will be 
introducing legislation to repeal the 
retroactive tax increase from the last 
tax bill. But this is a rules change. I 
hope that my colleagues will look at it 
and say that if in the future we should 
make it more difficult to pass retro
active tax increases, that if we do so, a 
point of order should lie against it. So 
it would take at least 60 votes in order 
to pass that. 
It would not be impossible but it 

would be more difficult, just as we 
made several other provisions under 
the Budget Act more difficult, requir
ing a 60 vote point of order. 

So, Mr. President, I encourage my 
colleagues to look at the rules change 
and hopefully cosponsor it. 
• Mr. SHELBY. Mr. President, just a 
few months ago, this body not only 
gave the thumbs up to imposing a 
quarter of a trillion dollars in new 
taxes on the American people-it also 
said it was OK to raise some of these 
revenues retroactively. Mr. President, 
today, Senator NICKLES and I are here 
to make it more difficult to retro
actively raise taxes again. 

This legislation is necessary and im
portant to regain the public trust, Mr. 
President. It is not enough that we tell 
the American people that retroactive 
taxes are a bad idea or that we agree 
that they are unfair-it is enough only 
if we take definitive steps to prevent it 
from happening again. 

I believe this legislation is one such 
definitive step. 

Mr. President, the resolution we are 
offering today would create a presump
tion against retroactive tax increases. 
It would change the standing rules of 
the Senate by making retroactive tax 
proposals subject to a point of order. 
Thus, the only way that the Senate 
could pass another retroactive tax 
would be if three-fifths of all Senators 
agreed to waive the point of order in a 
roll call vote. 

Mr. President, it should be difficult 
to raise revenues through retroactive 
taxes. While the Supreme Court has 
ruled that retroactive taxes are not un
constitutional, they have not spoken 
to the wisdom of them-that is our job. 
And while there is no question that 
Congress has imposed retroactive tax 
increases on the American people in 
the past-that does not say anything 
about their propriety today. Again, 
that is this Congress' job. 

Mr. President, this is about prin
ciples, not taxes. If we are going to ask 
American taxpayers to take on greater 
individual burdens, we should do so 
honestly and fairly. We should give 
them fair notice at the very least. 
Practical, financial reasons require it. 
Taxpayers need to be able to plan their 
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finances and budget their income with
out the threat of taxes on money they 
have already spent, already saved, or 
already invested. Mr. President, I sub
mit ·that the American taxpayer de
serves no less. 

Again, Mr. President, this resolution 
does not prevent this body from raising 
taxes retroactively, it only makes it 
more difficult. If backdoor taxes are so 
required by necessity or emergency, 
this body can effectuate them. But the 
general rule will be that they are not 
in order. 

If seems to me that is a pretty good 
balance. Our resolution, therefore, re
inforces to the American people that 
raising taxes retroactively is a last re
sort and ensures that Congress will 
only use this tactic when it is abso
lutely necessary. 

Mr. President, this is a reasonable 
measure and one that I hope all my 
colleagues will support.• 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT OF 1994 

NICKLES (AND OTHERS) 
AMENDMENT NO. 1051 

Mr. NICKLES (for himself, Mr. COCH
RAN, Mr. GORTON, Mr. D'AMATO, Mr. 
KEMPTHORNE, Mr. FAIRCLOTH, Mr. 
BROWN, Mr. HELMS, Mr. HATCH, Mr. 
ROTH, Mr. BURNS, Mr. CRAIG, and Mr. 
THURMOND) proposed an amendment to 
the bill (H.R. 3116) making appropria
tions for the Department of Defense for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
1994, and for other purposes; as follows: 

At the end of the committee amendment 
on page 154, line 22, strike "stockpile." and 
insert the following: "stockpile;" 
SEC. 8137A. RESTRICTION ON USE OF UNITED 

STATES ARMED FORCES IN CERTAIN 
INTERNATIONAL OPERATIONS. 

(a) PROHIBITION.-None of the funds appro
priated or otherwise made available by this 
Act or any other Act may be used to support 
United States Armed Forces personnel, other 
than those engaged in medical, logistics, 
communications, humanitarian, training, 
temporary observer or liaison activities. 
after March 1, 1994, when such forces are: 

(1) under United Nations operational or 
tactical control if such forces would be under 
the command, operational control, or tac
tical control of foreign officers, unless prior 
to that date (A) the President has submitted 
a report to Congress which specifies the role 
and mission of such forces, the estimated 
cost of supporting such forces for such mis
sion, the probable maximum size of such 
force, and the probable duration of the com
mitment of such forces, to the appropriate 
congressional committees; (B) such commit
tees have had 30 days thereafter to review 
the consequences of such a commitment of 
United States Armed Forces; (C) and a joint 
resolution authorizing the placing of such 
forces under foreign command has been en
acted; or (2) a part of any prospective stand
ing United Nations international armed 
force. 

(b) The prohibition described in subsection 
(a)(l) shall not apply if the President deter
mines that (1) national security interests 
justify a waiver of such prohibition; (2) the 
President declares that an emergency exists 
and immediately informs the Congress of his 
action and the reasons therefor; and (3) with
in 30 days of such declaration there is en
acted a joint resolution authorizing such ac
tions and declaring them to be in the na
tional security interests of the United 
States. 

(C) SENSE OF THE CONGRESS.-It is the sense 
of the Congress that the President should no
tify the Speaker of the House of Representa
tives and the President of the Senate when 
there is pending in the United Nations Secu
rity Council any resolution that might en
tail the commitment of United States mili
tary personnel, and should seek the advice of 
the chairman and ranking members of the 
appropriate congressional committees prior 
to instructing the United States Permanent 
Representative to the United Nations regard
ing such a pending resolution. 

(d) DEFINITIONS.-(!) For purposes of this 
section, the term "appropriate congressional 
committees" means the Committees on Ap
propriations. Armed Services, and Foreign 
Relations and the Select Committee on In
telligence of the Senate and the Committee 
on Appropriations, Armed Services, and For
eign Affairs and the Permanent Select Com
mittee on Intelligence of the House of Rep
resen ta ti ves. 

(2) For purposes of this section, "any pro
spective standing United Nations inter
national armed force" means any armed 
military unit or units under United Nations 
operational control, not in existence as of 
the effective date of this Act, established for 
a permanent or indefinite duration, and 
without a mission defined by country or re
gion. It is specifically recognized that all 
forces currently in existence with a country
specific or region-specific mission, such as 
those forces under the control of the United 
Nations Command in the Republic of Korea, 
do not meet this definition. 

(3) For purposes of this section, "United 
Nations operational or tactical control" 
means the exercise by the United Nations 
Security Council, the United Nations Sec
retary General, or any other non-United 
States entity designated by the United Na
tions Security Council, or the United Na
tions Secretary General, with the exception 
of NATO. of the power of command usually 
given to the leader of a military force, such 
as the authority to coordinate and direct the 
mission-related activities of the units com
prising such force. It is specifically recog
nized that overall statement of policy or 
mission authorization in resolutions of the 
United Nations Security Council, such as 
those relating to Korea beginning in 1950 or 
to Iraq beginning in 1990, do not meet this 
definition. 

STEVENS (AND OTHERS) 
AMENDMENT NO. 1052 

Mr. STEVENS (for himself, Mr. 
INOUYE, and Mr. EXON) proposed · an 
amendment to the bill H.R. 3116, supra; 
as follows: 

On page 22 of the bill, at line 18, before the 
period, add the following new proviso: ": Pro
vided further, That none of the funds appro
priated under this heading may be expended 
or transferred to an eligible recipient state 
until fifteen days after the President cer
tifies to the Congress that the proposed eligi
ble recipient is not currently engaged in the 

fabrication and construction of new road mo
bile or fixed-site land based intercontinental 
ballistic missiles armed with multiple nu
clear reentry vehicles". 

BROWN AMENDMENT NOS. 1053-1055 
Mr. BROWN proposed three amend

ments to the bill H.R. 3116, supra; as 
follows: 

AMENDMENT NO. 1053 
At the appropriate place in the bill, add 

the following new section-
"SEc. . (a) It is the sense of the Congress 

that, for purposes of section 112 of the Inter
nal Revenue Code of 1986, the President 
should declare that service in Somalia dur
ing the period described in subsection (b) 
should be treated as service in a combat 
zone. 

"(b) The period referred to in subsection 
(a) is the period beginning on December 10, 
1992, and ending on the date on which with
drawal from Somalia of all forces of the 
Armed Forces of the United States in Soma
lia has been completed, as declared in a proc
lamation issued by the President." 

AMENDMENT No. 1054 
On page 157. between lines 9 and 10, insert 

the following: 
SEC. 8142. The Secretary of Defense shall 

submit to Congress an annual report con
taining information on the cost to the Unit
ed States of transporting supplies for the 
Army, Navy, Air Force, or Marine Corps by 
sea on vessels of the United States or belong
ing to the United States pursuant to section 
2631 of title 10, United States Code, including 
the amount of the cost savings that could 
have been realized if such supplies had been 
transported at competitive international 
shipping rates available from non-cargo-pref
erence vessels. The ann .ial report shall cover 
a cargo preference year which shall be a 12-
month period defined by the Secretary. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1055 
At the appropriate place in the bill, add 

the following new section-
"SEC. . CONGRESSIONAL HEARINGS ON TIIE 

COMMITMENT OF UNITED STATES 
TROOPS IN SOMALIA AND HAITI. 

(a) FINDINGS.-
(!) Public hearings are essential in ensur

ing broadbased understanding of and support 
for United States policies; 

(2) Since United States troops were com
mitted in Somalia, the original humani
tarian mission has been significantly ex
panded to include nation-building, as evi
denced in United Nations Security Council 
Resolution 814; 

(3) Since the commitment of United States 
troops in Somalia, the Senate of the United 
States has received only update briefings or 
has held closed hearings on United States ac
tions there and has held only one public 
hearing; 

(4) To date, thirty United States troops 
have lost their lives since United States 
troops were committed in Somalia; 

(5) Since the most recent disaster where 18 
Americans lost their lives, 76 were wounded 
and 1 was captured, the President has an
nounced his intention to commit several 
thousand additional United States troops; 

(6) Six American warships sit off the coast 
of Haiti and six hundred Americans wait to 
be deployed as part of a United Nations 
peacekeeping force . 

(b) SENSE OF SENATE.-It is the Sense of 
the Senate that--
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(1) the appropriate committees of the Sen

ate should hold public hearings at the earli
est practical date with the Secretaries of 
State and Defense as witnesses on the com
mitment of United States troops in Somalia 
and Haiti as members of the United Nations 
peacekeeping force; and 

(2) the appropriate committees should 
promptly hold investigative, public hearings 
on the October 3, 1993, incident in 
Mogadishu, Somalia in which 17 American 
soldiers were killed and at least 76 were 
wounded as part of the United Nations peace
keeping operation. 

BREAUX AMENDMENT NO. 1056 
Mr. BREAUX proposed an amend

ment to the bill H.R. 3116, supra, as fol
lows: 

SEC. . Notwithstanding any other provi
sion of the law, the Secretary of the Navy 
shall obligate the funds appropriated for fis
cal years 1992 and 1993 for the USH-42 mis
sion recorder program within the A-6 air
craft program: Provided, That the Secretary 
of the Navy verifies that a mission recorder 
is required in the future for Navy attack air
craft for peacetime training and bomb dam
age assessment in combat: Provided further, 
That the Secretary shall make this verifica
tion within 60 days of this act becoming law: 
Provided further, That the Secretary shall ob
ligate such funds within 60 days of this ver
ification that a mission recorder is required 
in Navy attack aircraft for peacetime train
ing and bomb damage assessment in combat. 

MOYNIHAN AMENDMENT NO. 1057 
Mr. MOYNIHAN proposed an amend

ment to the bill H.R. 3116, supra, as fol
lows: 

At the appropriate place in the bill, insert 
the following new section: 
SEC. • PUBLICATION OF FIGURE FOR TOTAL IN

TELLIGENCE SPENDING. 
(A) FINDINGS.-The Congress finds that-
(1) Article I, section 9, clause 7 of the Unit

ed States Constitution states that "No 
Money shall be drawn from the Treasury, but 
in Consequence of Appropriations made by 
law; and a regular Statement and Account of 
the Receipts and Expenditures of all public 
Money shall be published from time to 
time." 

(2) During the cold war the United States 
did not provide to the American people a 
"regular Statement and Account of the * * * 
Expenditures" to intelligence activities. 

(3) The failure to provide to the American 
people a statement of the total amount of 
expenditures on intelligence activities pre
vents them from participating in an in
formed, democratic decision concerning the 
appropriate level for such expenditures. 

(b) PUBLICATION OF FIGURE FOR TOTAL IN
TELLIGENCE SPENDING.-Section 1105(a) of 
title of the United States Code is amended to 
add at the end thereof-"(27) a separate, un
classified statement of the aggregate 
amount of budget outlays for the prior fiscal 
year for national and tactical intelligence 
activities. This figure shall included, with
out limitation, outlays for activities carried 
out under the Department of Defense budget 
to collect, analyze. produce, disseminate or 
support the collection of intelligence." 

MACK AMENDMENT NO. 1058 
Mr. INOUYE (for Mr. MACK) proposed 

an amendment to the bill H.R. 3116, 
supra, as follows: 

On page 45, line 15, before the period, add 
the following: ":Provided further, That of the 
funds appropriated under this heading, 
$10,500,000 shall be available only for the 
ARPA Nuclear Nonproliferation Technology 
Initiative". · 

LEVIN AMENDMENT NO. 1059 
Mr. LEVIN proposed an amendment 

to the bill H.R. 3116, supra, as follows: 
On page 45, line 15, before the period at the 

end, insert the following: ": Provided further, 
That of the funds appropriated in this para
graph, $6,500,000 shall be available for the es
tablishment and operation of a Joint Sim
ulation Center for Warfighting Concepts and 
Doctrine Development: Provided further, 
That of the funds appropriated in this para
graph, $5,000,000 shall be available for the es
tablishment of a Peace Enforcement Doc
trine Development Center". 

GRASSLEY (AND OTHERS) 
AMENDMENT NO. 1060 

Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself and Mr. 
D' AMATO) proposed an amendment to 
the bill H.R. 3116, supra, as follows: 

On page 157, between lines 9 and 10, insert 
the following: 

SEC. 8142. None of the funds appropriated 
for the Department of Defense for fiscal year 
1994 by this Act may be used for making any 
progress payment under the G-17 aircraft 
program that is not consistent with the re
quirements of section 2307(d)(l) of title 10, 
United States Code. 

NOTICE OF HEARING 
COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION 
Mr. FORD. Mr. President, I wish to 

announce that the Committee on Rules 
and Administration will meet in SR-
301, Russell Senate Office Building, on 
Thursday, October 28, 1993, at 9:30 am., 
to hold a hearing on the nomination of 
the Public Printer. 

The committee also will meet to re
ceive testimony on Senate Joint Reso
lution 143, appointment of Frank S. 
Shrontz as a Smithsonian citizen re
gent, and Senate Joint Resolution 144, 
appointment of Manuel L. Ibanez as a 
Smithsonian citizen regent. 

For further information regarding 
these hearings, please contact Carole 
Blessington of the Rules Committee 
staff on 202-224--0278. 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 
Mr. FORD. Mr. President, I ask unan

imous consent that the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, be authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on Monday, October 18, 1993, at 4:30 
p.m. to receive a briefing from the ad
ministration on the situation in Haiti. 

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

NOTICE OF MOTION TO SUSPEND 
THE RULES 

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, in ac
cordance with rule V of the Standing 

Rules of the Senate, I would like to 
give notice of my intention to amend 
the Standing Rules of Senate by adding 
a new rule. 

The new rule is as follows: 
S. RES. 152 

Resolved, That the Standing Rules of the 
Senate are amended by adding at the end 
thereof the following new rule: 

"RULE XLIII 
"RETROACTIVE TAX INCREASES 

"l. It shall not be in order to consider any 
material in any bill, joint resolution, amend
ment. motion, conference report, or amend
ment between the Houses that increases a 
tax retroactively. 

"2. Upon a point of order being made by 
any Senator against material in bill or joint 
resolution. amendment, motion, or con
ference report that increases a tax retro
actively, and the point of order being sus
tained by the Chair, the part of such title or 
provision that increases a tax retroactively 
shall be deemed stricken from the measure 
and may not be offered as an amendment 
from the floor. 

"3. (a) Upon a point of order being made by 
any Senator against material in any con
ference report or amendment between the 
Houses that increases a tax retroactively, 
and the point or order being sustained by the 
Chair, the part of such title or provision that 
increases a tax retroactively shall be deemed 
stricken from the conference report or 
amendment. 

"(b) If such a point of order is sustained, 
such material contained in such conference 
report or amendment shall be deemed strick
en. and the Senate shall recede from its 
amendment and concur with the further 
amendment. or concur in the House amend
ment with a further amended. as the case 
may be, not so stricken. Any such motion in 
the Senate shall be debatable for 2 hours. In 
any case in which such point of order is sus
tained against a conference report (or Senate 
amendment derived from such conference re
port by operation of this paragraph), no fur
ther amendment shall be in order. 

"4. Paragraphs 1, 2. and 3 may be waived 
only upon the affirmative vote of three-fifths 
of all Senators duly chosen and sworn. and in 
every such case the vote shall be determined 
by the yeas and nays and entered on the 
journal. Each part of a title or provision that 
increases a tax retroactively shall be subject 
to a point of order. No motion for a general 
waiver shall be entertained. 

"5. For purposes of this rule. the term 'in
creases a tax' shall be construed to include a 
change in any deduction. exemption. credit. 
or similar exclusion that will result in an ob
ligation to pay a larger tax." . 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

A TRIBUTE TO ERMA BOMBECK 

•Mr. DECONCINI. Mr. President, I rise 
today to recognize and pay tribute to 
my constituent and friend, Erma 
Bombeck, who is being honored this 
week with the 1993 Arizona Heritage 
Award by the Arizona Chamber of Com
merce. 

Erma Bombeck is among the best
known women in America, foremost as 
a journalist, but as a television person
ality and best-selling author as well. 
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She can always find the humor in the 
simplest family situation frequently 
causing us to be reminded with affec
tion similar instances in the lives of 
our own families. 

There is another side to Erma 
Bambeck that is equally admirable. 
Generations of Americans have been 
influenced by her advocacy and leader
ship in enhancing the status of women 
and children. She has been a tireless 
writer and speaker, traveling the Na
tion to speak about issues close to her 
heart. Her best-selling book and 
audiocassette about and for children 
surviving cancer have no doubt helped 
to make everyday life a little easier for 
these children and their families. In 
addition, all proceeds from the sale of 
this book go to cancer research. 

I have had the great pleasure of 
knowing Erma and her husband, Bill, 
for many years and have always found 
them to be generous with their time 
and talents on behalf of many profes
sional, civic, and charitable causes. I 
count myself lucky to know them and 
I call them my friends. It is with great 
pleasure that I pay tribute to Erma 
Bambeck today. She is not only a 
treasured part of Arizona's heritage, 
she is truly an American treasure.• 

TRIBUTE TO CENTRAL KENTUCKY 
YOUTH ORCHESTRA 

• Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
rise today to pay tribute to a talented 
and dedicated group of young people 
from my home State of Kentucky. 

The Central Kentucky Youth Orches
tra [CKYO] has won an invitation to 
perform at the 1993 Midwest Inter
national Band Clinic in Chicago. This 
is a special honor where ensembles rep
resenting the United States, Canada, 
Europe, Japan, and Australia will per
form. I am very pleased that the CKYO 
Symphony Orchestra has been distin
guished as an outstanding group. 

This orchestra is composed of 85 high 
school students from 20 schools in 11 
Kentucky counties. These talented in
dividuals rehearse together weekly and 
perform over 10 concerts each season in 
Lexington. They receive special train
ing from professional musicians, and 
students must audition to earn a place 
in the orchestra. 

The Central Kentucky Youth Orches
tra originated as an experiment by 
Howard Pence in 1947. The string group 
expanded to a full-sized orchestra and 
has since gained international recogni
tion, performing throughout the years 
in such places as Carnegie Hall in New 
York City, the White House at the invi
tation of Mrs. John F. Kennedy, and 
Europe, Romania, and Russia. 

Mr. President, this fine group is con
tinuing their tradition of excellence. 
Under the direction of Elizabeth 
Stoyanovich, a renowned and experi
enced conductor, CKYO is committed 
to the musical education of young peo-

ple. I am honored and proud that these 
young Kentuckians have yet again dis
tinguished themselves as one of the fin
est youth orchestras in our country.• 

CORRECTION IN THE ENROLLMENT 
OF H.R. 3123 

Mr. FORD. Mr. President, on behalf 
of the majority leader, I ask unani
mous consent the Senate proceed to 
the immediate consideration of House 
Concurrent Resolution 160, a concur
rent resolution to correct the enroll
ment of H.R. 3123 just received from 
the House; that the concurrent resolu
tion be agreed to and the motion to re
consider be laid upon the table. 

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

So the concurrent resolution (H. Con. 
Res. 160) was agreed to. 

ORDER OF PROCEDURE-SENATE 
JOINT RESOLUTION 19 

Mr. FORD. Mr. President, on behalf 
of the majority leader, I ask unani
mous consent that the majority leader, 
following consultation with the Repub
lican leader, may at any time proceed 
to the consideration of Calendar 185, 
Senate Joint Resolution 19, a joint res
olution to acknowledge the lOOth anni
versary of the overthrow of the King
dom of Hawaii; that there be 1 hour of 
debate equally divided and controlled 
in the usual form; that no amendments 
be in order; upon the use or yielding 
back of time, the joint resolution be 
advanced to third reading, and the Sen
ate vote on passage, with no interven
ing action or debate , and that imme
diately upon the disposition of the 
joint resolution, if it is agreed to, the 
preamble be agreed to. 

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

ORDER FOR AMENDMENTS TO BE 
ADDED TO LIST OF AMEND
MENTS TO H.R. 3116 
Mr. FORD. Mr. President, I ask unan

imous consent that the following 
amendments be added to the list of 
amendments in order to H.R. 3116: Sen
ator HELMS on Haiti, and Senator GRA
HAM on Hai ti. 

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

ORDER OF PROCEDURE-VOTE ON 
H.R. 2446 

Mr. FORD. Mr. President, I ask unan
imous consent that the vote on the 
adoption of the conference report ac
companying H.R. 2446, the military 
construction appropriations bill, occur 
at 9:45 a.m. tomorrow-that is in lieu 
of the 9:30 request on Tuesday, October 
19, with all other provisions of the pre
vious order remaining in effect. 

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

Mr. FORD. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. President, I ask unan
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

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

ORDERS FOR TUESDAY, OCTOBER 
19, 1993 

Mr. FORD. Mr. President, on behalf 
of the majority leader, I ask unani
mous consent that when the Senate 
completes its business, it stand in re
cess until 9:40 a.m., Tuesday, October 
19; that following the prayer, the Jour
nal of proceedings be deemed approved 
to date; the time for the two leaders be 
reserved for their use later in the day; 
that upon disposition of the conference 
report accompanying H.R. 2446, the 
Senate then resume consideration of 
H.R. 3116, the Department of Defense 
appropriations bill; and that on Tues
day, the Senate stand in recess from 
12:30 p.m. to 2:15 p.m. in order to ac
commodate respective party con
ferences. 

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

RECESS UNTIL 9:40 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

Mr. FORD. Mr. President, if there is 
no further business to come before the 
Senate today, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate stand in recess as pre
viously ordered. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 8:08 p.m., recessed until tomorrow, 
Tuesday, October 19, 1993, at 9:40 a.m. 

NOMINATIONS 
Executive nominations received by 

the Senate October 18, 1993: 
THE JUDICIARY 

RAFAEL DIAZ, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA , TO BE 
AN ASSOCIATE JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA FOR THE TERM OF FIFTEEN 
YEARS. VICE ROBERT A. SHUKER. 

CONFIRMATIONS 
Executive Nominations Confirmed by 

the Senate October 18, 1993: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

GEORGE MUNOZ, OF ILLINOIS, TO BE AN ASSISTANT 
SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

GEORGE MUNOZ. OF ILLINOIS. TO BE CHIEF FINANCIAL 
OFFICER, DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY. 

THE ABOVE NOMINATIONS WERE APPROVED SUBJECT 
TO THE NOMINEES' COMMITMENT TO RESPOND TO RE
QUESTS TO APPEAR AND TESTIFY BEFORE ANY DULY 
CONSTITUTED COMMITTEE OF THE SENATE. 

THE JUDICIARY 

PIERRE N. LEVAL, OF NEW YORK, TO BE U.S. CIRCUIT 
JUDGE FOR THE SECOND CIRCUIT. 

DEBORAH K. CHASANOW. OF MARYLAND. TO BE U.S . 
DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF MARYLAND. 
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PETER J . MESSITTE. OF MARYLAND. TO BE U .S. DIS

TRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF MARYLAND. 
LEONIE M . BRlNKEMA. OF VIRGINIA. TO BE U.S. DIS

TRICT JUDGE FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

PAUL EDWARD COGGINS. OF TEXAS. TO BE U.S. ATTOR
NEY FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS FOR THE 
TERM OF FOUR YEARS. 

HENRY LAWRENCE SOLANO, OF COLORADO. TO BE U.S. 
ATTORNEY FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLORADO FOR THE 
TERM OF FOUR YEARS. 

JON ERNEST DEGUlLIO. OF INDIANA. TO BE U.S. ATTOR
NEY FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF INDIANA FOR THE 
TERM OF FOUR YEARS. 

CHRISTOPHER DRONEY. OF CONNECTICUT. TO BE U.S. 
ATTORNEY FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CONNECTI
CUT FOR A TERM OF FOUR YEARS. 

PEGGY A . LAUTENSCHLAGER, OF WISCONSIN. TO BE 
U.S. ATTORNEY FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF WISCON
SIN FOR THE TERM OF FOUR YEARS. 

THOMAS PAUL SCHNEIDER. OF WISCONSIN . TO BE U.S. 
ATTORNEY FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF WISCONSIN 
FOR THE TERM OF FOUR YEARS. 

EMILY MARGARET SWEENEY. OF OHIO , TO BE U.S. AT
TORNEY FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF OHIO FOR THE 
TERM OF FOUR YEARS. 

MICHAEL RANKIN STILES. OF PENNSYLVANIA. TO BE 
U.S. ATTORNEY FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENN
SYLVANIA FOR THE TERM OF FOUR YEARS. 
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